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We discuss available data for spin observables in pp and np elastic scattering above 3 GeV/c. We identify
those measurements which isolate exchange-amplitude components of specific interest—those which provide
firm tests of Regge-exchange models and, on the other hand, those which models are undble to predict
reliably. Using a simple Regge-pole-exchange model whose trajectory parameters and coupling properties are
determined from data on other reactions, we compute expectations for all available pp spin observables and
find good agreement with the data. We find that a hadronic axial-vector A4;-like exchange term is present in
the data with strength compatible with theoretical estimates. The low-lying isoscalar exchange observed in
pp and np polarization is consistent with estimates based on €(0**) exchange. We make a careful study of
possible nonasymptotic Regge contributions which could obscure the interpretation of amplitude structure at
momenta up to 6 GeV/c. We provide predictions for spin-correlation observables in np elastic and in np

charge-exchange scattering.

I. INTRODUCTION

Proton-proton elastic scattering is arguably
the best measured and least understood high-ener-

gy scattering process. It has a large cross section

and a beguiling simplicity fostered by its high
degree of symmetry. This very simplicity, how-
ever, permits the exchange of every possible non-
strange mesonic Regge pole, without restriction.
Nonets of pseudoscalar, scalar, vector, tensor,
axial-vector, and axial-tensor mesons, together
with the Pomeron, are all potentially important.
By comparison with 7 — 7% charge exchange, in
which only the p trajectory is involved out of the
above long list of multiplets, pp scattering seems
to be phenomenological chaos. Only if the nucleon
spins can be controlled, is there much prospect
of extracting useful information about exchange
mechanisms or of testing models. With the aid
of the ANL polarized proton beam facility, this
is fortunately now possible, and complete knowl-
edge of the pp —pp amplitude structure at 6 GeV/c
is no longer an idle dream.2

In anticipation of the expected amplitude analy-
sis, it is useful to set up a simple model for the
amplitude components to aid evaluation and inter-
pretation of the results as they become available.
In this paper, we present such a model and use
it to interpret existing polarization information.

The dominance of pp - pp by the Pomeron is a
mixed blessing for the phenomenologist. On the
one hand, it means that polarization and spin-

17

correlation coefficients are numerically small
(and therefore -hard to measure). On the other
hand, one has the possibility of detecting small
exchange components by intervference with the
Pomeron. Important information on the exchanges
comes from studying pn elastic scattering for
which polarization data are now available from 2
to 24 GeV/¢. Together with our rough knowledge
of the np charge-exchange amplitude structure,
some constraint on the isospin of the exchanges is
possible.

Separation of the exchanges according to parity
(naturality) and C parity is partially possible
using the double and triple spin measurements.
We take advantage of these and the wide range of
energies now spanned by much of the data (polar-
ized-target data are now available from threshold
up to 300 GeV/c) to separate the Pomeron, leading
(ofwA,) and low-lying Regge exchanges.

Since much of the current interest in pp scatter-
ing centers on low-lying natural- and unnatural-
parity exchanges which are observable only at low
energies (p,,, <6 GeV/c), we make a careful study

" of the correct Reggeization procedure and identify

nonasymptotic contributions (~1/s) which could
confuse the interpretation of such data.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we define the amplitudes and their relationship to
the observables used in the subsequent analysis.
We discuss only those measurements which are
actually being made! or are planned. The next
section contains a description of the maximum-
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simplicity model from which we start. This is
followed in Sec. IV by our interpretation of the
data using the model as a guide. Qur suggestions
for further experiments are listed in Sec. IV B,
and concluding remarks are presented in Sec. V.
The possible effects of nonleading Regge contri-
butions are analyzed in Appendix A.

II. AMPLITUDES AND POLARIZATION OBSERVABLES
FOR NN SCATTERING

We use the conventional s-channel helicity amp-
litudes ¢,, ¢y, ... , &5 (Ref. 3) with invariant nor-

malization,
B9 3K ([ 6,12+ o124 65124 [0 244105, @
dt 2 1 2 3 4 5 ’
where

K= (0.3893/647rmf'plab2) mbGevV™?, (2)

with m, in GeV and p,,, in GeV/c. For conveni-
ence, we form combinations which asymptotically
have definite exchange naturality,®5

N[,:%((Pl“‘ ¢3)‘; N, :é(d)‘; - ¢2)y N, = ¢ (3)
Uo =%(¢1 - ¢3), Uz = %(4)4"' ¢2) .

N and U correspond respectively to £-channel
natural- and unnatural-parity exchange. Their
subscripts 0, 1, 2 refer to the total s-channel hel-

icity flip involved (|, = x|+ |3, =2,]). The no-

tation becomes obvious when the helicity labels
for ab —cd are exhibited on ¢, explicitly, ¢p}cla

a*p
Gr1=01, D=0, .
— gt — - — (4)
¢3_ -— ¢4_» ) ¢5'— g

Tabulations of all possible NN polarization mea-
surements may be found in the literature.® A sub-
set of these has been chosen for measurement at
ANL! on grounds of practicality and maximum
physics content. We limit our discussion to these.
They can be classified as

(a) Single-polarization measurement P (polarized
beam or target),

(b) Total-cross-section medsurements (polarized
beam and target),

(c) Double-spin-correlation measurements:
symbol C (polarized beam and target), symbol K
(polarized beam and recoil), symbol D (polarized
target and recoil),

(d) Triple-spin-correlation measurements H
(polarized beam, target, and recoil).

Their relationship to the N,,, U,, amplitudes is

TABLE 1. Amplitudes and measurables for NN —NN.,

Measurement Relation to amplitudes
o=2 KLINo[2+ |Uy[2 4 [Ny[2+ | Uyl 2+ 2Ny 2]
Po —2KIm[(Ny— N)N# :
Ot K'ImN,

Acl =0, (M) =0t

—K'Im¢,=K Im(N,~U,)

Aok =0, ()= 0, () 2K'ImU, [K’ =(0.3893/2m ypy,;) mb GeV™2]

Cyno 2KRe[UyUf - NNy + [Ny|*] |

CrLro 2KRe[N,Uf - NyU§]

Csso 2K Re[N,U§ - N,Ug

CgL0 2KRel(Uj+ Uy)N§]

Kyyo —2KRelUyUs + NN§ — [N, |2]

Kgs0 —2KRel(Uy— Uy)N{l sinfp— 2K Re [NyUs + N,U] cosby,

Dyn© KN + [Ny 24 2 [Ny 2 = [Ug |2 = U, []

DggO —2KRel(Ny+ N,)N{Isinog— K[|Ny|?= |Ny|? + |Uy|? = |Uy|?] cosOg
Dpso —2KRel(Ny + Ny)Nf] costg+ KIINo|* = [Ny [* = [Uy[? + |Uy[*] sinog
Hpsyo 2K Im [N,Us — NyU§]

Hygs0 2K TIm[(Ny+ Ny)N§lcosfz— 2K Im [UUs - NONﬁ sinfg

HgysO 2KIm[(Uy— U)N§l cosOp + 2K Im [N Us + NyUgl sinb g

6z =1ab recoil angle

0 =c.m.s. scattering angl

2m
tangg = cot(36)
Jmon-




-
-~

TABLE II. Leading exchanges in pp scattering.

Dominant - Suppressed
Amplitude contributions contributions
N, P+f+w p+A,
N, p+Ay P+f+w
Ny ptA;, e—— Pif+w
U, A+Z D+Z,*
U, T+B n+H?

? No firm evidence for these exchanges has yet been
presented.

given in Table I. At 6 GeV/c, published data are
available for the measurables do/dt,” P,5™** Cy,, 1" *2
CLL713 CSS’14 CSL’l5 I{NN)16 DNN717 I)SS’]-8 DLS’1
Hgyg," A0T," and Ao, 1520
" The amplitudes N,, N,, and N, can each have
Regge-pole contributions from the P (Pomeron),
f, w, p, and A, exchanges. Because of their known
couplings to nucleons,?"*** one expects N, to be
dominated by P, f, and w while N, should be large-
ly due to p and A, exchange. It is less easy to
guess whether =0 or I=1 exchange dominates
N, = ¢! since both weak (I=0 helicity flip, I=1
helicity nonflip) and strong couplings (I=0 helicity
nonflip, I=1 helicity flip) are involved. A com-
bination of parity and G parity ensures that U,
and U, are respectively due to A,-like and 7, B
exchange respectively. These qualitative expecta-
tions are summarized in Table II.

From energy-dependent studies of do/dt and
05, N, (in particular, the Pomeron component)
is known to be by far the largest amplitude and to
be dominantly imaginary in phase, with ReN,/
ImN,<0 at£=0. According to Table II, N, is dom-
inantly I=1(p+A4,) and is therefore determined
in magnitude by (do/df)(np —pn). Its phase is de-
termined by the combination

(Kyp+Cop)o=—4ReW,N¥ = [N,]D . (5)

The single-flip amplitude N, is also accessible
via its interference with N,. Since N, is largely
imaginary, the quantity (0/4K)1/ p determmes
ReN, (presumably ImN, is not large in view of ap-
proximate exchange degeneracy for p, w, f, and
A, and the small Pomeron flip coupling). .
The amplitude U,, dominated by 7 exchange, is~
reasonably well known from studies of np -pn. At
t=0 it has a strong cut contribution which inter-
. feres with the-vanishing 7-pole contribution
[0c t/(t - u?)], giving rise to the observed for-
ward spike. This cut, which also contributes to
N,, is expected to be approximately real. Any
small imaginary part is observable in Aol
=K'Im(N, - U,) (Table I). The most direct mea-
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sure of the amplitudes U, and N,, which are ex-
pected to be dommantly real, will be from

Hg,s(~ImN,UY¥) and Hy s (~Im Ny N¥) (see Table I).

The measurement Aok, determines ImUy (A, +Z
exchange). Crude exchange degeneracy predicts
this to be small in comparison to ReU, which,
according to Table I, contributes significantly to
C.(~ -ReN,U¥) and to H ;¢ ,(~ ~ImN,U¥).

It is obvious from the above that, even in the
absence of a complete {-dependent amplitude an-
alysis, theé experimental constraints on any model
of the pp amplitude structure are already con-
siderable. In the next section, we shall outline a .
simplified Regge-pole model for the helicity am-
litude structure which incorporates the above
prejudices quantitatively.

III. SIMPLE REGGE-POLE MODEL FOR pp AMPLITUDES

Because the pp system is generally accepted
to be exotic, having no strong' resonances,® Reg-
ge-pole-exchange contributions occur in exchange-

_ degenerate pairs, their imaginary parts cancel--

ling. Except for the Pomeron terths, the ex-
change amplitudes are expected to be dominantly
real. While imaginary parts may arise from
various sources, such as broken exchange degen-
eracy and unitarity corrections, there is no good
model for estimating their sizes and ¢ dependen-
ces. The magnitudes, signs and ¢ dependences of
the real parts of the exchanges are reasonably
well constrained theoretically, via pole extra-

TABLE III. Regge-pole parameters.

Parameter Value
a,:'aw:aA,z: oy 0.5 +0.9¢
ap « 1 0.t
o= ag 0.9(t — m 42

Qp =0y -0.19+0.9¢
= oy -0.5 +0.9¢
sty L 150,

Bty T 10.6°

85 [See Eq. (9)]
Bl =BE, +— 25.2 '
=g+ 1

(See Sec. IIIA)

ﬁpp Bpp’:Jr _;8

" (See Sec. IIIB)

2 This value corresponds to F /D =-2.14 rather than —3
as quoted in Ref. 22. This has been adjusted to obtain the
correct value of 0i(pp) while retaining a good description
of the I=1 exchanges.
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polation, once dual residue functions are adopted.
Thus, to the extent that our model is reliable, we
expect to be successful in describing observables
which are dominated by real parts of exchange
amplitudes.

The specific model from which we start is the
Regge-pole model of Ref. 22. It embodies all con-

straints due to factorization, SU(3) symmetry,
and exchange degeneracy (EXD). This model,
which has the acronym QUADREM, provides a
crude overall description of the helicity structure
and s, ¢ dependence of most two-body processes.
Each exchange contribution to the process ab —cd
is written as®

BRexe = FO= 2 )T 2m ) eI 10 B, 1k (<1)0T T, — @)@ Ve s) % (®)

where S, and [, are respectively the spins of ex-
change ¢ and of the lowest recurrence on the EXD
trajectory a,(f). The vertex parity (1) relations
are

Bidx,, =(=1)Sen gn ny(=1)SaaS5*% fod-xb . (M
Upper and lower vertices are related by**
ity = (—1)Se "*d*su"tb,sidhb . (8)

The residues B° are simply related to coupling
constants by evaluation of Eq. (6) near the pole,
t=my2 (a,*S,). *In the special case of elastic
scattering where upper and lower vertices involve
the same coupling constant, this enables a definite
prediction of the amplitude’s phase in terms of our
extrapolation ansatz [Eq.(6)]. A careful study of
pole extrapolations reveals that, except for the
case of a natural-parity trajectory with lowest
recurrence J7¢=0%*, the appropiate sign in Eq.

(6) is a minus sign if the residues B are taken to
be real (i.e., only for the 0** case should it be a
plus sign). Thus, for example, we find that, for
w exchange, Imw<0 (and hence Imf>0) in N, as,
in fact, is required by the data.®® As an illustra-
tion, in Sec. IIT A, we work through the case of
A, + Z exchange which gives a real and negative |
contribution to U,.

The actual values of g° and «, are taken from
the list of global-fit parameters given in Ref. 22
and are displayed in Table III.

For the Pomeron amplitude, we use an equally
simple parametrization and fix its coupling by
the assumption of f dominance.?® We use?’

¢§§;?,: T Bl “B{dxb(—t/4mN2)('AC'h“l*”‘d'h”' )/2
XeAte-itrchIZ(als)aP , (9)

so that in each helicity amplitude,
(ImP/Imf) |, = xp(a’s)*F % (10)

From 7N elastic scattering data, one finds® x,
=1.0 and A=2.5 GeV™2, For our pp case, we set

xp=1.0, A=3.1GevV~?. (11)

All absorption corrections are ignored except
those in 7 (and B) exchange amplitudes where they

T ; ,

are unavoidably present (they give the forward
spike in np - pn). We use the Williams prescrip-
tion®® for applying these. Although this method
has deficiencies, it has no free parameters and
appears to mimic the correct amplitude structure
in np — px up to quite high energies (30 GeV/c).2?
The procedure to obtain the absorbed 7+ B ex-
change amplitude is to make the replacement

(—t/4mN2)("*x)/2-> (—t/4m~2)"/2(—m,,2/4m”2)"/2 s
(12)

in Eq. 6 where #=|A, =X, — X, +,| and n+x= |7,
=]+ =g

A. Regge-exchange contributions to U,

The amplitude U, contains the contributions of
trajectories associated with particles of J¥¢=1**,
3*..., and JF°=27, 4. ., i.e., with the 4,
nonet,*® and with the conjectured® Z(2") nonet.
The phase and magnitude of the A,-exchange con-
tribution to proton-proton elastic scattering can
be estimated with some confidence, as we describe
in detail in this subsection.32-35 The Z-exchange
contribution can then be inferred by invoking A,-Z
exchange degeneracy, in agreement with experi-
mental indications.*® Furthermore, the contri-
bution of the I=0 partners of the A, and Z can also
be calculated given an F/D value for the coupling
of these multiplets to NN.

The estimate of the A,-exchange contribution
relies on standard assumptions about the # depen-
dence of Regge residues, on vector- and axial-
vector-meson dominance of the weak and electro-
magnetic currents, and on current algebra. Cal-
culation of the overall sign of the contribution is
made possible by the fact that we are dealing with
elastic scattering of identical particles which
couple in a unique way to a 1** meson. The cal-
culation proceeds as follows: we first use the
Feyman rules to compute the contribution of ele-
mentary A, exchange to ¢,. This allows us to
determine the behavior of the corresponding in-
variant amplitude near the pole at #=m ,*. Next
we Reggeize the invariant amplitude in order to
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extrapolate to the scattering region, ¢<0.
In the high-energy limit, the Feynman rules
yield

o %m_(uuyu'ysuu)(umyu'ysuz\u . (13)
1

Reggeization of the invariant amplitude leads to

(gALPL) =lim (gﬂleg A erire
sinma 2

e Y )

(14)

In the last equation, a denotes the A, trajectory,
which we assume to be linear. Also included is a
factor 1/T'(a) that provides the wrong signature
zero required by duality and exchange degeneracy.
(Some consequences of ignoring exchange degener-
acy are discussed below.)

Evaluation of the spinor product in Eq. (13),
Reggeization of the energy dependence, and re-
arrangement of the I'" functions in Eq. (14) finally
yields

$rt=—¢3?

= —(gapp) (@'8)*PT(1 - a ()1 - e ?) .
‘ (15)
Comparison with Eq. (6) yields

(Bl =2(gam)° -

The magnitude of the coupling constant g, 25 =1/
V2)g 4,47 Can be estimated®:% if we assume vector-
meson dominance of the vector and axial-vector
weak currents:

Cyu= (fA;/mAlz)gAlin - ; (16)

This is analogous to the vector dominance of the
PNN coupling,

%=(fp*/ﬁm92)gm5 . (17)

In the above, C,=1.22 is the value of the axial-
vector form factor of the nucleon at =0, as mea-
sured in g-decay. The quantity g,,; is defined by .
an equation identical to Eq. (13), but without the

¥s factors in the spinor product. The parameters
fa3, for denote the couplings of the A] and p* to the
charged weak currents. Current-algebra consider-
ations® provide

Sor=Faz - - (18)

Accepting this relation,“ one finds

Bawh _ Jfor ma’ -
C,=2.78 . 19
BppZ fA" mnz 4 . ( )

For B,;, we use the value given in Table III, which
is slightly different from that inferred from vec-

tor-meson dominance of the pion and nucleon form
factors. Our procedure for normalizing B, , is
not the same as the one described in Ref. 33 but
the resulting numerical values are comparable.

For the mass of the A; we have used m, =1.15
GeV as suggested by the observed®®.T decay 7
—~A,v. For a linear trajectory with a’=0.9 GeV 2,
this value of the mass leads to

o, (£)=-0.19+0.9¢ . (20)

As with other QUADREM estimates, the contri-
bution of unnatural-parity exchanges to ¢, and ¢,
is completed by the inclusion of the Z trajectory
and of the corresponding /=0 members of the 1**
and 27 multiplets. Since pp is an exotic channel,
the combination of A; and Z exchanges must pro-
duce a real amplitude

U§t?=-2g, 53°I'(1 - a, Oa's)* . (21)

Though nothing is known about the I=0 partners
of the A, and Z, we include them by taking a ca-
nonical F/D=%, in analogy with the 7-B system.
We include only the octet part of the exchanges.

We see that U, is predicted to be real and nega-
tive at £=0. The measured value®® of Ao, = —1 mb
for p,,,=6 GeV/c must be interpreted as a break-
ing of exchange degeneracy. This value of Ao,
can be used to compute ImU, at £=0. Comparison
with the value of ReU, calculated from Eq. (21)
yields

{ImUO I ~

RelU, (22)

Thus it appears that an approximately exchange
degenerate pair of trajectories may not be the
dominant exchange mechanism for U,. To the ex-

. tent that other known exchanges exist in approxi-

mately exchange degenerate pairs, this would
point to yet another peculiarity of the A, system.
We note that our A,-Z —exchange amplitude is
nonvanishing at £=0. It was shown in Ref. 4
that a nonvanishing of the A, coupling at ¢=0
requires a “conspiracy.” We demonstrate in
Appendix B that the intercept of the conspirator
(daughter) trajectory need be only a AI(O) -
Since independent theoretical arguments for the
existence of daughters are abundant, we believe
there is no compelling reason to expect that
ppAl(t 0)=0.
We remark that, once exchange degen-
eracy of the A, and Z is abandoned, there is no
need for the factor 1/T'(a) in the A, residue. With
the trajectory function given in Eq. (20), absence
of this zero implies that, in the scattering region,
A, exchange would give

ImU,<0
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and
" ImU,/ReU,=cotz1a:<0 . (23)

Thus ReU, would be positive and small compared
to ImU,,.

If degeneracy with the A, is not used as a con-
straint, very little can be said about the contri-
bution of Z exchange. If it dominates over A, ex-
change, however, one should observe

ImU,/ReU,=—tanime, Rel,<O0 . (24)

A clean separation of the A, and Z contribution
would, of course, require spin measurements
with antiproton beams. Similarly, separation of
the /=0 and I=1 components would require Ao,
experiments with neutron beams.

Another source of departures from the simple
result of Eq. (21) could be found in large absorptive
corrections to such an amplitude. Naive absorp-
tion of Eq. (21) with a Pomeron amplitude yields
a correction which is approximately real and of .
magnitude

Uy®P By exp{-[0/(bp+ 0 )]t}

U, 8w bp+b, s
with
~[3.1+ajIn(a’ -2
bp=[3.1+akln(a’s)] Gev 25)
b,~[a’In(a’s)+0.58] GeV™2’
and
B2~100 GeV=2 .
Thus for p,,, =6 GeV/c, we find
[—,10[?—1) ~_0.6c14t 26)
[

We see that even though absorptive corrections
could be quite large (as is always the case for
n=0 amplitudes), they are unlikely to change the
sign of the real part at small values of #, and that

furthermore, they would not affect ImU,,.

Another source of contributions to U, with an
effective intercept a =0 could be imagined to be
in unitarity corrections generated by the overlap
of two natural-parity-exchange amplitudes. Itis a
consequence of parity conservation, however,
that such overlaps do not contribute to U, at £=0,
and can, therefore, be expected to be unimportant
for small values of ¢.

We summarize the various alternatives des-
cribed above in Table IV. We leave it to the read-
er to work out more perverse possibilities, e.g.,
badly broken EXD plus absorptive corrections.

Finally, a word must be said about our estimate
of the magnitude of the A,-Z term. We feel that
this is on less secure ground. For example, it is
well known®” that the same chiral-symmetry plus
vector-dominance considerations that lead to the
equality f,.=f,. (on which we rely), also predict
a large width for A, —p7 (500 MeV). Since the
observed width of the A, appears to be between
200 and 450 MeV, we expect that the magnitude
of our estimate for the A,-exchange contribution
is accurate to about a factor of 2.

B. e-type exchange

Absence of mirror symmetry in pp and pn polar-
ization measurements indicates the presence of
an isoscalar exchange contribution to N,. A study®
of the energy dependence of the sum of the polar-
izations for pp and pn shows that the energy de-
pendence of such an exchange is ~s™®5. In this
paper, we assume®® that such an energy depen-
dence is due to the exchange of a pair of exchange-
degenerate trajectories « (f)=-0.5+0.9¢ associ- °
ated with particles of JP¢=0**, 1™, and recur-
rences. :

It has been noted before®® that the empirical sign
of this isoscalar-exchange contribution to N, is
the one expected from a J¥¢=0*" elementary ex-
change (the so-called scalar-exchange contribu-

TABLE IV. Possible signs for U,. We have assumed @4,(0) =0, az(0)=0. Otherwise some
signs should be reversed in lines 2 and/or 3. Line 2 assumes no wrong-signature zero -in the

A; amplitude.

Good ReU, 1
A-Z EXD mU,|””

A, dominates ReU, <1
over Z ImU ,

Z dominates ReU, >1
over A, ImU,

Good A-Z [ReU, |,
EXD + absorptive ImU,
corrections For small ¢

RelU;<0 ImU,~0
RelU;>0 ImU <0
RelU;<0 ImU<0
RelU;<0 ImU, ~ 0

(But possibly changing
sign for t <—0.5)
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tion in low-energy potential models). We shall
assume that the relative signs and magnitudes of
the Reggeized 0**, 17" exchange contributions are
still given by the coupling properties of an ele-
mentary 0* exchange. This yields a prediction
for N, and N, in terms of the empirically deter-
mined contribution to N;.

Pole extrapolation is done in the usual way.
Calculating with Feynman rules to obtain the amp-
litude near the pole, and then Reggeizing, one
finds

g 2
o =m:+’j_t—4m,v2 cos?(z6,) ,

2
o =m£§&_72m”\/ ~t(cosz6,) 27

€

- gEDPZ
¢2 m e2 —t t .
Finally, the Regge coupling parameters [cf. Eq.
(6)] are

Bt =—Bi=2my g, - (28)

After including the contribution of the exchange-
degenerate partner of the 0**, one has a purely
real (€, w’) amplitude. The contribution to the
real part of N, is negative, as required to give a
positive contribution to the polarization. The con-
tribution to the real part of N;, on the other hand,
is positive.

The positive €-w’ contribution and the negative
f-w contribution in ReN, cooperate to provide a
relatively flat energy dependence of p=ReN,/ImN,
over the range 3 <p,, <10 GeV/c. The values
given in Table IH, B, =pS =20 have been adjusted
to provide a reasonable fit to the I, =0 component
of the NN polarization (cf. Sec. IV). They are not
too different from those inferred from potential-
model analyses of low-energy NN scattering?®®
which yield g.3,=13.3, and, therefore,

,=—BL.~25 . (29)
Polarization in 7N scattering also exhibits a rapid-
ly varying (~s™*%)I,=0 component.*, Assuming that
this effect is due to the same “€” exchange that op-
erates in NN, we deduce (via factorization) the
estimate B, .,+,-~25. The decay width of the
€(750) into 7*7~, on the other hand, yields the much
smaller value B,,.,-~2.1. In Ref. 8, it is pointed
out that 7N data above 5 GeV/c show little evidence
of an I, =0 component. Of course it is difficult
to detect a low-lying contribution [a(0)= -0.5]
using only high-energy data. The authors of Ref.

8 limit themselves to high-energy data because’
of possible resonant effects in this nonexotic chan-

nel. However, a close study of the low-energy
data*' shows the I, =0 effect to appear consistently
in the 2-5 GeV/c range. Thus a Regge in-
terpretation appears to be justified. We shall
return to this issue in the conclusions.

IV. REGGE-POLE INTERPRETATION OF NUCLEON-
NUCLEON DATA FOR SPIN OBSERVABLES

A. Amplitude components

In Fig. 1 we show Argand plots of our model
amplitudes for pp scattering at 6 GeV/c laboratory
momentum and both —#=0.1 and 0.4 GeV2. These
plots are in substantial agreement with results
of a preliminary amplitude analysis of the ZGS
data.! We comment on each model component in
turn.

I.N,

The magnitude of N, is determined by that of the
f (and w) through f dominance of the Pomeron. Its
sizeable real part is largely inherited from the
EXD w+f contribution. At =0 the magnitude and
phase of N, are measured at several energies. In
the older data, p=ReN,/ImN,~-0.3 at 6 GeV /c,*?
whereas in newer experiments p~-0.4 is ob-
tained.* In our model, p,,=-0.43 at 6 GeV/c. A
further consequence of our simple f dominance of
the Pomeron and EXD Regge-pole model is that
Ppp =2py+,, basically because the real part in pp
scattering has contributions from w and f while
that in mp has only an f contribution. At 6 GeV/c,
the data*® show p,,/p,+,=0.9 £0.3 rather than 2,
suggesting that our model may predict too large
a real part of N, in pp scattering. The amplitude
N, is the dominant one in our model for all |¢|<1.0
GeV?2. It thus determines do/df in magnitude and
shape. Our differential cross section at 6 GeV/c
is shown in Fig. 2; it is everywhere within 20% of
the data. At 100 GeV/c, our model agrees very
well with the experimental do/dt.” We remind
the reader that our aim here is to present the
expectations of the simplest Regge-pole model.
Obviously more parameters could be introduced
and a perfect “fit” obtained to the data in Fig. 2.

2. N,

According to Table III, the w+f and p+A, con-
tributions to N, are about equal, although the for-
mer is not well determined since little is known
about the precise strength of the isoscalar hel-
icity-flip couplings to nucleons.?»22 Accordingly,
the Pomeron contribution to N, is equally badly
known. To help isolate the various contributions
to N, one can investigate the energy dependence
of the elastic-scattering polarizations, P, for
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FIG. 1. Argand diagram showing the five pp amplitudes from oﬁr simple model at 6 GeV/c and (a) £=—0.1 GeV?,

and (b) £=— 0.4 GeV?,

pp—~pp and pn—~pn. To a good approximation,®
the I=1 and =0 exchange componets of N, are
given by

- [P(pp)+ P(pn)lslo(pp)]H /2 =N |
[P(pp) — P(pn)lilo(pp)]* /2= —N+) |

(30)

where Ni¥ is the component of N, orthogonal to
N, and having #-channel isospin I.

In the 2-12 GeV/c range,® the isosopin-zero
component is found to be very large (>|N-*|),
but it falls with an effective trajectory a,,.(¢)
~—0.5+¢. This has given rise to the suggestion
that a low-lying Regge-pole corresponding to the
scalar € (Ref. 39) or vector w’ (Ref. 44) is con-
tributing. In Sec. IIIB we obtained estimates of
the sign and coupling structure of an EXD ¢, w’
Regge-pole contribution by pole extrapolation.
The size of the € coupling is determined by po-
tential model studies of low-energy nucleon-nuc-
leon scattering. )

Bim=pe,~20-25 . (31)

This is found (see Fig. 3) to give a good descrip-
tion of the I=0 combination 3[P(pp)+ P(pn)] in
the 3—12-GeV/c range, if we also use & (#)=-0.5
+0.9¢. Note that in the absence of such a term,

the model can describe neither the rapid energy
dependence nor the large magnitude of P at low
energy. The scalar coupling structure is the
most economical way of arranging a large con-
tribution in N,. (It also guarantees contributions
to N, and N,. The contributions are positive both
in N, and in N,. In N,, the contribution serves to
reduce |p,,| at lower energies in agreement with
the trend of the data.** In N,, the positive € con-
tribution helps in reproducing the behavior of
Cyy-)

The fact that P(pn) data at 12 (Ref. 8) and 24
GeV/c (Ref. 45) become negative for |t|>0.2
GeVZ2, and that P(pp) also tends to zero through
negative values for |¢|>0.2 GeV? and 45 <p,,, <300
GeV/c (Ref. 46), suggests?” a high-energy (diffrac-
tive ?) component in Ny°, The fact that P(pn) ap-
proaches asymptotic values earlier than P(pp)
[P(pn) at 6 GeV /c ~P(pp) at 45 GeV/c] may be
partially explained by the cancellation of the com-
peting I=0 and I=1 Reggeon-Pomeron interference
terms in P(pn).*" Obviously, a pure pole Pomeron
term cannot contribute to N3‘® (which is orthogon-
al to N;). Somewhat arbitrarily, we set the real
part of our flip Pomeron component to zero. This
mimics the relative N,, N, phase expected in eikon-
al models with f-dominated Pomeron couplings,
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which Martin and Navelet have shown gives the cor-
rect sign.®*® This allows a crude description of
P(pp) and P(pn) at high energy (Fig. 4), at least
for |t|<0.6 GeV?, the region to which we limit
our attention. (Improvements in the detailed des-
cription of the data are discussed below.)

All of our Regge poles come in exchange de-
generate pairs. Thus all contributions to N, are
real, save for the Pomeron. The nonreal phase
of N, shown in Fig. 1 is due in our model to the
significant contribution of the Pomeron.

3.U,

This amplitude is expected to be dominantly
I=1 [i.e., that studied in #p charge exchange
(CEX)], and is described by the 7+ B and Williams
“cut” contributions, as specified in Sec. III. It is
also purely real in the model. According to the
data'® Ao,=—-K’Im¢,=0.35+0.07 mb at 6 GeV /c.
From these data on Im¢,, together with our esti-
mate of ReU,= (3¢, at #=0), we deduce a phase of
-3°at 6 GeV and £=0. Our assertion that U, is
purely real is therefore a good approximation at
small £. Models for the imaginary part of U, at
t=0 are wholly dependent on the type of EXD
breaking employed. Moreover, ImU, at =0 is
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described by a cut rather than a pole. Consequent-
ly we do not attempt to reproduce this rather
minor feature of the data.

We note that our model describes C, adequately,
Fig. 5(a), for |t|<0.6 GeV? with our purely real
U,, in contrast to the standard strategy™? which
suggests that C; determines ImU,.

4. N,

This amplitude is dominated at small ¢ by the
same 7+ B cut which contributes to U,. Atlarge
¢ it has important contributions from p+ A, exchange
which couples strongly to helicity flip nucleon
vertices. Isospin-zero exchanges, including the
(¢, w’) and the Pomeron, are present but small.
In the absence of contrary indications, we apply
no absorptive corrections. A strong cancellation
between the 7+ B cut and the p+A, pole takes place
at ~-0.3 GeV?, similar to that observed in K *n
~K*% 3! In the neighboring ¢ interval, |N,]| is
therefore small, perhaps too small, as can be
seen in C,,, which is sensitive to Re(N,N%) (see
Fig. 6). The flip Pomeron contribution in our mod-
el provides N, with a small positive imaginary
part. We do not take this minor aspect of the mod-
el seriously since other effects which we do not
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FIG. 5. Data on (a) Cgg (Ref. 14) and (b) Cg;, (Ref. 15) for pp scattering at 6 GeV/c. The solid curves show our
model expectations for pp scattering, and the short-dashed curves are our predictions for np elastic scattering.
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FIG. 6. Data from Refs. 11 and 12 on Cyy for pp scat-
tering at 6 GeV/c are compared with the expectations of
our simplest model. Our model expectations are shown
as a solid curve for pp scattering and as a dashed curve
for np elastic scattering.

-

try to incorporate (unitarity corrections, ab-
sorption, . ..) may provide a compensating or
larger negative imaginary part. _

In the results of the preliminary amplitude anal-
ysis at t=-0.3 GeV?, N, is seen to lie in the fourth
quadrant of the Argand diagram, close to the im-
aginary axis.! This result would appear to.con-
tradict naive expectations, based on strong ex-
change degeneracy, of a predominantly real N,.
However, as discussed above, the (p+A,) and
(m+ B) cancellation reduces the real part substan-
tially near ¢=-0.3 GeV?, leaving the imaginary
part of N,, from whatever source, with an ab-
normally large relative value at intermediate val-
ues of £. The negative value of ImN, from the
amplitude analysis also deserves a comment. It
presumably arises from approximating C,
=~ _ImN,ImN,, on the assumption that N, is dom-
inant and purely imaginary. In our model, we
are able to reproduce C,, (and all other observ-
ables in the neighborhood of #=-0.3 GeV?) with ~
ImN, = 0. Thus our model may serve as an ex-
plicit counterexample to assumptions® built into
the present amplitude analyses of pp scattering.

5. U,
In our model, the Regge-pole (4, + Z) contribu-
tion to U, is real and negative (Sec. IITA). Ac-
cording to the 6 GeV/c data for Ac,, a significant
(EXD-breaking) imaginary part is present at ¢=0:

ImU,/ImN,=3A0E, /0, % - . (32)

Since ImU, is comparable to our pole-extrapola-
tion estimate of ReU,, we must parametrize its
effect in-order to have a realistic model. We use

ImU, = -26e*(a’s)*41 , (33)

where the ¢ dependence is a p7iori unknown but

has a strong influence on the parameter C,, (shown
in Fig. 7). Away from =0, the dominant contri-
bution is from ' ‘

C,,*-ReN,ReU,-ImN,ImU, . (34)

The first term is always negative, but at small
¢, =ImN,ImU, is known to be large and positive
(from o,,, and AcL,), so that C,; is also positive
[see Fig. 7(a)]. Provided ImU, falls reasonably
fast with ¢ [e.g., Eq. (33)] C., changes sign as
ReN,ReU, begins to dominate.

Since U, has definite exchange naturality only
to leading order in 1/s, one may wonder whether
the large value of IinU, is a nonasymptotic “con-
tamination.” In Appendix A we explore this ques-
tion in some detail, showing, in particular, that
U, receives a nonasymptotic contribution from N 0
having the form U,=~(¢/2s)NF. Here N¥ is the
Pomeron part of N,. Because NI is relatively
large, this effect is non-negligible. However,
because Nf is also primarily imaginary, the cor-
rection to U, is essentially just a redefinition of
the theoretically unspecified nature of ImN,. Add-
ing this correction to our basic U,, we obtain the
results for C,;(f) shown in Fig. 7(b).

Our expression for ImU,;, with the value o, 1(0)
=-0.19 determined in Sec. Il A, provides a fine

" representation of Agy for p,, >3 GeV/c (Fig. 8).

We predict Ao, ==0.5 mb at 12 GeV/c, and -0.04
mb at 100 GeV/c. Below 3 GeV/c, Ao, displays
rapid energy dependence, which has led to specu-
lation that one or more isolated resonances may
be present in the pp system between p,,, =1 and 3
GeV/c.?® Whatever the physical origin, of the
large and rapidly varying behavior of ImU, below
3 GeV/c, it is not embodied in our model, and
we restrict our attention to higher energies.

Note that the.signs of all the Regge-pole con-
tributions are determined by our pole-extrapola-
tion procedure [Eq. (6)] and are in agreement with
the data in the cases where they may be checked
(f, w,m+ B, p+A,). Our magnitudes and phases
shown in Fig. 1 agree reasonably well with the
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FIG. 7. DataonCy; (Ref. 13) for pp scattering at 6
GeV/c. In (a) we present the predictions of our simp-
lest model for both pp (solid curve) and #np (short-
dashed curve) elastic scattering. In (b) we show the
résults we obtain after including in U, the nonasymp-
totic Pomeron correction discussed in the text and in
Appendix A . :

results of preliminary amplitude analyses of pp

data. It will be very surprising if the final amp-
litude analyses prove the phases shown in Fig. 1
to be wrong by more than 30° in each case.

B. Predictions for further observables
1. pp scattering at 6 GeV/c.

The model amplitudes outlined- above in Sec.
IV A have been fixed without reference to pp scat-
tering data save in the following respects:

(a) the phase of the helicity flip Pomeron from

[P(pp)],
(b) the EXD-violating contributions to ImU,(4,

+ | | T T
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— [ ]
-
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<
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2 4 6 8 10 12
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FIG. 8. Our expectation for Ag ; in pp scattering is
plotted versus lab momentum. The data are from Refs.,
13 and 20.

+Z). We compare our predictions with data on
C-type observables in Figs. 5, 6, and 7. In Figs.
9, 10, and 11, we present our predictions for
D-type, K-type, and H-type observables. All pre-
dictions of the model are in reasonable agreement
with the available 6 GeV /c data for pp spin ob-
servables. Preliminary data' also suggests K
=(3+10)% in agreement with our predictions.
Because the magnitudes of the various exchanges
are taken from analyses of data other than pp, and
because phases and ¢ dependences are fixed by
theoretical considerations, we believe that the
general success of our description of all spin ob-
servables at 6 GeV/c in the range |t]|<0.6 GeV?
is a nontrivial verification of our simple Regge-
pole approach. All quantities expected to be small
are small; all predicted to be large are large;
the signs are correct. Data on H,¢, will be im-
portant for confirming the size of our A,-type ex-
change. Our worst failures are in our naive rep-
resentation of P, Fig. 4, C,,, Fig. 6, and K,
Fig. 10(a). These defects can be remedied by
modest modification of the QUADRE M package®
together with the introduction of small EXD-
breaking effects. Difficulties with C,, and K,

are greatly alleviated if a small negative imagin-

ary part is introduced in N,. This must be inter-
preted as an EXD-breaking effect. It has the prop-
erty of preventing the vanishing of Re(N,N%) in

the neighborhood of |¢|~0.4 (Gev/c)?. Since C,y
at p,, =12 GeV/c (Ref. 12) remains positive for
|t|20.6 (GeV)?, the EXD-breaking effect is re-
quired to have fairly slow energy dependence.
Thus a cut associated with the p, A, term may be
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FIG. 9. (a) Data from Ref. 17 on Dyy in pp scattering at 6 GeV/c are compared with our expectations. In our model,
the Dyy predictions for.pp and np elastic scattering are essentially identical. (b) Data from Ref. 18 on Dgg(R) for pp
scattering at 6 GeV/c are compared with our model expectations (solid line) . Also shown is our prediction for np
scattering (short-dashed line). (c) Data from Ref. 1 on Dy g for pp scattering at 6 GeV/c and our model expectations

for both pp and np elastic scattering.

more appropriate than a 7, B cut. The results of
our improved model for C, and K, are shown
in Fig. 12.

Our discrepancies in describing P in Fig. 4 fall
into three classes. First, we fail to reproduce
the ¢ dependence, especially for |#|>0.3 GeVZ. We
achieve too little polarization in pp scattering at
small {. Finally, the change of sign of the np
polarization at 6 GeV/c is not reproduced. The ¢
dependence at large { is remedied easily by in-
troducing a small additional exponential damping
of the Regge propagators. To achieve the change
in sign of #p polarization, it is sufficient that this
added damping be slightly greater for the I,=0
exchange components.#® TLastly, to augment
P(pp) at small #, we reduce our estimate of the
‘size of the Pomeron flip term, and we increase
the values of various Regge coupling by ~10%.
Thus, rather than x,=1 in Eq. (11), a better choice
for N, is x,=0.3 exp(-1.1¢). A reduced flip coup-
ling is also consistent with results of analyses of
the Pomeron flip coupling to mesons.?” We list
below the modifications of our basic model that
yield the curves in Figs. 12 and 13.

(Bsp)ss==B5psn: 20 — 2427 |
(B;p)+- :1.9+1.9¢n% |
(B2,),,:1.63~1.96e%4¢

(Bpp)ss : 13~ 14.3e%%¢ |

(B;‘,})+- :1.9~0.57e"11t

ImN, : 0~ 16.3#(0.95)%5¢ (1-63+0)t |

b_[3.1+o.31n(0.9s)][1 +0.91n(0.9s)]
- [4.1+1.21n(0.9s)] -

In parametrizing ImN, we have in mind a (p,A,)

(35)

®P cut effect. This is expected to have a very
small imaginary part at =0, and a “shrinking”
t dependence similar to that expressed above.
Note that the above parametrization implies a
very small departure from the expectation that
the contribution of p, A, to N, is real. For p,,,
=6 GeV/c and |#|=0.5 GeV/c?, one finds.

ImN,/ReN? 42 0.15 (36)

We note that our improved model provides an
excellent representation of the polarization data.
The improvements require only very modest
changes from our simplest model.
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FIG. 10. (a) Kyy at 6 GeV/c. The data are from Ref.
16. Our expectations for pp are shown as a solid line
and for np elastic scattering as a’short-dashed line.

(b) Our predictions for Kgg at 6 GeV/c for pp and np
elastic scattering.
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FIG. 11. (2) The observable Hgyg'at 6 GeV/c. The pp data are from Ref. I. Our predictions for (a) Hgyg, () Hy gy,
and (c) Hygs are shown as solid curves for pp scattering and as short-dashed curves for np elastic scattering.

2. np—>np at 6 GeV/e.

Spin-correlation measurements for pn-pn are
also envisaged. These will provide useful infor-
mation on the isospin decomposition of amplitudes

in those cases where a significant part of the bi-

linear product comes from an =0, I=1 inter-
ference. This is true for Aog,, Cyys Cri, Csss
Kyy, Ksg, Hgyg, Hygs, and Hy5,. Predictions
for np elastic scattering at 6 GeV/c are shown as
short-dashed curves in Figs. 4-7 and 9-11. The
mirror symmetry of Cgs¢ between pp and np is
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FIG. 12. Results of our improved model are compared with (a) the 6-GeV/c pp data on Cyy from Refs. 11 and 12 and

with (b) the data on Ky from Ref. 16.
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“guaranteed” by the dominance of N,. Lack of
such in the data might suggest the presence of
contributions with the quantum numbers of (1, H)
in U,. Measurements of C, for np elastic would
help to establish the isospin structure of N,, sep-
arating the roles of the (p,4,) and (€, w’) contribu-
tions. The D-type quantities for np elastic do not
seem to us especially interesting. Data on K,
and K¢ would be useful as adjuncts to C, and
Csg, respectively. Information on H,y, would
establish the isospin of ReU,, which is dominantly
I,=1 in our model. Finally, measurement of
Ao, (np) establishes the isospin of ImU, which we
have entirely arbitrarily chosen tobe anI,=1 ef-
fect in our model. '

In a limited program of np elastic spin mea-
surements at 6 GeV/c, we suggest Ao;, Cyy, Cgs,
and H, 5, as “best buys.”

3. .np charge exchange at 6 GeV/c

Of particular value to the phenomenologist would
be spin-correlation measurements of np charge
exchange. The f-channel isospin is unique, elim-
inating all I, =0 exchanges, including the notorious
Pomeron. Present in np CEX are the reasonably
well constrained (p,A,) and (7, B) exchanges, as
‘well as the “new” (4,, Z) pair. With a polarized
deuteron beam or a polarized deuteron target, C,,

\
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\
N\
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. _
N
0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
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shown from our improved model: (a) 6 GeV/c,. and (b) 12 GeV/c polarization for pp and np

type measurements are feasible and valuable. The
aSymmetries expected for C,, and Cg, are par-
ticularly large in our highly simplified model, as
we show in Fig. 14(a); e.g., C,,~80% at |t]'—“0.1
GeV2. C,; [xReN,U%] is sensitive to the pole-

cut cancellation effects in N,. Cg (<ReU,N})
should help determine the properties of N, and the
“true” origin of simple polarization P (is there anon-
realphase inN,or N, or both?). Inexperiments with a
polarized protonbeam and polarized deuteron target,
any of the D-type or K-type quantities would be
useful. As shown in Figs. 14(b) and 14(c), we again
expect large values, ~50%. D, for np CEX is
particularly valuable for model builders in that

it separates the magnitudes of natural- and un-
natural-parity exchanges. Since we have not
varied parameters in an attempt to optimize a fit
to existing np CEX data, our predictions in Fig.

14 should not be regarded as the best we could
achieve. Rather we present them as typical of the
large magnitudes expected for spin-correlation ob-
servables in CEX, as opposed to elastic scattering.
Data on some of these observables would be a val-
uable stimulus for further phenomenological work.

4. Higher energies

Present data on pp spin observables at 12 GeV /¢
are limited to P, over a fairly wide range of ¢,
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FIG. 14. Our predictions for spin observables in np charge exchange at 6 GeV/c: (a) C-type; (b) D-type; and. (c)

K-type observables.

and Cy, for |#|>0.5 GeV2. Owing to the limited
projected lifetime of the ZGS, we do not foresee
the possibility of a complete program of spin mea-
surements at 12 GeV/c. The importance of such
a program is tied to the value one attributes to
separating, via their different energy dependen-
ces, the effects of exchanges with intercepts «(0)
~%(p,f, w,A,) from those with (0) <0(r, B,A,,
Z,...). This use of 12 GeV/c data is illustrated
by the analysis of the 12 GeV/c data on P(pp) and
P(pn).® A measurement of Ac, for pp scattering
at 12 GeV/c is imperative. It will illuminate the
origin of the A,-like components (energy depen-
dence of Ac{,,). Inour model, most spin cor-
relation terms are very close to 0 or 1 at this
energy, and consequently contain little informa-
tion. Measurable values are expected, however,
for Dgg (~-30% at |t|~0.2 GeV®) and H,s (6%).
C,, is expected to be less than 1%. We do not
provide curves of our 12-GeV /c predictions in
this paper but would be glad to supply them ta in-
terested readers.

5. Low-energy extrapolation

All measurables investigated experimentally
display rapid variation with energy for p,, <3
GeV/c: p, Aoy, Aoy, P, Cyy, and C,,. Above
3 GeV/c, the rapid decrease with energy.of the
I,=0 component of P has led to conclusions that a

natural-parity I, =0 exchange with a(0)=~-0.5 is
strongly coupled to nucleons. Below 3 GeV/c, the
energy dependence of P was exploited to help pin
down the parameters of a possible dibaryon reson-
ance.” As shown in Fig. 8, our model adequately
describes the energy dependence of Ao, for p,,,
>3 GeV/c, in terms of an unnatural-parity 4,-
type exchange, but it is obviously inadequate for
Ao, below 3 GeV/c. We are also unable to in-
terpret the large value of Ao, for p,,, < 2.5 GeV/c.
Stated otherwise, our model does not include a
mechanism for generating large imaginary parts,
which change rapidly with energy in ¢, and in

(¢, — ¢3). Unless these are included, it is fruit-
less to attempt a fit to pp data for p,,, =3 GeV/c.
In particular, a proper description of C, re-
quires specification of the product ImU,ImU,. In
the data this term is large and positive at £=0

and p,,, = 3 GeV/c, but is zero in our model. At
best, our model could serve as a “background”

at these low momenta; permitting the identification
of rapidly varying components via a subtraction
procedure. However, the customary caution must
be voiced regarding Regge models at low momenta.

V. CONCLUSIONS

ACurreht knowledge of Reggeon couplings to nu-
cleons is sufficiently good that we can confidently
predict the helicity structure and the relative



sizes of the various exchanges in NN elastic scat-
tering. Since our knowledge of unitarity effects
(absorption systematics) is not quite on the same
footing, the phases of the amplitudes are not pre-
dictable with as much assurance. It is for this
reason that we stress the measurement of ob-
servables which determine the real parts of amp-
litudes.

In elastic pp scattering, the “upper” and “lower”
vertices of our exchange diagrams are identical.
This allows a powerful test of pole-extrapolation
concepts and of Regge parameters, since the
couplings enter squared. The richness of the ex-
change structure in pp scattering permits an ex-
amination on an equal footing of many different
exchange phenomena (Pomeron, 7, natural- and
unnatural-parity exchanges, scalar exchange, both
isospins, ...). Otherwise this information must
be culled from disparate sources.

We have presented a model which embodies our
best knowledge of the couplings, which describes
the major features of the-available polarization
data, and which provides a convenient standard
of comparison for the forthcoming amplitude analy-
ses of pp scattering. Its usefulness as a template
derives from its theoretical simplicity—EXD Reg-
ge poles, SU(3) symmetry, f-dominated Pomeron,
and simple absorption for 7 exchange. Each
coupling has a sensible value at the position of the
exchange pole.

Relatively new information extracted froni the
pp spin-correlation data includes the role of low-
lying unnatural-parity (axial-vector) A,-type ex-
changes and confirmation of a strongly coupled
low-lying natural-parity I=0 (¢, w’) exchange.3®%
The size of the hadronic axial-vector term in pp
scattering is consistent with our theoretical esti-
mates. This conclusion rests on our description
of C, L(t) and needs confirmation from data on
H,s» Identification of the A, Z type of exchange
in pp scattering with the expected magnitude com-
plements recent achievements in spectroscopy in
which the A, resonance seems finally to have been
identified 3° ;

The sizeable I,=0 low-lying (e, w’) exchange in
N,, N,, and N, deserves a comment. A low-lying
exchange was first observed to be necessary in
order to describe the energy dependence of the
polarization.!. The assumption that it corresponds
to a factorizable singularity®® implies that it will
be present not only in N, but also in N, and N,. We
choose to identify it as an e-type exchange because
its size in N, and N, is consistent with pole-extra-
polation estimates of a scalar exchange term. It
is especially gratifying that the presence of such
an exchange contribution in N, is necessary to
understand the ¢ dependence of C,. Therapid
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energy variation of the same parameter between
4 and 6 GeV/c is also partially accountéd for by
the (€, w’) contribution.

Whether such an exchange could be associated
with baryonium states*® is an open question since
so little is known about the properties of such
states except perhaps their probable intercepts.
However, it is curious that a similarly large low-
lying effect is descernable in 7N scattering.*!

The effect in 7N is too large when compared with
the “known” € coupling strength to 77 and obviously
should not be connected with baryonium effects.

Most expectations of our simplified model are
supported, as discussed in Sec. IV, but the data
do provide evidence for interesting deviations:

(a) The real/imaginary ratio of the dominant
amplitude, N,, at =0 is perhaps smaller than
indicated by f dominance of the Pomeron and
EXD w+f exchange. )

(b) Att=0, a large (EXD-violating) contribution
to A  + Z exchange is present in U,. More infor-
mation on its energy dependence (Ac L,) will be
required to establish the true origin of this effect.

(c) Either the magnitude of the spin-flip Pomeron
contribution or the Pomeron phase (or both) are
poorly understood. This is suggested in part by
our difficulties in achieving a wholly satisfactory
representation of the ¢ dependence of P with our
simplest model.

Above 10 GeV/c, few spin-correlation mea-
surements are expected to have sizable valiies at
small £. In Sec. IV, we have listed those that do.
On the other hand, as also described in-Sec. IV,
spin-correlation measurements of #p CEX and np’
elastic scattering at 6 GeV/c are’ex‘pected to give
significant results and are essential for further
phenomenological progress.
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APPENDIX A: NONLEADING CONTRIBUTIONS
FROM NATURAL-PARITY EXCHANGES

In the preceding sections, we discussed at soime
length the low-lying € and A, Regge-pole contri-
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butions which are only apparent at low energies.
Since the amplitudes N,; N,, N,, U,, and U, have,
definite exchange naturality only to leading order
in 1/s one might reasonably question the identifi-
cation of these exchanges. For example, data
suggest ImU,/ImN,~ -+ at 6 GeV/c and =0
compared with 1/s~= 1/13—i.e., our “A,”-exchange
term is potentially some 5 times smaller than a

J
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typical nonleading Pomeron contribution. Further-
more, the A, and nonleading Pomeron would have
similar energy dependences. A proper interpreta-
tion of the amplitude structure thus requires a
study of these nonasymptotic contributions of the
wrong naturality. We turn now to this question.

For ease of reference we reproduce the helicity
crossing relations?®

Ny=3(p5+ ¢5)=3[sin® (¢ + ¢f) — cos?y(pl — ¢l) — 4 siny cosx¢>5]
N, = p$=—3 siny cosy[(pf + p2)+ (¢5 — ¢+ (cos®x - sin’) ¢ ,
N,=3(¢ =3[cos?y(p! + ¢l) — sin’y(pf — pi)+4 sinx cosyol], (A1)
Up=2(¢3 =~é:(¢>§+¢i), Up=3(05+ ¢5) =3(6] - ¢5) ,
with
1/2 1 /2
cosx = [(s 4m :;it 47)12):\ ,  Siny= [(-s - 47:?)1(: - 4m22J (42)

The superscripts s and ¢ distinguish s- and ¢-
channel helicity amplitudes.

Approximately parity-conserving helicity amp-
litudes are defined in terms of (exactly parity-
conservmg) t-channel part1a1 wave amplitudes
¢37* by

=3 @I+ Dlefie)ol * + efil(z )07, (A3)
=M ‘

where A= Ad_hba I‘J‘—:)\c" )‘w M'=max{|7\|, l“l}:

and the e} *(z,)*are the appropriate combinations

of d functions introduced by Gell-Mann et al.5°

They have the property that

el(z,)=0, it [x]| or |p|=0 (A4)

Thus -channel amplitudes which have zero helicity
flip at at least one vertex (i.e., ¢!, %, ¢f) give
rise to “parity-conserving” amplitudes Eq. (A3)
which are exactly parity conserving to all orders
in 1/s. Thus, (¢!+¢f) and ¢! correspond exactly
to natural-parity exchange, whereas (¢f - ¢?) cor-
responds to unnatural-parity exchange. A first
conclusion from the crossing relations is, there-
fore, that the amplitude U, is uncontaminated by
natural-parity effects to all orders in 1/s.
Discussion of U, requires a few more steps.
The contribution of a natural-parity trajectory
a to the various amplitudes is

ot di=v, 2(a'p ) e (2,) 6,

Pi+ ph=v, 2t(a’p ) e (2,)+ 2,087 (2 ) )&,
Pf = ph=v:2He'pP)* Mz e (2,) + e (2)]E,
bE=v, 7.V (@p ) (1 - 2.2 Plely (2,) &,

where

(A5)

£,=(1xe™"¥)/2sinma ,
=i_(t" 4m2) ’
z,=1+s/2p 2

In the above expressions, we have also exhibited
explicitly various properties of the Regge residues:
(i) factorization; (ii) the threshold behavior
(a’p,2)*™* appropriate for natural-parity trajector-
ies (the scale parameter is chosen to be o’ to
conform with dual models); (iii) a zero at (=0

- for the ¢ channel flip residues. A quick way of

seeing the origin of the latter is to consider, at
t=0, the crossing relation

¢2(t= 0)= [(‘171 ((1)3 Qbi)] . (AG)

Since conservation of angular momentum requires
¢3(¢=0)=0, and since, for a natural-parity tra-
jectory, ¢i=¢l, itis necessary that ¢f - ¢=
at f=0. Since, for a natural-parity exchange,
- ¢} asymptotically, we conclude that ¢} =

=0 at £=0. Factorization then implies a zero in
the residues.

In the limit s -, fixed #, the known asymptotic
behavior®® of the functions ey, implies (various
common factors are absorbed in the residues)

Bl ot —-yj(—pff)— E[1+0(?)]

of — ot~ n—tg%z‘zf’) Jd1+0@E™],
(A7)

(0‘ Pt t)a-lzaa_l Ea[1+0(zt'2)],

¢3+¢4

94~ yz*j_“r (af‘p 2 1e o).
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Together with the crossing matrix these expres-
sions allow us to write, at small 4,

. 2
Uy v, 201 ¢ - (a8)

The above expression already exhibits the asymp-

totic suppression of natural-parity exchanges in U,.

The ratio v,2/v..? can be obtained from estimates
of N,/N, for a given trajectory. Let this ratio be

N, v

1=

N; ’}’?;n—'. (Ag)

Use of thé crossing matrix Eq. (Al) at small ¢
yields

Vi
Ny= - e (oi+ 68 - 64, (a10)
No=3(pf+ ¢3). (A11)
Thus, ‘ ’
\/_ \/_ Vot ..
Yom T om T V2 ..’
or
'y*__ ,___.(1+1f)
and
Up_1-22 1 (1hpp. (a12)

N, a 2s

If we treat the Pomeron as a factorizing {-chan-
nel pole, then we can use Eq. (A12) to estimate its
contamination of the A, -like amplitude U,. Making
the reasonable approximation 7 < 1 (neglect helicity
flip) and setting =1, we find

"Uy/Ny=~t/2s. (A13)

Since this, or indeed the contribution of any fac-
torizing natural-parity exchange vanishes at #=0,
we conclude that the Pomeron contamination is not
the source of Ack, ~-1 mb at GeV/c. Of course,
it is difficult to rule out a conspiracy, a nonfac-
torizing solution to the constraint equation ¢f= ¢}
[Eq. (A6)] from which we deduced ¥, ~V-f. How-
ever, the cut models which are usually invoked to
give conspiratorial solutions would give no con-
tribution here since the s-channel helicity ampli-
tudes ¢ and ¢3 have no helicity flip.

We have investigated the consequences of adding
a component (-£/2s)N, to our A, + Z estimate for
U, (purely real). Obviously, one still requires a
large negative EXD-breaking imaginary part at
t=0 to explain AcE,. Away from ¢=0, however,
the Pomeron [Eq. (A13)] gives rise to a large
positive imaginary part which contributes to C,
as

C10/2K o< — | Ny [(~1)/2s .

This is negative, as is the data (Fig. 7). Addition
of a nonleading Pomeron component léads, there-
fore, merely to a reinterpretation of our pheno-
menological estimate of ImU,—for which we have
no model. '
Naturality contamination also occurs in the re-
verse direction—i.e., nonleading unnatural-parity
contributions can occur in N,, N;, N, but, since

_these will behave as s*ur~*np~! relative to the lead-

ing contributions (ayp — @yp~% to 3) their effect
is negligible.
APPENDIX B: THE COUPLING OF AN 4,
TRAJECTORY AT ¢=0

We show that the nonvanishing at =0 of the
coupling of the A,-Z trajectories to NN is con-
sistent, to leadmg order in s, with the constraint

¢3(t=0)=0.
From Eq. (A6) we find ’
03=2(0f - 93) - 2(¢§ - ¢)=0. (B1)

For an L =J nucleon-antinucleon system such as
the A,

9f=-05=0. (B2)

Thus the constraint equation (B1) reduces to ¢}
— ¢f=0. However, for an unnatural-parity tra-
jectory the linear combination o3 ¢>§ is zero to
leading order in s.*

The above argument also can be extracted di-
rectly from Eq. (132) of Ref. 4(b) if we note that

al (z)+dfi(z,) e2]™. (B3)

In Ref. 4(a) the vanishing of the A, coupling at =0
appears to be required by analyticity at £=0.
Again, it can be verified that, to leading order in
s, no unwanted singularity arises.

"APPENDIX C: ELECTROMAGNETIC CORRECTIONS

We include electromagnetic corrections.to pp
elastic scattering by adding the contribution of -
one-photon exchange to the five helicity ampli-
tudes. For small ¢, we derive

S
¢1=¢3=262?F§’.

s t
¢z=‘-¢>4=2€27 oz (C1)
SV-—
¢5=2 Zt 2m KFFZ’

where 47/e*~ 137, k1,79 is the anomalous mag-
netic moment of the proton and F; and F, are
standard electromagnetic form factors. We use
the empirically satisfactory parametrization,

F,~F,=(1-1¢/0.711)2,
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We remark that the electromagnetic terms are
real. They contribute to the polarization through
interference with the imaginary part of the Pome-
ron. The contribution is positive but is subject to
ambiguities associated with uncertainties in the
phase of the Pomeron amplitude. »

We would also remark that it is not altogether
clear that we should add the photon-exchange
terms in Eq. (C1) to our purely hadronic ampli-
tudes. This question of principle arises because
hadronic p exchange (p dominance) explains to a

large extent the anomalous magnetic moment of
the proton. In the same spirit in which the photon-
exchange term is used to extract the ratio of the
real to imaginary part of (¢, + ¢,) from fits to do/
dt at small ¢, we set aside this question of princi-
ple and add Eq. (C1) to our hadronic contributions.

In Fig. 4(c), we show that the Coulomb contribu-
tion to P at 100 GeV/c is considerable, accounting
for 2% at very small ¢ and ~0.5% at intermediate
Spin-dependent electromagnetic ef-
fects are discussed at length in Ref. 52.
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