2 MULTIPARTICLE RELATIVISTIC K-MATRIX EQUATIONS:. ..

For rank one, we obtain

=G [1-% / dv |97 |2Ee. (BS)

The proof is simple. Plugging (B7) into (B5) and noting
that Cg7 and Cro/ commute, we find
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H’ijJ= (giJ)T(l _CEJ)—1/2[1 — (1 _CEJ)_IC[oJ:]—l
X(1—Cg’)" %7
=@")"1—Cr’—Cr’)g’,

which is (B3) as desired. Since Cg/=(Cg’)T* has no
right-hand s cuts, 7,7 — v;’/* as s becomes physical.
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The Bethe-Salpeter equation for a spin-1 4 spin-0 system at vanishing total 4-momentum K is separated
by means of the O(4) vector spherical harmonics, which are defined and discussed briefly. Perturbation
expressions for the M =1 residues near K =0 are derived and then examined near J =0, where it is found
that only the nonsense part of the O(3) content of the M =1 residues survives. Perturbation expressions are
given also for the slopes of Regge trajectories at s= —K2=0, the signs of the slopes are investigated for
certain classes of potentials, and a sum rule satisfied by slopes of contiguous daughters is derived.

I. INTRODUCTION

ONSIDERABLE progress has been achieved in
understanding the O(4) properties of scattering
amplitudes since it was first discovered that these
amplitudes acquire O(4) symmetry at vanishing total
4-momentum K of the interacting particles (K?= —s=0
in the s channel corresponds to forward scattering in the
¢ channel for processes with pairwise-equal masses).!3
The Bethe-Salpeter (BS) model,* which exhibits this
type of symmetry, has been popular because of its
mathematical tractability. Thus, many attempts have
been made to study the O(4) properties of scattering
amplitudes in the context of the BS model and several
methods have been proposed for the expansion of these
amplitudes.®
This work is devoted to investigating the residues
near J=0 at small values of K and the signs of the
slopes of Regge trajectories at s= —K?=0 for a spin-1

* Work supported in part by the National Science Foundation
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the requirements for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy in Physics,
University of California.
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+spin-0 system in the context of the BS model. We
start off in Sec. IT by separating the BS equation using
the O(4) vector spherical harmonics (VSH), which are
defined and discussed briefly in the Appendix. The
definition of these functions is motivated by the four-
dimensional vector character of the BS wave function
and the analogy with O(3) VSH.”:8

Assuming nondegenerate perturbation theory to hold
near K=0, we derive, in Sec. III, expressions for the
M =1 residues at small values of K and investigate the
behavior of these residues near J=0. The assumption
that nondegenerate perturbation theory holds near
K =0 is consistent with an M =0 classification of the
pion since the J=0, M =1 residue chooses nonsense at
K=0 and continues to choose nonsense near K=0.°
The possibility of an M =1 classification of the pion
which attracted interest for some time! could be
realized if nondegenerate perturbation theory failed
near K =0 and the pion residue were allowed to recieve
a considerable contribution from the M =1 states.!!
The realization of this situation in the context of the
BS model did not produce satisfactory results.

In Sec. IV we study in some detail the signs of the
slopes of Regge trajectories at s=0. Our tool is again
nondegenerate perturbation theory, which we apply to
the BS equation after putting it in a simpler form by
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means of a trick. Finally, we conclude our work by
commenting on the unequal-mass problem with arbi-
trary spin.

II. SOLUTIONS OF BS EQUATION AT K=0

The BS equation for a bound state of two particles
with spins 0 and 1 and a total 4-momentum K is

D,L,,—I\IIK"(xl,m) =k/dx3dx4 V“,,(xl,. .. ,x4)\IfK”(x3,x4) ,

Dy = Cl+my?)

XL(Cot+me?) guy— 02,9, ], (2.1

where
D= ana"=glwauay7 M,V=0, 1, 2, 3 B

Following Wick,!? we rotate the time direction from the
real xo axis to the imaginary x4 axis. As a result of this
rotation the time component A4, of any 4-vector 4 goes
into 744 and we end up with vectors obeying the
Euclidean metric. Then D,,™ goes into

Dyt = (it ma?) [(—aA-ms?) 8 — 20921,
[(0=09,0., u=1,...,4.

Let us transform to momentum space where it will
be easier for us to work. There, (2.1) and (2.2) become

(2.2)

D“,Ml(kl,kg)(bz(,.(khkz)=/dk3dk4

XV (k. . . k) Pk, (ks,ks) ,
D,; Y (k1,ks) = (k1*+m12)
X [(k22+’}’ﬂ22) 6uv - k2uk2v:l .

If we make use of translational invariance and the
following change of variables

K=Fky+ko=ks+ks,
E =aks—bks,

(2.3)

(2.4)

k=aky—bks,

atb=1, (2.5)

we obtain after some algebraic manipulations the
following equation for the wave function ®:

®(K k) =\D(X,k)- / V(K kK) ®KK)dk, (2.6)

where
DK k)= I — (0K —Kk) (0K —Kk)/m,? )
[(@K+K)*+m: [ (0K —Kk)2+m.2]
D-1(K, k) =[ (6K +k)*+ms]
X{[(bk—K)2>+m2]l —kk}, (2.7b)

where I stands for the unit dyad. We have dropped the
cumbersome subscript notation in favor of the more

2 G, C. Wick, Phys. Rev. 96, 1124 (1954).
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compact dyadic and three-dimensional vector notations.
We have used sans serif for dyadics and denoted four-
dimensional vectors with boldfaced letters which are
conventionally used for three-dimensional vectors.
However, this will not result in any confusion since we
will be dealing with four-dimensional vectors only.

At K=0 the BS equation acquires O(4) symmetry.
In this special case (2.6) and (2.7a) go into

¢(k)=AD0(k)-/Vo(k,k’)- o(kNdk',  (2.8)
where
() =®(XK=0,k), Vi kk)=VE=0,k, k'),
[+kk/m,?
(E2-Fma) (R2ms?)

where & stands for the length of the 4-vector k. Lengths
of 4-vectors will be consistently represented by the
corresponding lightfaced italic letters.

The most general form of V, is

Do(k) =

(2.9)

Vo(k,k')=>" Fi(k,k,'k-kK')E;, (2.10)
where E; (i=1, ..., 5) denote the following symmetry-
conserving tensors:

E.=1, kk, k'K, kk/, k'k. (2.11)

Similar symmetry-conserving tensors involving the
derivatives @ and & with respect to k and k' may also
be added to (2.11). Thus, for each term of (2.10) the
BS equation (2.8) may be written in the following form:

o) =\ / Ulgk)- o(k)ik,  (212)

U(k,k')= Do(k) - EF(%,F k-k'). (2.13)

To separate Eq. (2.12), we expand ¢(Kk) in the set of
0(4) VSH defined by (A4)!3;

e(k)=2> X Qi ,en” (Dvnrw,en(k).

N'J!' (n',€)

(2.14)

Since J is always conserved, and N and e are good
quantum numbers at K=0, the matrix elements of U
with the angular functions reduce to

@y .o (QUEE) @y (e T (X))
=Una V(bR )05 50NN Beer . (2.15)

Thus U is diagonal in the M =1 states (e=-£) while
it mixes the M =0 states (e=0). This result is consis-
tent with the O(4) parities and reflection eigenvalues
for the states (see the Appendix). If we now substitute
(2.15) and (2.14) into (2.12), we end with the following

13 The method of O(4) VSH and its use to separate the BS
equation are discussed in great detail by the author, J. Math.
Phys. 11, 2272 (1970).
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matrix integral equation in the radial variable %:
YN (ne) ® =Z, /k’%k' UnnNe(kk )y (nr,0 . (2.16)

Equation (2.16) consists of two one-dimensional equa-
tions for the M =1 states and a two-dimensional matrix
equation for the M =0 states. For a given N this equa-
tion possesses, in general, four solutions and four cor-
responding eigenvalues which we indicate with the sub-
script r=1, ..., 4. Moreover, for given NV and r there is
an infinite number of eigenvalues corresponding to
different potential strengths Ay,®. This infinity, which
we indicate with the superscript 4, results from solving
an integral equation in the radial variable k. It is
obvious from the formulas given in the Appendix that
only the identity tensor E=1I gives nonvanishing matrix
elements for the M =1 angular functions. Therefore,
UnnVt=Unnx"", which means that the radial func-
tions and the eigenvalues of the M =1 wave functions
are identical. Let us write down the total wave func-
tions and their eigenvalues:

en1” (k) =yn'(k)Qn v )7 ()
on2’ (k) =yn'(k)Qn v, 7 (2) }
with eigenvalue Ay1"=A\y2'=\n?,
o3’ (k) =15 wv-1,0" (k) @y v—1,07 () +15 v41,0 (k)
X Qn 1,07 () with eigenvalue Ay,
ond(K) = v-1,0"(B) @y (v—1,07 (D +S v v 1,0 4(R)

X Qnwve1,07 (2) with eigenvalue Ay4®.

It remains now to determine the explicit form of the
matrix U,,~¢ for the various tensors enumerated in
(2.11). This may be accomplished using the basic
formulas given in the Appendix and the following
expansion:

Flo koK) =Y Zu™(QF (k) Zm() .

nlm

(2.17)

T J(kl k” K)\) _ (I)N"JT (k,,K)q)NrJ(k”,K)
Nr ) ) N —)\NTJ
1
= 2

N—=AwrT N N

1
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III. M=1 RESIDUES NEAR K=0

If we assume that nondegenerate perturbation theory
holds near K=0, the BS wave functions and their
eigenvalues may be expanded in powers of K (the
length of K) in this region:

Qv (& K) =3 KrQy,” " (k),

»=0

3.1)
A=Y KPay,Ti0)

p=0

where ®y,7 0= oy, and Ay, 7 i@ =\y,* are the zeroth-
order eigenfunctions and eigenvalues obtained in Sec.
II. If we now substitute (3.1) into (2.6), we can in
principle find the corrections for the eigenfunctions and
to all orders in K. Let us focus on the angular depen-
dence of ® only. The perturbed M =1 wave functions
may then be written in the following form:

@y, (k,K)= 3 Gyrwrr’ (k,K)Qnw7 (D),
N(TI
M=1(0=1,2) (3.2

with

GNT,N’T'J(k)I{) =7N(k)5NT,N'T'

% K Hy o ®I(8), (3.3)

p=1

where vy is the M =1 radial function at K=0 and the
index #'=1, ..., 4 stands for the pair of quantum
numbers (n',¢)=W',+), NV',—), (N'—1,0), and
(N'+1, 0), respectively.

If the kernel of Eq. (2.6) is of Fredholm type or may
be made so by introducing appropriate cutoff functions,
then the resolvent kernel, which is the 7" matrix, is a
meromorphic function of the parameter \. If we assume
the poles in A to be simple, the T" matrix may be proven
to have the following form near a simple pole at Ay,”’:

GNT,N/T'J(klyK)GNT,N”T”JT (k//;I() QN’T’J(QI) QN”T”J(Q”)

= Z Z GNT.N’T'J(k,,]<)CN’r’l/s,JXn'l,(Xl)

)\—)\NrJ 1s,1’s’ N'r/, N’ ¢/"

XGur e VT (B K)Cxrog Vs XV (XY g5t (0,0 Y gursr (&7,077)

We made use of Eq. (AS) to pass from O(4) to O(3)
VSH. To find the residues of the corresponding poles

(3.4)

in the J plane, we Reggeize expression (3.4) by con-
tinuing & and J into complex values while keeping their
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difference always equal to a non-negative integer.> Thus
N—ay, J > ar, with ay—a,=«t=0,1,2,...,(3.5)
and (3.4) becomes

1
(dN\o/doce) (ax—JT)

>< Z Z Gm‘.K’r’ach'r’l,s,axxn’l,

1,818 kM k!t

T, (kK K" K;a)=

XG0 ®8C gV X0 V'Y g0t (0)
XY arrarr(9",0").

Thus the O(3) residue matrix is given by
BtV (X5 B X5 K5 ev)

= 2 GuuorCoplt'*'™

PN

d\,
doz,(’
r=1,2 (M=1) (3.6)

’
XX"rllGKT’KrrrllaKTCKIITIIZ,’s, "“Xn,,l" /

where Gyr,or% and CyrprV's' are the Reggeized versions
of the coefficients Gy, n7? and Cyrar,ent'®’’ given by
Eq. (3.3) and tabulated in the Appendix, respectively.
k=0 corresponds to what is usually called the parent
pole, while k=1, 2, ... correspond to the daughter
poles.?

Let us investigate 8 near a,=0, where some of the
0(4) and O(3) states are unphysical or nonsense, as
they are usually called.

(i) The matrix C, !¢ *X,,'(X) may be written down
explicitly using the tabulation in the Appendix, Eqg.
(A2), and the Reggeization prescription (3.5). If we do
this and examine the product near a,=0, we find the
following to be true: All the matrix elements that con-
nect sense (nonsense) O(4) states to nonsense (sense)
O(3) states contain a factor of v/a, if they do not vanish
for some other reason.

Let us illustrate this result on the matrix element
Cyav—1,0""1Xy_17~1 which relates the O(4) VSH
QN(N__L())J to the O(s) VSH YJ J—-11-

Cnv—1.07" 1 WX y_y 71
I:J(N—|~J)(N+J><1) 2-2HINT(NA-T) ]1/2
L2074 nNt TR4+L)T(V—IX1)

XsinX/ =1, Fy(N+J, = N+J, J—%; 3 —% cosX).

If we now Reggeize using (3.5) and isolate the factors
that determine the behavior near a, =0 [we do not have
to worry about the factor sinX!,Fq(---) because it is
finite at a, =07, we find that the matrix element behaves

as .
Lo/ (ouxts) IH2.
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The O(3) state obviously is a nonsense state since
l=J—1=a,—1=—1, while the O(4) state is nonsense
at k=0 (n=N—1=—1) and sense at k=1 (#=0). In
the first case the matrix element does not vanish while
in the second case it behaves like v/, as expected.

(ii) In Gurn? we encounter matrix elements of the
symmetry-conserving tensors enumerated in (5.11) and
the symmetry-breaking tensors

kK, 1, kK, Kk, KK. (3.7)

Tensors constructed from the derivative 8 and the
vector K may also be added to (3.7). If we reduce the
matrix elements of these operators with O(4) angular
functions, then Reggeize according to (3.5), we find
the following result to be true: Near a,=0 the matrix
element of any tensor, symmetry-conserving and other-
wise, with any two O(4) VSH contains a factor of v/
if one of the O(4) states is sense while the other is non-
sense. Thus G, % contains at least one factor of \/ay
near a,=0 if x# correspond to a sense O(4) state while
k'#" correspond to a nonsense O(4) state or vice versa.

Let us illustrate this result on the following two
matrix elements which may be calculated from formulas
(A6) and (A10):

(@yav-1,07 Kk Qyavi1,07)
=k*LN(N+2)]"%/2(N+1)
> B (o) (et +2) ]V 2 1)
~+/a, at
@y w-1,-7(k-K) - Qyw-1,07)
= —EK[J(J+1)/2N (N 41)3]u/2
— —kK[aact1)/2(act) (ectx+1)]H?

at k=0, a,=0

k=0 and =0,

=~ [ay/ (aetr) V2=
Lo/ (o) ] V.

Combining (i) and (ii) and remembering that the M =1
states are nonsense at a,=0 (since M > J), we obtain the
following behavior for the residue matric near a,=0:

at k=1, a,=0.

But's' V¥ | 4, ~o~finite for nonsense I's’, sense I'’s”
~+/a, for nonsense /'s’, sense I"’s”
or vice versa
=aq, for sense I's’, sense I'’s"’ .

(3.8)

Thus only the nonsense part of the O(3) content of the
M =1 residues survives at a,=0. This result, which is
true for the M =1 residues only because the zeroth-
order M =1 wave functions belong to O(4) states which
are pure nonsense at J =0, is not expected to be true for
the M =0 residues where the zeroth-order wave func-

14 This result was proved for the NN case by W. R. Frazer, F.

R. Halpern, H. M. Lipinski, and D. R. Snider, Phys. Rev. 176,
2047 (1969).
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tions belong to a mixture of sense and nonsense O(4)
states at J=0 and N =0, and pure sense at J>0 and
N>1.

Finally we note that (3.8) gives the minimal behavior
in a,; 8 may vanish as a higher power of a, since, as we
mentioned above, G contains af least one factor of v/,
when it relates two O(4) states that disagree in sense or
nonsense.

IV. SLOPES OF REGGE TRAJECTORIES

We may substitute the power-series expansions (3.1)
into Eq. (2.6) and, in principle, find the corrections for
N and & to all orders in K. However, we expect the
perturbation formulas obtained in this manner to be
quite lengthy and complicated due to the complicated
dependence of Eq. (2.6) on K and cosX, where X is the
angle between the total 4-momentum K and the rela-
tive 4-momentum k. (We choose a coordinate system in
which K lies along the fourth axis.) Fortunately, Eq.
(2.6) may be simplified considerably if we notice that
its eigenvalue spectrum does not depend on the partic-
ular choice of the parameters ¢ and b as long as a+b=1,
a fact that may be proven by examining Egs. (2.3), (2.5),
and (2.6): A change of ¢ and b into e—c¢ and b4c¢
changes k into k—cK and %’ into ¥’ —¢K. If we now define
new variables, p=k—ck and p' =k’ —cK, the eigenvalue
equation will look the same as before, while ®(K,k)
changes into ®(K, p+cK)=F(K,p).

If we choose ¢=1 and =0 (in the c.m. system a=b
=1 for the equal-mass case), Eq. (2.6) reduces to a
simpler form:

cosX

<1+ K+
E2bmg?

=\ f U(k,k)- @K k')dK’

K2><I>(K,k)
B2

+)\/W(K,k,k’)-<I>(K,k’)dk’, (4.1)

where U is the K-independent (zeroth-order) kernel
defined by (2.13) while W is the K-dependent kernel
which may be expanded in a power series in K near
K =0. Further simplifications occur if we are interested
only in classes of s-independent potentials (s= —K?).
In this case the second term on the right-hand side of
(4.1) drops out and the perturbation formulas for A
and ® assume very simple forms.

To obtain the slopes of Regge trajectories, first we
find the second-order correction for A [the first-order
correction vanishes owing to O(4) parity considerations ]
by inserting (3.1) into (4.1); we restrict ourselves to the
case of s-independent potentials:

2401
AT =N Ky, T O
Ay i® 1
. =(¢Nr”' e’ ’)
erz k2+m12
(4.2)
2k cosX )
S L
N’r'i? k2+ml2
, 2k cosX \ 1
X(("N’r"h . ?N'r'“ - - .
Bam? Dyt —1

Then we Reggeize N and J as prescribed in (3.5). Thus
}\Nr']i: Ti(S,Ol,() ) )\Nri - kri(aﬁ) )

AwrTi® 5 N, 0(a,).

The Regge trajectories a..(s) are found by setting the
strength of the potential A.i(s,e) equal to a constant
and solving the resulting equations for o, as functions
of 5. The slopes of the trajectories, however, may be
found without having to solve the equations:

da'(s) IN(s,04)/ s
ds— 8=0= B N (s,0)/ Betel smo
_ AO(@)/ M) s
—[0U(k,k'; a0)/ o]/ Ui (k,k' 5 cto)
where
Uri(k,k' 5 c0) = (s (ks0) - U(k,K) - 0, (K,0)
r=1,...4.

Let us investigate the signs of the slopes:

(a) The investigation of the sign of the numerator of
(4.3) is far from easy because the second term in (4.2)
involves a sum over an infinite number of radial states.
It is possible, however, to make a rough approximation
that estimates the size of the second term in (4.2), which
we denote by B, relative to the first term, which we

denote by A4:
Awrt -t  4k?% cos* ;
B<max - —1 <¢NTJ1'—""'__¢N1J1)
Aot (k2+m12)2
4 cosk _
<C<¢Nr'h' ?Nr'“)
k2+m12

1
<4C< ot -—————(oNT'H)D
k2bmy?

<ACDA, (4.4)

where
C=max|\n,"/Ayrri—1|71,

and D is the result of reducing the matrix elements of
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cos?X. Using (A10), we find the following values of D
for the first few values of N and J:

r=1 r=2 r=34

N=0, J=0 i (4.5)
N=1, J=0 1
N=1,J=1 % % i

For the numerator of (4.3) to be positive, 4 has to be
larger than B. In the language of the rough approxima-
tion (4.4), this means

4CD<1
or

min| Ay, Ayt —1| >4D. (4.6)
From (4.5) we have for the ground state 4D=4%. Thus
if the potential is such that the ground state is well
separated from the others (note that \ for the ground
state is the smallest eigenvalue), which is a reasonable
assumption, (4.6) will hold for the ground state. There-
fore, the numerator of (4.4) is positive for the ground
state. We expect this result to hold also for at least the
first few excited states since approximation (4.3) was
very rough and was directed toward overestimation of
B at every step.

(b) The sign of the denominator of (4.3) may be
shown to be positive for a positive-definite potential
and negative for a negative-definite potential. Using
expansion (2.16) and formula (A6), we find, taking
E=1 [see (2.13)],

(k2 4+ma®) (R2+mo) U V(b )
= (Onn'teco(k?/me?) By nByn) Fr(R,E) .

We choose the tensor E=1 because it is the only sym-
metry-conserving tensor that has nonvanishing matrix
elements with the M =1 wave functions. Now if F is
positive definite, for the expansion (2.16) to converge it
is necessary that F, decrease monotonically in 7. From
Egs. (4.7), (3.5), and (A7), we find that InU,*(x)
decreases montonically as ao increases and therefore
the denominator of (4.3),

4.7)

dUri(Olo)

d
/ Usila)) = — ——InUsi(a), (48)
da

dao 0

is positive. Similarly, we may prove that (4.8) is nega-
tive for a negative-definite potential.

Combining ¢ and b, we can assert that the slopes for
the ground state and very possibly the first few excited
states, whose eigenvalues are expected to be well separated,
are positive (rising trajectories) for a positive-definite
potential and negative for a negative-definite potential.

We will end this section by deriving a sum rule
satisfied by the slopes. If we use Eq. (A10) to reduce
expression (4.2) for the M =1 case (¢=1,2), then

ABO-SHAEER 2

Reggeize, we obtain (we drop the radial superscript 1)

N ® () = Ar(@0)+x(2a0—k+1) Br(ao)+ (s+1)
X (2ar—r42)C(a0) +-(@0—r) (@0—1c+1)Dr(e0)drz,

r=1,2.
Thus
N @ (1) =N @ (o) = 2(o—x) L4 (o) +B#(cxo)
+C(0) —D:(0) 652,
M@ () N (oy) = Z(ao-—x—{—l)[- . .]_ (4.9)

The same relations, except for the fact that there are
more terms inside the square brackets, may be shown
to be true for the M =0 case (r=23,4). Relations (4.9)
and Eq. (4.3) give for the slopes «/(s=0) of three con-
tiguous daughters the following sum rule:

(co—k+1)ae 1’ (0) — (2a9—2¢+1)a,/ (0)
+ (Oéo —K)a,‘._ll (0) = 0 B

It is easy to prove that the slopes for the spin-0 case
satisfy the same sum rule.

(4.10)

V. CONCLUSION

(1) To determine the behavior of the M =1 residues
near a,=0, we made use of two facts: (i) When an O(4)
state and its O(3) content do not agree in sense or non-
sense at a,=0, the matrix element which connects their
angular functions behaves like /e near a,=0. (ii)
the matrix elements of all the tensor operators (includ-
ing symmetry-breaking ones which contain K) with two
angular functions belonging to O(4) states that disagree
in sense or nonsense behave like v/a, near a,=0. We
have illustrated these facts in Sec. IT on the spin-1 case.
They are deduced solely from the behavior of X,'(k)
and the Wigner coefficients Cy (x.¢)**7; and if higher-spin
spherical harmonics are defined we expect a similar
behavior in a. near a,=0.

We should also mention that the behavior in «, of
the M =1 residues derived in Sec. III is by no means
unique to the BS model. The same results may be
obtained in a similar way outside the BS model pro-
vided factorization is imposed.

(2) When we go on the mass shell, where we must
evaluate the residues eventually since off-shell generali-
zations are arbitrary, cosX, given by

cosX = (mo2—m2)/2kK, K=—+/—s

on the mass shell, blows up as K approaches zero. This
in turn induces the @’s contained in the perturbed wave
function [see (3.2)] to blow up. The nondiagonal matrix
elements Gy, n'»7 [see (3.3)]donot decrease fast enough
to overcome the increase in the @’s.5 Thus we are left
at K=0 with an infinite series which requires a test
for convergence before anything can be said about the
vanishing of its sense-nonsense part through the sense-
nonsense factor /o, Thus it seems as though the
results obtained for the residues in Sec. III are uncer-



2 REGGE SLOPES AND RESIDUES FOR A SPIN-1+SPIN-0---

tain except for the equal-mass case where cosX vanishes
on the mass shell. However, if we allow for coupling
of unequal-mass to equal-mass channels and remember
that the BS model obeys factorization, it will be easy
to establish similar results for the unequal-mass case.
Several authors have proposed off-shell generalizations
applicable to the unequal-mass case.%:1

(3) The results obtained in Sec. IV for the slopes are
true for the unequal-mass case as well as the equal-mass
case since the masses are hidden in the parameters @
and b, and \ does not depend on the particular choice of
a and b as long as a+b=1. Also the results of Sec. IV
may be proven to be true for a system of two particles
one of which has a spin equal to zero while the other
may have an arbitrary spin. This is so because the BS
equation for such a system reduces to an equation
exactly analogous to Eq. (4.1) if we choose ¢=1 and
b=0.
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APPENDIX

By analogy with O(3),'® where VSH are defined by
combining the orbital space spanned by the ¥;™’s with
the spin space e, (u=0, =%=1), we construct O(4) VSH
by combining the orbital space ($#,3#) spanned by the
functions

Zum™(9,0,X) = Y1"(,0)XH(k)

(n+DT(n+1+2)  \*2
22l+‘I‘2(l+%)I’(n—l+1)>
XsinXe! Fi(n+142, —n+1;145; %5 —3% cosX), (A2)

(A1)

MWF(

with the spin space (3,3) represented by the 4-vectors
€p=¢©€4, €11= (el—iez)/\/? )

en=—(e1+iey)/V2,

where ey, ..., es are unit vectors directed along the four

Cartesian axes. Since we are interested in O(4) repre-

sentations, i.e., representations belonging to (4,7)

@ (4,7) rather than (4,7") alone, our functions must be
eigenfunctions of the reflection operation

QAF(QD’H;X; es#) = F(7r+ (2 7‘-_—9’ X; (_l)sesﬁ) ’ (As)

which leaves the BS equation [Eq. (2.8)] invariant.
Thus we define the O(4) VSH as follows:

€pp=es,

QN(n,s)JMz Z CN(n.e)lmsyJManmesu’

l,s,m,p

e=0,

15 G, Domokos and P. Suranyi (unpublished).
16 R, F. Sawyer, Phys. Rev. 167, 1372 (1968).

+1. (Ad)
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For given total 0(4) and O(3) angular momenta N and
J and azimuthal quantum number M, there are four
possible VSH with (n,e)= (N,=), (N=1, 0). The reflec-
tion eigenvalues (eigenvalues of Q) are (—1)7*! for the
state (V,+) and (—1)7 for the other three. The first
two VSH (,=) belong to M =1 representations while
the other two VSH (N1, 0) belong to M =0 repre-
sentations. The values of the O(4) quantum number
(Toller quantum number) M fall in the range 0<M
<maxS, where S is the total O(3) spin which can be
either 1 or 0. We note that in addition to a part that
describes a system with total spin equal to 1, the BS
equation contains a part that describes a system with
total spin equal to 0. The latter part can be removed
only by imposing subsidiary conditions which are bound
to lead to a more complicated equation. The spin-1
and spin-0 parts separate when we look at the O(3)
content of O(4) VHS:

N 0" =3 Cxny T IXHX)Y 717 (,0)
ls

Youli= ¥ (msulls,JH)Y(o,0)€1,,

mA-u=M

(AS)

_ _ I=J,J+1
YrrdM=Y M (p,0)€00.

We have calculated the coefficients Cy(n,e'*/ which
involve Wigner 97 symbols. The results are tabulated
at the end of this Appendix.

The following basic formulas are useful in reducing
the angular parts of the tensor operators:

k=Y koueou=k'= stu*ewf ’
ks,‘= es,; k= (Wk/\/z')zls“*(‘paexx) ’
kw*z k'ew )
k‘ QN(n,e)JM': 6eOkBNnZNJM )

N 1/2
[—--] , n=N—1
2N+1) «
Byn= (AT)

N+2 v
[ ] , n=N+1
2(N+1)

kZNJ=k Z 5eOBNnQN(n,e)J
(n,€)

(A6)

where

=kByn-19n8 w-1,0" FEByN1Qn 1,07,  (A8)

K. QN(n,e)(fM=KCN(n,e)J0JZnJM ,
K=Keqp=Ke,,
QN 07 (KR)QN' (v, 7) = 0nru1Kk
XZZ Crn, e Cnr (n-1,en T8 n14Onrny 1Kk

X2 CN 0" Crr (ng1,e)'* 3ryt,
l,s

(A9)

—D)(nF1—1)\ V2
:;cnzs(*——~———~(n ot )) : (A10)

dn(n+1)
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TasLE 1. The coefficients Cy(n,ey'*’.
(n,€) M=1 M=0
() o, +) v, =) (N—1,0) (N+1,0)
0 0 lif_(fi-—lz]”z I:(N—J) (N-FJ-l"l)]”2 I:(N—J—l-l) (1‘7-}--74-2)]"2
(V+1)2 2N 2(N+-2)?
T—1,1) 0 ._I:(f+1) N—=J+1) (N+J+1):l”2 l:f(N+])(N+J+1):l”2 I:J(N—-J-i-l)(N—J-l-Z):I”2
QI+ IV 4-1)2 2(2J+1)N2 22T +1) (N +-2)2
.1 1 0 0 0
U1, 1) 0 _[J(N'—J) (N—l—f*l—z):l”2 _[(J'H) —J) (N—J—l)il”2 [(J-H) N+J+2) (ZV-*-J-}-3):|"2
2274+ (V41)2 22T +1)N? 227 41) (V+2)?

Table I gives the coefficients of Cx(n,e%*”.
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We derive a general chiral U (3) ® U (3) phenomenological Lagrangian for the meson-baryon system. The
meson-baryon derivative coupling is discussed in detail, and K-N scattering is studied. Some renormalized
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transformation is introduced, and conditions under which it yields the Yukawa coupling are discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

N this paper we formulate chiral U(3)QU(3)

phenomenological Lagrangians with both pseudo-
scalar mesons and baryons transforming nonlinearly
under the chiral U(3)® U(3) group. Our main aim is
to study meson-baryon scattering and, in particular,
to derive the Lin for 7-N and K-N systems. Our for-
mulation is in a way unconventional, since we do not
use Weinberg’s covariant derivative formalism,! which
recently has been used quite successfully in formulating
chiral U(3)® U(3) phenomenological Lagrangians by
Turner.? Instead, we first formulate a U(3)Q U(3)
chiral-invariant quark-meson ILagrangian, which is
then used as a guide for the formulation of chiral
U(3)® U(3) invariant meson-baryon interactions.

* Present adress.

1Steven Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 166, 1568 (1968); Phys. Rev.
Letters 18, 188 (196&); W. A. Bardeen and W. B. Lee, in Pro-
ceedings of the 1967 Canadian Summer Institute in Nuclear and
Particle Physics (Benjamin, New York, 1968); J. Wess and Bruno
Zumi71)10, Phys. Rev. 163, 1727 (1967) ; L. S. Brown, 3bid. 163, 1802
(1967).

2 Leaf Turner, Nucl. Phys. B11, 355 (1969).

Thus in Sec. II, we start with two triplets of quarks
transforming according to the six-dimensional linear
representation of U(3)® U(3). Assuming that there is
only one “physical” quark triplet in nature, we express
the two triplets of quarks in terms of one quark triplet
(the “physical” one) and a unitary meson matrix with
definite linear transformation properties under the
group. The physical quark fields, however, transform
nonlinearly under the group.

In Sec. IT1, in a similar way, we formulate the meson-
baryon chiral-U(3)® U(3)-invariant Lagrangian, ex-
pressing the two baryon nonets (or octets) in terms of
the physical baryon nonet (or octet) and the unitary
meson matrix. While the two sets of baryons and the
unitary meson matrix obey the linear transformation
laws under the group, the physical baryons will obey
the nonlinear one. In this formulation, only the de-
rivative meson-baryon coupling constants appear,
which are completely determined by means of chiral
U3)®U(3) invariance of the theory. No particular
symmetry breaking is needed in the theory, except the
one which splits the masses in the observable way.



