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We analyze a particular set of infinite-component wave equations from a non-group-theoretical point of
view for the purpose of constructing a field theory. Using difference-equation techniques, we are able to
study equations with much more general mass spectra than group theory would allow. We solve one equa-
tion exactly (corresponding to an equation previously solved group theoretically) and go on to analyze a
model of the p trajectory which is asymptotically linear. As expected, a ghost appears in the theory, but
we are able to modify the equation in a simple way and cause the ghost to disappear.

I. INTRODUCTION

ODELS of strong interactions involving infinitely
many particles have been considered in various
forms in the past few years. The existence of large
numbers of particles in nature suggests that it may be
profitable to consider models that have an infinite
number of particles in the zeroth-order approximation
instead of just a few. Various approaches have included
dual theories and their generalizations,! field theories,?
wave equations,® and attempts at realizing current
algebra on an infinite set of one-particle states.* A field
theory in which the mass spectrum is determined by a
wave equation has been constructed in a previous
paper,® and the present paper is concerned with further
development of this approach. Our departure from
previous work is to investigate techniques to solve wave
equations that do not have simple group-theoretic
solutions.

It is a valid question to ask why a wave equation is
necessary at all since it is not essential in the construc-
tion of the field theory.® Our reason to use it is that the
particles which enter the field theory appear to be
bound states, whose dynamics are in some sense
governed by the wave equation. The questions which
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arise naturally from our approach are: (a) What is the
correspondence between the properties of the wave
equation and the properties of its spectrum; (b) what
dynamical system, if any, is the equation, and hence
the field, describing? This paper is principally con-
cerned with the first of these questions. An attempt to
answer the second will be delayed to a later paper.
Clearly, the nature of the spectrum will be a strong
guide in any attempt to answer the dynamical question.
Our starting point is to consider a boson field ¢(x)
which transforms under the infinitely reducible repre-
sentation of the homogeneous Lorentz group:

(1.1)

Here (3k,3%k) denotes the usual (k-+1)%-dimensional
irreducible representation. It is possible to construct
Lorentz tensor operators on this representation. Intro-
ducing a Lorentz 4-vector L, and a scalar M, we form
a first-order wave equation for the field:

(OuLr—M) p(x)=0, (1.2)

where L, and M are infinite-dimensional matrices in
the space of R.

The mass spectrum allowed by (1.2) is most readily
analyzed by first Fourier-transforming the equation

(ipult—M)3(p)=0 (1.3)
and then going to the rest frame
(ipoL"— M) &(po)=0. (1.4)

The masses are then the values of py for which (1.4)
has a nontrivial solution.

Given the eigenvalues po and the ¢-number eigen-
vectors of this equation, we can construct the second-
quantized field by the prescription given in Ref. 5.
We shall not discuss this aspect further here except to
emphasize that the procedure is completely covariant,
and once the field is constructed all the machinery of
relativistic quantum field theory is at our disposal.
In particular, one can write Lorentz-invariant couplings,
calculate propagators and vertices, and derive expres-
sions for the .S matrix.
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Up to this point, L, and M are to some degree arbi-
trary, since only their transformation properties have
been specified. We must further specify the reduced
matrix elements of these operators in order to com-
pletely define the wave equation. Traditionally these
are chosen so that L, and M are generators of some
group, leading to an equation that is easily solved. In
this paper we undertake a more general investigation
of infinite-component wave equations, in which we
forsake group theory for a direct calculation of the
infinite-dimensional determinant whose roots give the
allowed mass spectrum. Our techniques are not limited
to choices of reduced matrix elements which allow
group-theoretical solutions, and hence we can study
equations with much more general mass spectra.

The “natural” group-theoretical choice of reduced
matrix elements leads to a rising mass spectrum with
a hydrogenlike accumulation point,®” which we believe
is undesirable in a model of strong interactions. We
exhibit a model for which no simple group-theoretical
solution is known that has asymptotically linearly
rising trajectories.

In Sec. IT we write down the most general first-order
wave equation in the context of our representation
(1.1). We connect the matrix equation to a difference
equation in Sec. ITI, and discuss its general properties.
The difference equation is the basis for the investiga-
tions of this paper. In Sec. IV we derive an expression
for the behavior of the leading trajectory function a(s)
for large s. In Sec. V we solve the difference equation
for the case that was previously solved group theoreti-
cally. Finally, in Sec. VI we treat a case which has
asymptotically linear trajectories.

II. WAVE EQUATION
Let us focus our attention on the equation
(8u,LF—M) o (x)=0,

and write the most general form consistent with the
transformation properties of the field ¢(x). We choose
¢(x) to transform under an infinitely reducible repre-
sentation of the Lorentz group. To be specific, we let
the column index on ¢ be given by the triplet (kjo),
with 7<k and —j<¢<j, and under Lorentz trans-
formation we demand

U(A,a) orjs(x) U1 (A,a)
= Z Djd-j’o’ (M’T‘l‘k)(Avl) ﬁokj’a’(Ax_'_a’) .

e’

(1.2)

(2.1)

Here D, jr,»%%#) (A) is the matrix representative of the
homogeneous Lorentz transformation A in the (3%,3k)

finite-dimensional representation.
Since L, and M have definite transformation proper-

7Y. Nambu, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) Suppls. 37-38, 368
(1966).
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ties, their form is restricted by their commutation rela-
tions with the generators J and K of the Lorentz
group. M must commute with the generators, while
L, satisfies the relations '

[]i,Lj]= iéijkLk y
(K, L;j]=—1é:;Lo,

[]ivL()]:O ) (2 2)
[Ki,Lo_]: —’LLt y ’

where J and K satisfy the usual commutation rules

Wil il=teiuwlr,  [JiK]=ieuKy,

) (2.3)
[K,',Kj]= —"Léijkjk.
By Schur’s lemma, M must be of the form
Mkja,k’j’v’z m(k)&kk/5jj'5wf. (2-4)

It follows from the Wigner-Eckart theorem that the
form of Ly must be®

(2.5)

(Lo)kjv.k’j'o’z (a'kjsk,k'—i-l—ak'jak’,lu-l)ajj'awr’ )

where
(2.6)

arj=[ (k= ) Gkt j4+ 1 T2 (k).
(We have made the additional requirement that Ly be
antisymmetric; a slightly more general form is possible
if we relax this requirement, but this will not affect the
generality of our wave equation.) Here 7(k) and m (k)
are arbitrary functions of %; they are the reduced
matrix elements of L, and M referred to in the Intro-
duction. For convenience, we shall take Ly to be anti-
Hermitian and M to be Hermitian, i.e., »(k) and m (k)
must be real.

The technique for deriving (2.5) and (2.6) from the
commutation rules has been outlined in Appendix A of
Ref. 5. The model which was solved group theoretically
there corresponds to the choice 7(k)=3%, and m(k)
=a(k+1)+B, where o and 8 are constants.

Let us derive a condition under which the eigen-
values po will all be real. Assuming that none of the
m (k) vanish, we can rewrite (1.4) as

MY LMRGLYM 12— 1/ pg JMY25=0.

Thus po will be real if B=M712(GL)M™12 is a
Hermitian matrix. Calculating the elements of B using
(2.4) and (2.5), we find

2.7)

Qpj

CmBym—1) ]

k41

Bijo, kit ot =1[

Qg

Cm(k ym(k' — 1) Ju/2

and, therefore, from (2.6), our condition is that
r(k)/[m(k)m (k—1)]'/* must be real.

/We shall see in Sec. VI how the violation of this
condition results in the appearance of ghosts.

Ok ,k+1]5ﬁ'5”/ , (28)
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III. WAVE EQUATION AS
DIFFERENCE EQUATION

In this section we derive a second-order difference
equation, which, together with boundary conditions,
is equivalent to the matrix equation (1.4). We solve
the equation asymptotically and classify the solutions
according to the normalization properties of the
eigenvectors.

First let us note that (1.4) is diagonal in j and o.
We define a new matrix L by

L)kio e e = LoD 8 180ar (3.1)
where now _
(L") ek = @i jkars1— Qpr jprkyr - (3.2)
Equation (1.4) becomes
D) o D (po) =0, (3.3)
where _
D) o =—ipo(Lo D) e +m(B)drir.  (3.4)

Now if 91 were a finite matrix the values of p,
would be determined by simply setting det 9=0. In
the infinite-dimensional case, we can define a sequence
of functions D,(po) as the determinants of truncated
matrices. Thus

Di=det m(j) =m(j),

m(7) 1Po@ip1.; (3.5)
D2=det< / Potin ]>, etc.

—ipoaj1,; m(j+1)

By simply expanding along the (#+1)st column of
D, 1, we arrive at the following recursion formula:

Duy1(po)=m(n+ j)Du(po) = peany i, #Dn1(po) .

Since this is a second-order difference equation, we
must specify two boundary conditions. Rather than
use the explicit forms given in (3.5), it is convenient
to specify D_;(pg)<e and Do(po)=1. To simplify
notation, we write everything in terms of the index
n=k—j, n=0, 1, 2, .... We put ar2=nm+Nr.
where A=2j+41, and let m(k)=m,. Furthermore, we
write po*=x and note that (2.6) is a function of x only,
so that our solutions will occur in pairs 4=p¢. In the
context of infinite-component field theory, this means
that we shall have both particles and antiparticles, as
in the Dirac case. With these changes, (3.6) is

Dy 1 (%) =mnDy(x) —xn(n+N)r2Dn1(x) .

(3.6)

(3.6)

Next we show that although two arbitrary functions
m, and 7,2 appear in (3.6”), the problem is determined
by a single function only. We set

En—i~ 1

n-1
D, =(I1 m)

1==0 2n

(3.7)
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(and Dy= E,), which yields
Lppo=2E, 1 —4an(n+N) (72 mamn_y) E,
=2E, 1—an(n+NGLE,. (3.8)

Recall from Sec. II that G, must be positive if only
solutions for positive «x are to occur, and notice that G,
depends on # only in the combination (n+ j).

We are interested in those values of x which cause
D.(x) = 0 for large n. It might seem that to solve
explicitly for each D,(x) is therefore obtaining a lot of
unnecessary information. However, we can show that
there is in fact a simple relationship between D, (x)
and the actual components of the eigenvectors ¢,. To
see this, we write (3.3) as

mn‘Pn_iPOan(Pn—-l"l_iPOan+1<Pn+l=O, (39)

where we have denoted @, ;,; simply by a,. Let

wn:(i)"(ﬁ a)™X, (and Xp=¢y). (3.10)

po/ =1
Then
i’ My . 1\? . Ayt
<~>—XIL—1’P0aan—1+<“> iPo *Xn+1=0 5 (3.11)
Po/ an bo Qpy1Qp
or, multiplying by —ipea,, we have
mnxn'—p02angxn—l—xn+1=0, (312)

which is exactly Eq. (3.6).

Since ¢, has the same boundary conditions as D,
(except that we leave the choice of ¢, arbitrary), we
deduce that

Xp=D,pq (3.13)
or
1\" n
‘Pnz(—> (H al)‘an‘POa (314)
Po =1
n=1,2, .... We have assumed in this derivation that

a,7#0 for n>0, i.e., that 7,50 for #>0.

It will be useful at this point to study the asymptotic
solutions to (3.8) in order to classify the types of
spectra we may expect as functions of the asymptotic
behavior of G,. We shall show that when G, — on™2,
the solutions fall into three classes: (1) For >0, we
find that the only acceptable solutions, in the sense that
2_n ¢a*oa diverges no worse than a § function, are a
continuum of ‘“‘scattering” solutions for 0<x< . (2)
For =0, we find that there is an ionization point
x=1/0, below which there can exist normalizable solu-
tions (i.e., “bound states”) and above which there is a
continuum as in case (1). (3) For 7<0, we find that
only bound-state solutions exist.

Before substantiating these statements case by case,
let us comment on the normalization properties of the
solutions to (3.3). Since

po(ilo)p=Me, 3.15)
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where Lo and M are assumed Hermitian, we deduce
that

Lpo®—po®Je* (i) ® =0. (3.16)

Thus the natural metric with respect to which we shall
examine the normalization of our solutions is

(W, @)= *D (iLe)e®.

In considering the norm (¢,¢) (which is not, however,
necessarily positive definite), it will be more convenient
to consider the equivalent expression ¢*M¢. We wish
to know, therefore, the behavior of the quantity

(3.17)

it Map10ni1/ @u*Mupn=2 (3.18)
as a function of the ratio
R=E,./E.. (3.19)
Using (3.14) and (3.7), we have
Pnt1 1 1 Dn 1 t My ]En 2
EROE R0 o
Dn f)O App1 D'n P() Apt1 2 En»l»l
and, therefore, for large n,
1 Mp+1My, |_R I 2
)
PN 4iyii® S n(n4X)
=|R|%/an’G=|R|*/xon". (3.21)

By the ratio test, then, the series Y_, @.*m,0, will
converge for |R|*<wxonT, will diverge for |R|*>xon",
and the case |R|?=xon” is ambiguous. Keeping only
leading powers in 7, (3.8) reads

Enyo=2E, 1—xon"E,. (3.22)

There are two possible ways to satisfy this.

(i) Two of the terms in (3.22) have the same asymp-
totic behavior and the third dies relative to them; or
(ii) all three terms have the same asymptotic behavior.

We now examine (3.22) in the three cases 7>0, 7=0,
and 7<0.

(1) 7>0. The reader can check that only possibility
(i) exists in this case, and that in fact we must have

Enpo=—2a0n"E,, (3.23)
so that, to leading order in 7,
E,=c(—xa)" [T (n+a)]™"?, (3.24)

where ¢ and « are arbitrary constants. Thus we find
that |R|?=won™, which is the ambiguous case. In
analogy to the Schrodinger equation, for example, we in-
terpret this as the existence of a continuum of solutions
where the eigenvectors have §-function normalization.

Notice that according to (3.24) and the assumed
positivity of x and ¢, the E, are alternately real and
imaginary. To obtain purely real solutions (we know,
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after all, from the boundary conditions that the F,

must be real), we can make use of the fact that (3.22)

has real coefficients to construct the solutions
En(1)=En+En* and En(2)=i(En—En*) .

(2) 7=0. Here only possibility (ii) exists, and Eq.
(3.22) becomes

Eopo=2E, 1—x0l,, (3.25)

with solution
E,=cq", (3.26)
g=14 (1—x0)'2. (3.27)

Therefore, we have R=gq in this case. For x>1/a, the
square root is pure imaginary, so that |R|*=ux¢, and
thus we have the ambiguous situation again, i.e., a
continuum of masses for x>1/q.

For x<1/o, |R|?=2—x0+2 (1—x0)'/2. Therefore, ¢
will be normalizable if 4 (1—x0)'/? is less than xo—1.
Since xe—1<0, we see that the minus sign yields a
normalizable solution, while the plus sign yields a
non-normalizable one. This is again analogous to a
Schrodinger equation in the regime where bound states
exist: For each energy, there is one solution which is
asymptotically growing, and another which is asymp-
totically dying. We make the interpretation, then,
that bound states may exist when 7=0 and x<1/o.
Incidentally, this analysis of the r=0 case was con-
firmed in Ref. 5, where bound states were indeed
found below an ionization point ¢, with a continuum
for x>a.

(3) 7<0. Here the possibility exists to set ..
=2FE,1 asymptotically, that is,

E,=c(27).
However, this means R=2, and 2>xon" for 7<0 and

n sufficiently large. Thus the solution obtained in this
way is not normalizable. The other possibility is to set

(3.29)

(3.28)

2En1—xonTE,=0,
that is,

Eu=c(3x0)" [T (n+a)]" (3.30)

for large n. Then |R|%= (3x0)%7, which can be made
smaller than xon” for any given «x if # is chosen large
enough. Hence we expect bound states to occur for
indefinitely large x. This behavior will be explicitly
demonstrated in Sec. VI.

Before proceeding to discuss particular cases of Eq.
(3.8) in greater detail, we remark that once we have
reduced our problem to the solution of a difference
equation, the angular momentum j appears only as a
parameter. The equation can be discussed and in some
cases solved exactly for nonintegral values of j; we
shall find, in fact, that we can extrapolate smoothly
between integers to generate x as a function of the con-
tinuous variable 7. This we take to be the Regge
continuation.
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IV. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF
LEADING TRAJECTORY

In Sec. I1I we established conditions on the function
G. [=G(n+74)], i.e., on the reduced matrix elements,
for there to be a discrete spectrum. In this section we
go one step further and derive an expression for the
asymptotic behavior of the leading trajectory for the
cases in which the discrete spectrum exists for 0<x < o
(i.e., the 7<0 case of Sec. IIT). This will guide us in
choosing G, to get linear (or nearly linear) trajectories.
Given that

Gu~ (n+ ) [14+-0Q1/ (n+ 7)) 1, (4.1)
for large n, we show that x~ 577 for large j on the lead-
ing trajectory or in Regge language a(s)~s~/7. Linear
trajectories require 7= —1. The hydrogenlike spectrum
arises in the limiting case 7 — 0™,

Consider the difference equation for E,, Eq. (3.8),

Enio—2En1+xn(n4+NGoE,=0, (4.2)

with the boundary conditions Ey< o, E;=1. We in-
troduce the forward difference operator

Afn=fn+1_fn- (43)
Then Eq. (4.2) becomes
[A2—1+xn(n+N)G,]E,=0. 4.2")

For j large, the function G, is needed only for large
values of its argument since # always starts at zero.
Hence we substitute its asymptotic form

Ga= (n+ ). (4.4)

The constant in front is chosen to be unity since any
constant can be absorbed in x. We restrict ourselves to
functions G that have an expansion implied by Eq. (4.1).

A. Conversion to Differential Equation

If we forget for the moment that A? is a difference
operator and consider it to be a derivative operator
D? [=(d/dn)?], this equation looks like a Schrodinger
equation, where % plays the role of a relative coordi-
nate, and we can therefore analyze it using familiar
techniques.

We must first establish a criterion under which we
can replace A by D. These operators are related by the
expansion

(A41)=¢P (4.5)

when acting on an infinitely differentiable function.

Hence
23—2 24—-2
D3+ DAt ..,
3! 4!

A2=D24

(4.6)

We will first ignore D?* and the higher derivatives and
find the ground state (i.e., the leading trajectory). We
then justify this approximation in Sec. IV C by showing

TRAJECTORIES
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that the higher derivatives are small relative to D? for
large j. Hence for large j we can drop the higher deriva-
tives to get the leading j behavior.

B. Approximate Solution of Differential Equation

We wish to find the ground state of the differential
equation

[—a&/dn*+1+xH (n) ]E(n)=0,
H(n)=—n(n+235)/(n+5)*".

This is Eq. (4.2") with two modifications: A2— D2,
n(n+N)G, — its asymptotic form. We cannot solve
this equation exactly but can solve it for large 7 because
it reduces to the-harmonic-oscillator equation in this
limit.

The function H(n) is zero for n=0, and n= . We
need it in the region >0 and here it is a smooth
function with a single dip at n=m,, where

4.7)

T—2\2

n0=j[< ) —1]. (4.8)
T
Expanding H (z) about r, we get
H(n)=H(no)+3(n—no)2H" (no)+- - -,
-2 T @—7)/2

Hing) = —jf( )( ) , (49)

T /\1=2

T @—r)/2
e e I

T—2

Higher terms in the expansion fall successively faster
with j. We may therefore keep only the first two terms
in the limit of large j.
Our equation has the form
[—&/dn*—A4+B(n—no)?JE(n)=0. (4.10)

The ground-state eigenfunction and the eigenvalue
condition are

E(n)=exp[—34 (n—no)*], (@11)
B=A2. )

Hence our final result is

x=rr(—%T)(T—:—z)(Z—Tm[wo(;l,)]. (4.12)

C. Justification for Using A%~ D?
Starting with the relation

A= (eP—1)2, (4.13)

we have approximated the right-hand side with A?= D2
This was necessary in order to obtain a second-order
differential equation. Now that we have a solution we
show that the higher derivatives are vanishingly small
for large j.
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Let us examine the expression

CHODOS AND R. W,

(A2—=D?) exp[ 34 (n—no)*] exp[—24(n—no+1)]—2 exp[ —34(2n—2n,+1)]+1
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0=
D? exp[ —34(n—no)*]

As 7 gets large, A~1/7 but # takes on all values. How-
ever, let us examine Q in the neighborhood of the dip
in H(n), i.e., where the solution is significant. The im-
portant region is then 4 (n—n¢)*~1. Hence 4 (n—mny)
~AM:~1/ 412 We therefore may expand the expo-
nential and find Q~1/ 72 and thus justify the dropping
of higher derivatives for large 7.

D. Summary

We have presented a simple nonrigorous calculation
for the trajectory function obtaining

a=constX 7 [14+0(1/5)].

We have dropped terms at many stages which con-
tribute to order 1/7 but believe to have a correct ex-
pression for the power behavior and the coefficient of
the power. For the case of linear trajectories, i.e.,
r=—1, we get

(4.15)

(4.16)

(The scaling of x is arbitrary and so this is not a
constraint on the slope of physical trajectories. We
quote this number for comparison with a calculation
in Sec. VI.)

Without examining the correction terms we do not
know where the asymptotic behavior sets in. In Sec. VI
we solve an equation numerically that should yield
asymptotic linear trajectories by the arguments of this
section. We find complete agreement with this calcula-
tion and also the surprising fact that our formula can
work very well even for small j.

V. EXACT SOLUTION OF DIFFERENCE
EQUATION

In this section we solve (3.6”) exactly in the case that
has already been treated group theoretically in Ref. 5.
We do this for two reasons: first, to bolster our con-
fidence in the validity of our approach; and second, to
bring out certain additional properties of typical solu-
tions to our equation.

As pointed out in Sec. II, the case of interest is
given by r(k)=3%, m(k)=a(k+1)+B in (3.6"). Rede-
fining m,=an+b, with ea=a and b=a(j4+1)+8, we
have

D, 1(x)= (an+b)Dn(x)— txn(n+N)D,1(x). (5.1)

Rather than define E, as we did in Sec. ITI, we shall
define a slightly different function E,’ by

D,=T)E,, (5.2)

—1. (414
— A+ A%(n—n,)?
which gives, in (5.1),
n(n—1)E.1'= (an+b)(n—1)E,’
—ton(n+N)E._. (5.3)

Following the approach of Sec. III, we look for the
asymptotic solution of (5.3), i.e., for the solution of

Epii'—aE,+%xE, /=0. (5.4)
E,' is easily determined to be
E,=q¢* (nlarge), (5.5)
with
g=3%a[1x (1—x/a®)V?]. 5.6)

As in Sec. 111, only the minus sign in (5.6) will lead to
normalizable solutions, so we make that choice. We
extract the asymptotic behavior (5.5) by letting

o EJ/=¢"fu1, (5.7)
which yields
n(m—1)¢*fnya— (an+8) (n—1)qfnia
+ian (4N fa=0. (5.8)

Following the techniques of Sec. IV, we introduce the
first and second difference operators by

Jrr=Afutfu,
Jnip2a=02fut 28 fort fo.
Using x=4¢(a—¢) and the definitions (5.9), we find
n(n—1)qA%fo+[(2g—a)n—b](n—1)Af,
+{[(a—q) \+1)=bn+b} f.=0.

In order to have f, regular for n>0, and to preserve
the asymptotic behavior (5.5), we want a solution to
(5.10) which is a polynomial in #:

(5.9)

(5.10)

I
fu =2 bnt.
l=u

Actually, it will be more convenient to make an equiva-
lent expansion not in powers of %, but in a series of
modified Pochhammer polynomials:

fn = ; c{n}i, (5.11)

where

(n}i= (n+1—2)/ (n—2)!. (5.12)

The {n}; have a number of useful properties which we
now list:
(n—=DA{n}i=1U{n}.,

nn—1)An},=11—1){n}, (5.13)



2 LINEARLY RISING TRAJECTORIES IN AN INFINITE-- .. 799
T
6
5k
4.—

F1c. 1. The p trajectory and first two -

daughters calculated by putting e=—3,

b=—1%,¢=1in Eq. (6.1). 3
2
=
o 1 ] 1 1 1 ] 1 1 ]
—1 0 I 2 3 4, 5 6 7 8 9

S/Zmp
and vided we set
n{n}i={n}r1—(@—1){n}:.
[A+1)g—b]/(a—29)=M, (5.20)

These properties (5.13) allow us to solve for the eigen-
values x and the expansion coefficients ¢; by introducing
a differential equation in a variable , whose solution is

f(r)=zl cot, (5.14)

where the ¢; in (5.14) are the same as those in (5.11).
Using (5.13), one can check that if we make the
replacements

(n—1)A — rd/dr,
n(n—1)A2 — #2d%/dr?, (5.15)

and
n—r—rd/dr+1,

then the differential operators on the right perform the

same operations on #! that the difference operators on

the left do on {#};. Hence the differential equation we

wish to study is

g f/dr*+-[ (2q—a) (r—rd/dr+1)—bJrdf/dr
+[(e—@)(\+1)=b](r—rd/dr4+1) f+bf=0. (5.16)

First we make the substitution f(r)=7g(r) to obtain

(a—qrg"+[(2g—a)yr+(a—q (\+1)]¢’

+Lg\+1)—b]Jg=0. (5.17)
Finally, we change variable to
y=L(e—29)/(a—q) T, (5.18)
which gives
yg"'+LOF D=y’
+(a—2¢)'[(A\+1)g—bJg=0. (5.19)

This is the equation for Laguerre polynoimals, pro-

where M =0, 1, 2, .... Defining N=M+ j41, we have
g=3(a+B/N). (5.21)

Comparing (5.21) and (5.6), and remembering that
we chose the minus sign in (5.6) to obtain a normal-
izable solution, we see that we can have bound states
only if

B/a<0.

This is a result which we derived from the properties of
of the group 0(2,1) in Ref. 5. From (5.21) we have
x=4q(a—q)=o*—F*/N?, (5.22)

with N=j41, j+2, ....
This is the result found in Ref. 5. The solutions to
our difference equation (5.8) are

N+j+1

fn(tV)= Z

1=2(G+1)

cl{n}l, (5.23)

corresponding to eigenvalues (5.22). The coefficients ¢;
are those in the expansion

a— Zg N+j+1
r)‘HLN_j_lO‘)(W?’) = Y ¢l (5.24)
a—q 1=2(j+1)

We have thus accomplished our objectives of repro-
ducing the discrete spectrum of Ref. 5, using techniques
reminiscent of two-body potential theory in nonrela-
tivistic quantum mechanics. The solution is related to
a Laguerre polynomial, as the hydrogenlike spectrum
(5.22) might suggest. This is not exactly the Schrédinger
problem, of course, both because of the shift ? and
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F1c. 2. The p trajectory and first two
daughters incorporating the modification
(6.3) withd=0, e=—1.

the fact that x is the energy squared, not the energy.
Furthermore, as we stressed earlier, the solution f, is
related to the components of an eigenvector in a fully
relativistic problem.

VI. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF DIFFERENCE
EQUATION WITH NEARLY LINEAR
TRAJECTORIES

Difference equations are tailor-made for a computer,
and it is tempting to abandon an analytic treatment of a
difference equation that we cannot solve exactly. It is
trivial to find the spectrum by truncating the equation
and searching for zeros in x. However, since we are
using the wave equation in order to construct a field
we would strongly prefer to have exact expressions for
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors.

The numerical calculation in this section serves two
purposes. First, it is a check on the calculation of Sec.
IV and furthermore shows that the spectrum can be
well represented by its asymptotic form (4.16) over a
wide range in j. Second, it can be used to establish the
exact positions of low-lying states. We believe that in
the construction of Feynman graphs and form factors,
the approximate analytic expression for the spectrum
and the asymptotic behavior of eigenvectors (Sec. ITI)
will be much more useful information.

We consider the simplest equation we can write down
that should give asymptotically linear trajectories:

[A2—14wn(n+N)Gr]E.=0,
o 1 (6.1)
" [t j+a) (0t j+b) (it j+0)]

where @, b, and ¢ are arbitrary j-independent param-

eters. Attempts were made to solve this equation
exactly. It is possible to solve for isolated values of j
but we have not been able to find an analytic solution
for general j. If we choose b=a—1 and j=c¢—1, one can
easily verify that the gound-state solution is

E,@=(32)"[T (n+a+c—2) 1,
x=4(ct+a—1).

Further excited-state eigenfunctions are of the form
E,® times polynomials in 7.

We solved Eq. (6.1) numerically for arbitrary j for
various choices of the parameters and verified that the
trajectories were asymptotically linear and gave the
slope predicted by Eq. (4.16). In presenting our results,
we have in mind constructing a model of the p tra-
jectory and must choose appropriate values of a, 0,
and ¢. The choice of these constants can be made some-
what systematic. There exists a solution for x=0 if
n(n+X\)G, blows up for a particular value of #. [This
corresponds to a matrix element (k) vanishing in the
wave equation (3.3).] We can make it blow up at n=1
and j=% (the intercept of the p) by choosing a= —3.
We then choose b= —% so that there exists an exact
solution of our equation for some value of j. Finally, we
choose ¢=1 and this allows us to solve j=0 exactly.

The results are shown in Iig. 1. The leading tra-
jectory has an intercept j=3%. We choose to scale « so
that the leading trajectory passes through j=1 at
s§=0.5 corresponding to the mass of the p. We wish to
stress again that the near linearity of the trajectories
for small j was an unexpected result.

We note that there is a ghost state in the spectrum;
i.e.,, s<0 for j=0. This was not unexpected since G,
is not positive definite and hence ghost states are
allowed (see Sec. IT).

(6.2)
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We can alter G, so that it is positive semidefinite.
Consider the form

n+j+e
). (6.3)

Gn(new) =G" (old )<4w
n+j+d

This choice should change neither the asymptotic
linearity nor the slope. We choose e=—1 so that the
numerator factor vanishes for n=1 and j5=0, i.e.,
at the point where G, % is negative. The constant d
was arbitrarily chosen to be zero.
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These results are shown in Fig. 2. The ghost dis-
appeared because the leading trajectory was found to
approach j=0 asymptotically. The asymptotic slope
of the trajectories differ from Fig. 1 since a different
scaling passes the leading trajectory through the p mass.
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The general features of typical pole-cut relationships with crossing Regge-pole trajectories are con-
sidered. The possible shapes of the resulting physical pole trajectories are described.

I. INTRODUCTION

N a recent paper,! we discussed the question of
possible left-hand branch lines of Regge-pole tra-
jectories. These branch lines are of interest in connection
with diffraction scattering,'® and possibly also for other
high-energy properties. Since, @ priori, one may perhaps
think that there are other possibilities, we have pointed
out that Regge trajectories can have such branch lines
only as a consequence of the crossover of two (or more)
pole trajectories. The relevant constraint is the condi-
tion that these branch points of the trajectory a(s) are
not inherited by the continued partial-wave amplitude
F(s,\).

From the phenomenological point of view, we may
not want to have two trajectories which correspond to
different branches of the same analytic function. It was
therefore the main point of Ref. 1 to show that one can
use fixed or moving branch points in the complex A
plane of F(s,\) in order to remove one of the two
crossing Regge trajectories into a secondary sheet with
respect to these N branch lines.®=8 It is the purpose of

* Supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.
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