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Relativistic expansions of two-body scattering amplitudes are presented for reactions involving particles
with arbitrary spins. The expansions are “complete” in that the entire dependence on the kinematical
variables (energy, scattering angle, and azimuthal angle) is displayed explicitly in known functions. They are
provided by the representation theory of the Lorentz group O(3,1) which in this case is identified as an
“internal Lorentz group,” acting in a specific manner on two-particle states. The expansion coefficients,
called Lorentz amplitudes, carry the dynamics of the reaction. The phenomenological motivation for writing
such expansions is to be able to analyze large bodies of data simultaneously, e.g., the scattering data
measured in a specific reaction for all angles and all available energies.

I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this article is to present and dis-
cuss a method for treating two-body scattering
processes involving particles with arbitrary spins.
The method is a generalization of the ordinary
partial-wave. analysis and a further development
of relativistic two-variable expansions proposed
elsewhere.”” The essence of this approach is
that the scattering amplitudes are considered ex-
plicitly as functions of both intrinsic kinematic
variables (in our case the center-of-mass energy
and scattering direction). They are expanded in
terms of known functions of these two variables.
The expansion functions are essentially the finite
transformation matrices for the Lorentz group
0(3,1). Since they have their origin in a group-
theoretical treatment of Lorentz invariance, these
expansion functions will automatically display some
of the kinematical properties following from the
general principles of scattering theory.

The purpose of writing two-variable expansions
is thus to go beyond the usual single-variable ex-
pansions of partial-wave analysis, Regge-pole
theory, impact-parameter expansions, etc., in
separating the kinematical and dynamical aspects
of a reaction. The dynamics is carried by the ex-
pansion coefficients—the “Lorentz amplitudes.”
Theoretical models can then be formulated in
terms of assumptions on the form of these ampli-
tudes. From the phenomenological point of view
two-variable expansions make it possible to fit
scattering data simultaneously for all available
scattering angles and energies. In this sense they
provide a model-independent tool for an energy-
dependent partial-wave analysis of scattering data.
Since the energy is an integral of motion and since
we wish to expand in terms of explicit functions of
the energy, the group providing the expansion can
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clearly not be an invariance group of the scattering
matrix. Hence the expansion will introduce labels
that are not conserved quantum numbers.

The bulk of previous work in this direction con-
cerned the scattering of spinless particles.”” In
this simple case, all the kinematics of the scat-
tering can be described by the four-direction of
the four-momentum of one final particle, e.g.,

x =ps/m,. Thus the scattering amplitude can be
considered as a function defined on the upper sheet
of a two-sheeted hyperboloidx®= 1, x°> 1. As
such it can be developed in terms of the basis
functions of the irreducible unitary representations
of the Lorentz group. When spins are involved the
scattering amplitude becomes a scattering matrix
and we have to account for the spin indices to per-
form globally the energy-dependent expansion. An
earlier article® was devoted to the case of general
spin and made use of one-particle states trans-
forming according to irreducible representations
of the Poincar€ group ®, using a basis correspond-
ing to the reduction ® 2 0(3,1)D> O(3)2 O(2).%-11
Unfortunately, the derivation contained a flaw
which led to an asymmetrical treatment of the par-
ticles involved [finite-dimensional representations
of O(3, 1) for three of the particles, unitary ones
for the fourth]. The obtained expansions were un-
necessarily complicated and involved quantum
numbers that were hard to interpret. ’

In this paper we shall make explicit use of the
“internal Lorentz basis” for two-particle states
defined in a recent article'? (an “internal Galilean
basis” has also been defined.'®* These states
transform according to irreducible unitary repre-
sentations of the “internal Lorentz group” con-
tained in the direct product of the two Lorentz
groups acting on the two particles. This internal
Lorentz group acts in different ways on each par-
ticle and should not be confused with the kinemat-
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ical Lorentz group (relating different inertial
frames) which acts in the same way on both parti-
cles. The transformations of the internal group
change the total energy w=[(P1+02)?]'/2 of the
two-particle system and hence do not leave the
scattering matrix invariant. This is precisely the
property which allows us to obtain two-variable
expansions in a natural manner and makes it pos-
sible to utilize the well developed representation
theory of the group O(3, 1).14"18

It should be stressed that both the internal and
kinematical Lorentz groups have the same rotation
subgroup, used to perform the usual single-vari-
able expansions in terms of the scattering angle
appearing in O(3) D-functions. The coefficients of
this expansion are the partial waves which depend
‘on the energy. Our two-variable expansion is thus
a further development of the partial waves in
terms of the boost matrices of the internal Lorentz
group.

After some mathematical preliminaries we de-
vote Sec. II to a discussion of the internal Lorentz
basis for two-particle states. The core of the
article is Sec. III,. in which we derive the complete
expansions of the scattering amplitudes. Some
properties of the expansions are discussed in Sec.
IV, in particular, threshold behavior and the re-
quirements of parity and time-reversal invari-
ance. In Sec. V we use the expansions to derive
energy-dependent expansions of experimental
quantities. Some final comments are made in
Sec. VI. In the Appendix we summarize some
relevant results on the representation theory of
the Lorentz group O(3,1). ‘

II. THE INTERNAL LORENTZ GROUP AND INTERNAL
LORENTZ BASIS FOR TWO-PARTICLE STATES

A. Preliminary comments

In a reference tetrad {e,} [with ¢,=(1, 0,0, 0),
e,=(0,1,0,0), e,=(0,0,1,0), and e,=(0,0,0,1)]
the spherical coordinates (a, 6, {) of a four-momen-
tum p will be defined as :

p=m[coshae,+ sinhau(8,¢)], (1a)
u(6, £) = sinf cosle, + sinf sinfe, + cosbe,, (1b)

with ae [0,%), 6« [0,7], and £ [0, 27) (and the
mass m satisfies m>0).

We consider two three-parameter families of
Lorentz transformations, each transforming the
vector me, into the four-momentum p:

L, =L(a,6,£)=R(g, 6,0)B,(@)R™*(£, 6,0), (2a)
A,=(a, 6,£)=R(Z, 6,0)B,(a). (2b)

The rotations R(¢, 6, ) are parametrized by the
Euler angles and B,(a) is a boost along the axis 3.

Let us consider the finite transformation matri-
ces Dy ,(L,) and Dy, (A,) corresponding to (2a)
and (2b) in a unitary representation (pv) of the
Lorentz group (see Appendix for definitions). The
general completeness and orthogonality relations
(A20) and (A21) reduce to

¥ J woaep Dy L0352 ()

_27%(2s + 1) '
= mﬁ(p = 0°)0,,.0,1.0 (32)

u(p) = sinh®a sind, d®p =dad6dt ,

DD IY ORI RN
n

_2m@2s+1)
- “(p) 53(1’-? )600' (3b)

o%(p -p)=0(a~a’)5(6-6)06(¢-¢"),

wlp,v)=p%+ v

The relations for the family A, are identical.
The two equations (3a) and (3b) exhibit the two sets
of variables {p=(a$, &), olorr)} and { p, v, ,n}
that will be used to describe the states of a par-
ticle with mass m and spin s..

Note that when the particle is at rest we have
p=mey, a=0, and 6, ¢ are not defined. The ma-
trices reduce to

D;:so(L(Oy 99 {)): 5135710 )
(4)
Ds:s)(A (0) 6 ’ g)): stD;A(gy 6 ) 0) °

The energy-dependent expansions of the scatter-
ing amplitudes will be performed in terms of the
functions Df} (L,) or D, (A,).

B. Internal Lorentz group

An “internal Lorentz group” and an “internal
Lorentz basis” were introduced explicitly in a
recent article.’” These are very suitable for de-
riving two-variable expansions of scattering am-
plitudes. Indeed, such expansions for spinless
particles'™” at least implicitly made use of the
internal Lorentz group in the relativistic case and
of an internal Galilei group'? in the nonrelativistic
one.*

Here we shall briefly review some relevant
properties of the internal Lorentz group and the
internal Lorentz basis. For all details and the
derivation of formulas we refer to a previous ar-
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ticle.!? Let us consider two particles with arbi-
trary (positive) masses m,, spins s;, and momenta
p; ((=1,2). Let us introduce an arbitrary unit
timelike four-vector x:

x%=x2 -%%=1, x,>1. (5)

0

Let us consider a reference frame, such that a
pair of linear momenta (p,, p,) satisfy

(pppz)z(mlx, mzﬁx), (6)

where 7 is the parity operator. The set of all such
pairs of vectors is left invariant by a subgroup of
the direct product of the two Lorentz groups
0%(3,1)x 0*(3, 1), acting on particles 1 and 2,
namely the group of transformations

A=AxqA7t, (7)

The transformations A form an 0O(3,1) group. We
shall call it the internal Lorentz group and denote
it 0(3,1). It is conjugate to the physical “diagonal
Lorentz group” O(3, 1) generated by )

J=F0 .5 R=RW, K> (8)

where ¥ and K are the rotation and boost gen-
erators for particles 1 and 2. Indeed, we have

0(3,1)=(IxmO(3, 1)(Ix 7)™, 9)
so that the internal Lorentz group is generated by
F-TWL 30, KR _g®, (10)

Lorentz invariance implies that the scattering ma-
trix should be invariant under the diagonal Lorentz
group. No such property holds for the internal
Lorentz group; however, the O(3) subgroups of
these two Lorentz groups coincide.

Note that any pair of momenta (mx,m,mx) can
be obtained from the state of two particles at rest
(m, ey, m,e;) by an internal Lorentz transformation
L,=(L,x7La™) with L,, as in (2).

From a practical point of view the reference
frame in which to perform expansions is the cen-
ter-of-mass frame, rather than the frame de-
fined by (6) [this last frame is characterized by
the fact that the vector ¢=(p,/m,+p,/m,)/
(p,/m,+py/m, )2)1/2 satisfies g = eo] The rela-
tion between this “q frame” and the center-of-

mass system (c.m.s.) has been studied else-
where!? and we shall just present the formulas
needed below. We shall parametrize states by
the coordinates of the vector x, so let us relate
x to the c.m.s. particle momenta p, and p,. In
the c.m.s. we have

p,=m,(cosha,e;+ sinhau),
P, =m,(cosha,e, — sinha,u), (11)
m,sinha, =m,sinha,.

We define the unit timelike four-vector x as

~ P L p_ 2— 27\1/2
x= (m_11+ﬂm22) / [(m11+ﬂm22) ] ’ (1z2)

x = coshae, + sinhau , . (13)
and it is easy to check that we have
a=%(a,+a,). (14)

The invariant mass of a two-particle state depends
on a only,

s=w?(a)=(p, +p,)? = (m, +m,)? + 4m m,sinh’a,
(15)
and we have ’
(m,+m,)<sw(@)<® as 0sa<»,

We can now parametrize our two-particle states.
In a canonical basis (quantization along the third
axis) we have

1p10-1>® |p2("“2>E lx0'10'2>5 |a9§0102> ’ (16)

- and in a helicity basis,

122y | p o) = a1y

= |abir ) 1)

(we use the original Jacob and Wick phase conven-
tion'*2!), These two- particle states are now de-
fined on a unit hyperboloid x*=1, x,2 1 and this has
been achieved for arbitrary spins and masses.
Equivalently, they can be considered to be defined
on the group manifold of the internal Lorentz
group, i.e., as functions of the Lorentz transfor-
mations L, or A,.

|p1>‘1>®(_

C. Internal-Lorentz-group states

To proceed further we must introduce the internal-Lorentz-group two-particle states!?

| (pvs)iny = m Z (s,0,s,0. [so)fp.(x)deD"”*

01020

27r2(25+1 )

(L,) fxoloz) ,
(18)

S ss,= 2, ]sx)f @)% DS (M) |%x0,)

\
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Here we use standard O(3) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients?? (slmlszmzlsm), and D% (M) is a Lorentz-group

Jnso
finite-transformation matrix'®'7!® (see Appendix). The real number pc [0,%) and integer or half-in-
teger ve [-s,-s+1,...,s] label the irreducible unitary representations of O(3,1). The matrices are

written in the Naimark canonical basis'* corresponding to the group reduction O(3,1)>0(3)2>0(2). The
labels j and s are the usual total angular momentum and total spin; » and ¢ (or 1) are their respective
projections.

The completeness properties (3) of the functions D;‘:W(Lx) make it possible to invert these defining rela-
tions (18) and to obtain O(3, 1) expansions of the usual two-particle states:

|xo,0,) = Z (5,0,5,0,|s0) Z fdp 1 (p, V)D%eo(L,)| (ovs)in) ,

vin

(19)
[ 2,) = Z (51,8, =2, s2) Z fdp w(p, VDY (M) | (ovs )in) .
s vin

The states |(pvs) jn) correspond to a definite value j of the spin operator which is a relativistic invariant
(the total angular momentum of the two particles in their c.m.s.) They do not, however, transform accord-
ing to an irreducible representation of the Poincaré group. Indeed, two-particle states that do transform
irreducibly under the Poincaré group can be written as

. (2j+1)1/2 . T 27 .
|w(a)jin, ls):-——————7—[4w(2l+ 72 Z Z (lmscf]n)(slolszoz[sc)L J; sin0dodtY (6, £)| abto,0,) (20)

m 01020

in the /-s coupling scheme, or as

(2j+ 1)1/2 T p2or
|w(aljn, Mag =L — f f sin6dodt D, (&, 6,0)| adirn,) @1)
0 o]

in the helicity coupling scheme,'9"2!

In terms of these irreducible states we can express the internal Lorentz basis states as

|prs)im) = 1)?21- T @100 ) [ " sint’adad® @) |w(aljn, Is)
1 0

2 0
= — )\ 3 2 PV % s
TG l)lllezxz:x (s,7,8, zlsA)J; sinh’ada dj5¥ (@) | w(a)in, MA,) 4 (22)

[the boost functions df (a) are defined in the Appendix]. We see that the | (pvs)jn) states do not correspond
to a definite value of the invariant total energy w?(a)=(p, +p,)*. Instead they involve an integral over all
energies, from the threshold w?(a)= (m, + m,)* upward. Formulas (22) can be inverted using (A19) of the
Appendix and we thus obtain the irreducible states in terms of the internal Lorentz states, and their en-
ergy dependence is now displayed explicitly in known functions, namely the O(3, 1) d functions:

1
i, 1s) - oAV [ ” -
|w(a)jn, Is) G 2; (#0sx|j )}; w(p, v)dpdi% ()| (pvs)in) , , (23)
. 1 .
[w(a)in, Ay = G ,E (s,0,8,— )\zfs)x)zv: f K(p, V)dpd;;(a)| (pvs)in) . (24)
I
III. ENERGY-DEPENDENT EXPANSIONS dence of the usual partial-wave amplitudes, i.e,
OF SCATTERING AMPLITUDES the matrix elements of the scattering matrix be-

tween Poincaré-invariant irreducible states. Thus
in the canonical /s basis we obtain the canonical
amplitudes A, . . (a),

Let us consider the reaction

1+2-3+4 (25)
in the c.m.s. Let p, = —p, be parallel to the third (w(ajn,1s|T| w(a)jm’,l’s")
axis of a coordinate system. The initial state is =6(w(a) - w(a") 6,,.5,,.Al,...(a), (26)

then characterized by the spherical coordinates
(a’,0,0), the final state by (a, 6, £).
We wish to present explicitly the energy depen- and in the helicity basis the helicity amplitudes
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A{ﬂz"ah(a)’ mg+m, <m,+m, the choice would be a’, since the
threshold then is w(a’=0)=m, +m,. For m +m,
=m,+m,, in particular elastic scattering (m, =m,,
=0(w(a) ~ w(a’)) 6,;;:0,,. A 5000, (@) - (27) m, =m,), the two coincide. For definiteness let
us consider the case m, +m,>m, +m, which is

the case most often realized experimentally.

(w (@)jn, A2\, T| wla)im’, an,)

Energy conservation provides the relation w(a)

=w(a’), i.e., .
We now use formulas (23) and (24) to introduce
(m, +m,)? + 4m,m, sinh®a’ the internal-Lorentz-group basis into the matrix
= (my+ m,) +4mgm, sinh?a.  (28) elements (26) and (27). We have
We can thus expand in terms of a’ or a, depending Adis(a)= Z (10sx|n) (170s"\| A7) Xi,.. 0 (a)
on.which variable varies through a more conven- (29)
ient' region:, For m3-.4-11rL4>ml+m2 the appropriate i . (a)_z (s,n —’\zls'x')
variable will be a, since a=0 then corresponds to 12rsh
the physical threshold w(a=0)=m;, +m,. For | X (540585 = Xy | SVXDygr e (@)
where we have defined
Xy g (@) =5 Z 2 [ utor,vaor [ o, vriaprasiy <@g (@) (ov's | 17 oty (30)
and used the Wigner-Eckart theorem to set:
<pleSITj|pll s’ > <(p vs)]n‘T‘(p” ng ,)j'n'>5“.,6"n“ . , (31)

Equation (30), involving the product of two d functions of related arguments a and a’ [see (28)] cannot be
directly inverted. We can, however, use the orthonormality and completeness relations (A18) and (A19)
to introduce the quantity

vt onpin o 2 , e
QUss " W)_th:f sinh?ada d‘;sl(a)djsh *(a)d 4 (@) (32)
and to express
R OUITICOED Y f B0, AP QUL ™)t @) . (33)

Substituting (33) into (30) we obtain

. 1
Koy @=5g 3 [ Blo,0)do T a2 @), (34)
where »
TS = fu(p v')dp’ Ju(p” v")dp” Q52" o' v's | T [p"v"s") . (35)
viv"

Equation (34) can easily be inverted and we have

v = 2 .
T?sslr —m lz J; sinh?ada d;’;h(a) Xsls')t' (a)». (36)

The coefficients T,
Lorentz amplitudes.
Returning to the matrix elements of the transition matrix in the linear-momentum basis we have, in

terms of canonical amplitudes,

.y are energy independent. Indeed, these are our fundamental quantities, the



3418 M. DAUMENS, M. PERROUD, AND P. WINTERNITZ 19

(%040, | T |a’0,0,) = (@6L040,| T |a’000,0,)

= 0(w(a) —W(a'))z (51015,02 ‘S'U’)(336'334U4 |so)

58’

J2 2I'+1
XZ [4r(2r+ 1)]H/2 22 —— 27+ 1 (lo

iy

and, in terms of helicity amplitudes,

l]U’)A 1sl's’ (a)Ylo '-0(99§) ’
(37

" —osc|jo’)(1'0s’c

(M| T @' A0, = @O0, | T [a’000,2,) = S(w(a) —w(a’)) Y (27 +1) A, @ DI, 50, (6,6,0). (38)

i

Substituting (29) into (37) and (38) and using (34), we obtain the final expansions. In the case of canonical

quantization we have

(%0404| T |a'0,0,) = (w(a) - w(a'))z (54055 ,04|50)(5,0,5,0,|s'0") Z fu(p, v)dp T4, DX (L), (39)

S

In the case of helicity quantization we have

AN | T]a'x2,) = 6@w(@) ~w(@)) 3 (28, = A |s7\)(s AS, =Ny |s! x)z f 1 (p, v)dp T DEA(A,) . (40)

55

Equations (39) and (40) represent the “complete” expansions. Indeed, the entire dependence on the kin-
ematical variablesa, 6, and ¢ is contained in the Lorentz-group D functions. They'directly generalize
the O(3,1)-group two-variable expansions for spinless particles considered earlier.'”’

Expansions (39) and (40) can be inverted and we obtain the Lorentz amplitudes in terms of the scatter-
ing amplitudes, integrated over the entire region of kinematical variables. We have

1
Gestor™ 21525+ 1) 2 (55055,0,]50)(s,0,5,0, |s "0’ )fu(x)ﬂprjusu(Lx)(ch%]T'a’0102>, (41)
010203040
1
Teox= 3Gt D) S (sehgsy= A [SN)(s, 0 8,=0, | s )fu(x)dsxpn.sx(A,xxst|T|a’7\1>\2>. (42)
™ S+ A1A2A324)

We have “derived” the above expansions with a_
complete disregard for mathematical rigor. In
particular, questions of convergence of various
expansions were ignored. Let us just state that
the expansions in (39) and (40) will converge in
the mean and that (41) and (42) will be valid if the
expanded scattering amplitudes belong to a Hil-
bert space of functions, square integrable over
the hyperboloid x% =1 [u(x)@x denotes the invar-
iant measure]. In this case the continuous O(3,1)
label p is real and the expansions involve only
unitary representations of the principal series.!*
Physical amplitudes do not necessarily satisfy the
mathematical constraint of square integrability,
implying, e.g., that total cross sections must de-
crease quite rapidly as the energy increases.
The expansions must then be generalized and this
can be done by analytically continuing in p and
integrating over an appropriately chosen path in
the p plane. Such generalizations involve non-
unitary representations of O(3,1) and are similar

'to a replacement of Fourier transforms by com-

plex Laplace transforms for functions of one
variable.

IV. PROPERTIES OF THE ENERGY-DEPENDENT
EXPANSIONS

Let us list some of the properties of the obtained
expansions (39) and (40) that are important for
physical applications.

(1) As was stressed earlier, the expansions are
complete, in that the entire dependence on the in-
variant variables s and ¢, as well as on the azimu-
thal angle ¢, is displayed explicitly in known func-
tions, namely the Lorentz-group D-functions.

(2) The expansions contain the usual partial -
wave expansions and can thus be interpreted as
further expansions of the Poincaré-invariant
partial-wave amplitudes. Thus, in the canonical
coupling scheme we can express the invariant
amplitudes in (37) as
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Al @) = Z (Z0sx[jn) ¢70s'x’ | 1)

X A’
X Zj Lo, v)dp T %y n d52a) .
(43)

@+1

Similarly, in the helicity coupling scheme we ex-
press the invariant amplitudes in (38) as

A g, @) = Z (S4MsS4 = Xa| SN (S,2,8, = Ay |S"N)
S, 8
X 3 [ 1O, T e A5 @)
(44)

The Lorentz amplitudes characterize a given re-
1

action as such, i.e., for all energies and angles.
Notice that the same Lorentz amplitudes T .,
figure in both expansions, independently of the -
coupling scheme. The quantum number j is the
usual total angular momentum in the initial and
final states, the quantum numbers I, s, A, I’, s’,
N and X; have their usual and obvious meanings.
The quantum numbers-p and v, introduced by the
internal Lorentz group are somewhat harder to
interpret. In the nonrelativistic and spinless case
the number p has been related to the distance from
tHe scatterer.*

(38) Threshold behavior. The kinematic behavior
of, e.g., the partial-wave helicity amplitudes at
the initial and final-state thresholds and pseudo-
thresholds is expected to be*

Ay @ = [02(@) = (my + m P17/ [02(@) = = )2 Pi"?

x [w?(a) - (mg + m, 2]t re /2 [w?(a) = (my = mq)z]'Pfleilxz)\SM(a) ’ (45)

where Ail’tzlsl , is regular and nonzero at the thres-
holds and pseudothresholds and I, Ipps le, and
1, are the minimal possible values of the angular
momentum at the appropriate points.

We have assumed that m, + m > m, +m, and
hence only the final-state threshold touches the
physical region at w(a) = m, + m,. At this thres-
hold we have

(mg + m,)? = (my + m,)?
dm,m, (46)

a=0, sinh’a’=

and the property
d%0)=5,, ' (47)

of the d functions insures that only the waves with
j=s, le., ZT =0 contribute:

Adgpg(0) =80 5—7 +1Z (I0sx[s1)("0s " |sn’)

X Z f“(p, V)dp Tsss‘k’ ’
(48)

(SghsS4 = g |SN)(S NS, = A, [s™)

s, s’

XY J o, v)dp Trs -
14

For a more detailed study of the threshold be-
havior we would need to investigate the behavior
of the d functions for small values of a. The be-
havior d%,(a) ~ (sinha)'#=*! for a —0 has been con-
jectured® and would indeed ensure the behavior

A {1"27\314(0) =9

'(45) at the physical threshold.

‘We have not studied the analyticity properties
of the expansions (43) and (44), nor their con-
vergence outside the physical region. The re-
quirement that the partial-wave amplitudes with
1>1_,, should vanish at the nonphysical threshold
and at the pseudothresholds would impose con-
straints on the Lorentz amplitudes:

f (0, V)P T, @%@y ) = Cls,5', 1, N}

isyp°

(49)

Here ay, and s, are the energy and spin at the
corresponding nonphysical point and C(s,s’,x, ")
is finite and nonzero. Notice that the constraint
(49) must actually be satisfied at the nonphysical
threshold a’ = 0. Indeed, this behavior is present
in formulas (29) and (30) and its explicit “visibil-
ity” was lost in the redefinition (35) of the Lorentz
amplitudes.

(4) Consequences of parity consevvation. I
parity is conserved in the reaction, then, e.g.,
the part1a1-wave helicity amplitudes (44) must
satisfy®

j S34+84= 8152 A §
A11x27x3a4 n(-1) A

N=M"NNsN, 5

SApAgmAgedy

(50)

where 7; are the intrinsic parities. For the
Lorentz amplitudes this implies

?;s'-l ( l)s SITjss'h" (51)
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(5) Consequences of time-reversal invariance Ahjlhzhsu(a) =A {37‘411"2(a) . (52)
for elastic scattering. If the reaction is elastic
and time-reversal invariance holds, then the For the Lorentz amplitudes this implies a linear
partial-wave helicity amplitudes (44) satisfy relationship that can be written as

]
2 ° . . ,
T * 7@ 7D @s 7 1) ) f o', v')dp’ fo sinh’ada df,/,*(a)d%,(a) T%, Y, 5 - (53)
vt

(6) Identical particles. If the two particles in the initial state and the two particfes in the final state are
identical, then the partial-wave helicity amplitudes satisfy

Aiﬂz"a’q(a) =A’{27‘17‘413(a) ° (54)
For the Lorentz amplitudes this implies
T =Thggens - (55)

V. ENERGY-DEPENDENT EXPANSIONS OF THE OBSERVABLES
For a given initial density matrix the unnormalized final-state density matrix is obtained in terms of the

transition matrix elements in any quantization scheme as

(0,)35353,(x) = Z (xo3o4|T|0102>(p oLz, (xo AN LA ‘ (56)
%

In order to avoid.a proliferation of O(3) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients we define the following auxiliary
quantities:

(pf)i‘fa. (x) = Z (33053404 Isc)(ssogs‘lo;'lIs’c')(pf):z";la(x) s

ognt ‘ (57)
(P51 = D (5,018,0,| t T) (008,00 7" ) (o, D% -
0302
9395

The transformation (57) is unitary and can easily be inverted using the orthogonality properties of the O(3)
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.
Using the expansion (39) of the transition matrix elements, we obtain

(P ()= 3 fu(p v')dp’ }: fu(p” v")Ap" Ty (P TG iH Do ¥ (LIDG I 0 (L) . (58)
te v’

TT'

The product of O(3,1) matrices in (58) can be expanded using the O(3, 1) Clebsch-Gordan series [see
(A22) of the Appendix]. We have

Do%* (L) Dyt go (L) = (=1)" D520 (L,) Do see (L)

JTso j-Tso x

pIVl pIIVII

=(-1)" ZV:J‘ Kp,v)dp ‘:LS:(J’—TJ"T']JM) (s-0s’c’|SN) [

py]DJ'MSN(L ) -

js  j's’ |JS
(59)
The expression in square brackets is defined in (A26) as a product of two reduced O(3,1) Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients. Substituting (59) into (58) we have
(o) or ()= (=1)7° 3 (s-0s'0’[S0 o) 3. [ 800 Y Dtrorsyr LK ore (0)f, (60)
3 va u

where we have defined
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- P , ne s . v’ ”V” "0y “wy,n
Kst‘.rrs't"r‘ = I)T s E :j K(p’, vh)dp' E :f w(p”, v")dp l(]_T]ITl lJTI_T) [ P g o :I T.‘;sl;T j*'s'l;'r' .
v v

; N
js j's JS (61)

The expansion (60) can obviously be simplified at the threshold, but we shall not go into that here.

Let us cons1der a special case of interest, namely the scattering 0+ %~ 0+s, i.e.,

=0, s,=3, and s,=s.
tion reduces to

(xs0|T|a’' % €) =6 (w(a)-w(a’)) Zj p,(p, v)dp T D

the case s,=s,

The general expansion (39) of the scattering amplitude in the canonical quantiza-

ot (Ly). (62)

The expression (60) for the matrix elements of the unnormalized final-state density matrix reduces to

(ps)ge (x)=(-1)"° Z(s—oso |So’-0) Ef B, v)dp D DYpr.gsorao (L) KLTS (0;)80 . (63)

ere’

Further, we can express the normalized initial-state density matrix in terms of the initial spinor-par-

ticle polarization vector P

=£(1+5B),

(64)

and the unnormalized final-state density matrix in terms of the differential cross section and the statis-

tical polarization tensors?

2L +1
[ (@) E0= dﬂ () Z e (SOLN|so") ¥ (x). (65)
+ The expansion (‘63) for the experimental quantities now reduces to
d . 2s+1 "
20 it )= (085 (L2 5 [ o, 1)ap KL Do () 050+ PO (66)

vJee!

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The main results of this paper are the expansions
(39) and (40) of the total scattering amplitudes for
two-body reactions involving particles with arbi-
trary spins and (positive) masses, or the corres-
ponding expansions (43) and (44) of the partial-
wave amplitudes. The main properties of these
expansions were discussed in Sec. IV, namely they
are complete expansions, in that all the kinematic
variables figure in known functions, the Lorentz-
group transformation matrix elements. The for-
malism generalizes that of the usual partial-wave
analysis, and the expansions can be interpreted
as partial-wave expansions, supplemented by fur--
ther expansions of the invariant partial-wave amp-
litudes. The partial waves automatically have the
correct behavior at the physical threshold. All ex-
perimental quantities can now be expressed in
terms of the expansion coefficients which we call
Lorentz amplitudes (indeed we have expressed the
final -state density matrix in terms of these amp-
litudes and the initial density matrix).

The expansions are a direct generalization of

I
previously considered O(3,1) two-variable expan-

sions for particles of spin zero.!™ They were ob-
tained by making use of an internal Lorentz group
acting on two-particle states. The derivation
made use of standard methods of group represen-
tation theory in quantum mechanics. Indeed, we
started from single-particle states, constructed
two-particle states as direct products, then ex-
pressed these product states in terms of irreduc-
ible ones and calculated matrix elements of the
scattering matrix between such states.

We envisage a continuation of this program in
several directions. One is a further exploration
of the formalism, including an investigation of
convergence and of the use of nonunitary repre-
sentations to incorporate more general classes of
scattering amplitudes. The second is astudy of the
implications of further physical principles, such
as unitarity and analyticity of the scattering ma-
trix for our formalism. The third direction is
generalizations to many-body reactions and de-
cays on the one hand and to expansions involving
other subgroups of O(3,1) on the other. As in the
spinless case, the subgroupchain O(3,1)20(2,1)
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D 0(2) would provide an extension of complex-ang-
ular-momentum theory, theO(3,1)DE(2)D 0O(2)
chain an extension of eikonal expansions.

The most important, according to our opinion,
continuation of this paper concerns phenomenolog-
ical applications. Thus, we plan to consider spec-
ific reactions and to use the complete expansions
to analyze the obtained experimental data simul-
taneously for all available energies and angles.
Obvious candidates for such analyses are pion-
nucleon and nucleon-nucleon scattering, where
large bodies of data exist and still more are be-
coming available. In particular we hope that this
formalism will make it possible to analyze simul-
taneously the abundant and detailed nucleon-nucle-
on data from the three existing pion factories,
from the Saturne II accelerator at Saclay, and
from the ZGS at Argonne. From this point of view
the present formalism should be compared to the
“locally energy-dependent partial-wave analysis”
that has been recently applied to treat nucleon-
nucleon scattering data for more restricted ener-
gy regions.*

Two difficulties must be overcome before the
present expansions can be efficiently applied to
phenomenological analyses. The first is that they
involve a continuous variable, namely the Lorentz-
group representation label p. This difficulty has
been overcome for the case of spinless particles.®
The expansions have been made discrete and the
integral over p replaced by a sum over a new dis-
crete variable. Work on a similar discretization
for particles with spin is in progress. The sec-
ond difficulty is related to the well known fact that
standard partial-wave analysis for nucleon-nuc-
leon scattering is known to be unstable. It be-
comes stable if modified partial-wave analysis
is used, i.e., if the higher partial waves are not
set equal to zero but calculated on the basis of the
one-pion-exchange model.?® Work is currently be-
ing performed to establish whether a similar sta-
bilizing effect is provided either by the one-pion-
exchange model or some more sophisticated ap-
proach, e.g. using the “Paris nucleon-nucleon po-
tential” (Ref. 26) to calculate the higher Lorentz
amplitudes.
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APPENDIX: SOME RESULTS ON REPRESENTATIONS
OF 0(3,1)

We consider representations of O(3,1) in the
Naimark canonical basis'* corresponding to the
group reduction O(3,1)> 0O(3)> O(2). The basis
functions |pvJM) satisty

A |pvdM)=(® = p* = 1) [pvIM) ,

’ —

_A. |ovdM) = pv [pvdM ) , (A1)

L? |pvdM)=J(J +1) |pvdM ),

Ly |pvdM)=M |pvdM) ,
with A= _f.i- K%, A’=T.+K. The generators of
rotations L and pure Lorentz transformations
K satisfy

L, L) =Ly, [L,K)=icK,, (42)

[K,.,K,z]= —iEijkLk .

Relations (A1) do not determine the phases of the
basis functions. To specify their dependence on

J and M completely, Naimark postulates the ac-

tion of the generators on |pvJM):

L, |pvdM)=[J(J+1)[Y2J 1M [T M + ) [pvI M + ),

K, [pvdM)= =" RYL(=1) (T 1M p| T+ M + 1)
R

x|pvI+EM+p). , (A3)
Here u runs through the values +1 and O:
Lﬁ:;!ﬁiﬁ’ Lo=L,,
, (A4)
Kiz:FKli d.{z , Ko=K;,
V2
and
N 1/2
R’.’Tp-.{ =§(2J - 1> RW’J b
J+1\1/2
Rt 2s) e
(A5)

Rug.}' 2_%]2 (% = v3)( 2+ p2) /2,

Ry =vp[J(J+1)]1/2,

Unitary representations of the principal series
can be realized in a Hilbert space of functions
¢ (u) defined over the group SU(2), satisfying [we
are considering the covering group SL(2,C) of
0(3.1)]

dlyu) =e™p(u), u=(u“ u‘2>

U, U (AS6)

21

e 0
Y= ) gty — gy =1
0 e’w A

22
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and

J1ow)]2du<e (A7)

[du is the invariant measure on SU(2)]. The basis
functions satisfying (A1) and (A3) in this space can
be shown to be!t

Fu@) =K, + 17 /2D, () , (48)
oy -7 +ip
K.,p—':"’I (,‘,2'+_pz)172
=(—1)J-lul+1[r(°]—ip+ 1)T(|Vl+ip)]”2
TJ+ip+1)T'(|v]-ip)

(A9)

Here Dy, () is an SU(2) Wigner D function and the-
normalization is such that

f BBHU) % ) A= 5 1.5 1y (A10)

It is worth mentioning here that the basis used by
Riihl'® is obtained from (A8) by omitting the phase
factor KJ,. The basis used by Joos® and also by
Chakrabarti et al.'° is obtained by multiplying
(A8) by e-i@/2) (311 bases are specified up to a
phase factor that can depend on p and v only).

We are interested in the Lorentz-group D func- ’

min(Ji =y, J{ =2) minl ~v, Iy ~2)
INCE
d=max (0, -v-2)

vp
By 5 raar®
@’=max (0, -v=21)

tions in the canonical basis (A8):
D% g (8) = (00, M, | T(N)| prl,M,),  (AL1)

where T(A) is an operator representing the gener-
al Lorentz transformation A in the irreducible
representation (p,v). Using the Euler parametri-
zation

A =u,du,, . (A12)

where u, and u, are rotations and d =exp(iakK,) is
a Lorentz transformation along the z axis, we
find

D%y saip (D) =§;D;,;l(ul)d‘;; 2 (@D5F () , (A13)

where

*
Iy

@%@ =K KR [2d, +1)(2,+ 1)} /2

. 1
x f dtdiyat - 1)d/x2t, - 1)
o]

x[tema+ (1 = t)e ],

- . R Al4
t,=te"[temt+ (1 = t)e]* . (A14)
[d:{(cosé)) is an O(3) d function]. Using explicit
expressions® for dj,(cosf), we can evaluate (Al14)
in different manners'”!® and obtain, e.g.,

~a(2d*x+v+1-ip)

X F(1+dy—ip,v+r+d+d +1,J,+J,+2,1- %), (A15)

where

%
ve — wdiedo( 1) I +J9 =2A+d+d’
BY 5 e = KK (- 1)1 %

x[(2d; + 1)(J; = V) LIy +9) Wy = NI, + N 12T, + 1) (= V) LT+ 0) 1T = M 1T + 0 1]
H+rA+d+d)N\ I+ = v=2r=d-d")! (Al6)

X
(J+ L+ )AL = =1 = v=)(A+v+d)1d (T~ x=d) 1T, - v=d)N (A +v+ad)!

Thus, d;’; 7 »(a) is expressed as a finite double sum involving hypergeometric functions. Tt can also be

expressed in terms of elementary functions. !’

Some relevant symmetry properties of the d functions (A15) are

v ~p-v * "

a5 @) =d5%5(a), d%5(@=d% , \(-a),
- i :

a7 pa@) =df (@),  df (-0 =(-1)1"2ay

d‘.’ll; Jo )(a) = d;? J9 v(a)’ dfr;:fz -).(a) = d‘x Iy )L(a) .

The orthonormality and completeness relations for the two sets of matrices d%’

(k(p, v) = p*+v?)

(2,412, +1)

T iadads; (o, (o= 3 Hrt Bl

(A17)

and D%

J1iam jimijamy 2T€

5(p = p’)0,,. (A18)
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[ o, vMapa @ty ey = § G DBt D oo _ans,,,,, (a19)
fI,L(A)dAD,l,,,l,z,,,z(A)D‘}'l",:,l,z,,12 (A)*= % 6(p = P")0,,0;5,1:05233% 10 Omams »

p(A) =sind sinh?a sinB, dA =dpdédadadpfdy , (A20)
> J wtean ;M 2 D WD (0 = S 000 - ),
B(A = A1) = 50 = 07)5(0  07)5(a — )5 (@ ~ )58 — )0y — 7). (a21)

The Clebsch-Gordan coefficients'® of O(3, 1) are defined by the tensor product reduction

§,i'=lvi

D?ll;mJLmL(A)D!'zmzizmz (a)= V__Q f“(p’ V)dp Z (

oV, PV pv p,V,P,V. pv
o ) (e ) Dt ). (a22)
JiM I My | Jm ]

il ? 42 r{atm?
T, (T

They can be written as the product of an O(3) Clebsch-Gordan coefficient and an analytically continued O(3)

9j symbol,

( PrViPabs pV) =<j1m1j2m2|jM) [plylpzvz pV] .
J

‘1m1j2m2 jm jljZ j

They satisfy orthogonality and completeness relations

Z PV1PYy | PV PyVippV, | PV X
A ; i Nan ) = B0, 0)M0(p = 0)8,,8,1.0, (a24)

Jymiggm, | jm Jymygm,|im

igma

Y==co i=lvi m

5 [ wovian 3 Z( S PV)(plvlpzvz

jtmijgmy | im)

Jymyjmy, | jm

pv

(A23)

BB, B, (A25)

) T Vi mymy Cigio  momg

For brevity in the main text we make use of the quantities

(pl V1PV,
WV

pl/:\ |:pr1sz2
.| X i
J NIz

pV) [px"lpz"z
i) i

pv*
it

(A26)

When using these formulas it should be noted that the symbol p in Refs. 14 and 18 has been replaced by
2p in this article. The symbol K of Ref. 18 has been set equal to K=1.
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