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A relativistic scattering theory is developed for a covariant constraint dynamics with
direct interparticle interactions. Both time-dependent and time-independent formulations
are presented, the latter being a generalization of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation. For
the two-body problem, we study the simple case of maximal symmetry which, equivalent-
ly, admits both single- and two-time formulations. The two-time formalism illustrates the
main features of the general case of N >3 particles. Perturbation expansions are given
for the wave function and for the S matrix. Their structure is similar to those in quan-
tum field theory corresponding to skeleton diagrams.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper' (to be quoted as I) we formu-
lated a relativistic quantum dynamics including the
elements of a scattering theory which is in the
framework of a constraint Hamiltonian theory.?
As a relativistic direct-interaction theory it stands
between nonrelativistic quantum mechanics and re-
lativistic field theory. As a theory with a finite
number of degrees of freedom it does not suffer
from some of the basic mathematical difficulties
that the infinite number of degrees of freedom im-
poses on quantum field theory; as a relativistic
theory it permits use in phenomenological studies
far beyond nonrelativistic quantum mechanics,
both in particle physics and in nuclear physics.

As shown in I the system of equations for N
particles

i 3 |Wg) =K, | Us) (L.1)

d

is a proper quantum version of classical constraint
Hamiltonian dynamics.? Here | W) is a state vec-
tor in the Schrédinger picture, K, (a=1,...,N)
are the constrainor operators,

K, =p,>+m,*+ @, , 1.2)

and 7, are a set of evolution parameters. Equation
(1.2) has the meaning of a mass shell in the pres-
ence of interaction.

The integrability condition for the system (1.1) is

26

[K,,Kp]1| Ws)=0 Va,b (1.3)

and it is assumed that K, | Wg) is a state which is
also in the manifold satisfying (1.1) and (1.3). The
classical analog of (1.3) is the first-class property
of the K, and the classical equations are indeed ob-
tained in the #—0 limit as shown in L

The system (1.1) characterizes a “many-time”
formulation with the set [7]=7y, . . ., Ty as the set
of evolution parameters for the N particles. The
development of a scattering theory requires an
asymptotic relation which is most conveniently
stated in the Dirac picture (interaction picture),

[T]l_i,ni [ITD =) - (1.4)

It was shown in I that this [7] limit is independent
of the order in which the 7, limits are taken
among the various 7, (corresponding results are
valid for |9y, ) when [7]— + ). It was also
shown how conditions for the existence of the
many-time wave operators can be obtained, and
that, if they exist, they are independent of the or-
der of the limits. The S operator and .S matrix
were defined, and it was demonstrated that in case
a subset of the N particles is moved far away from
the others in a space-like direction, there is a clus-
ter decomposition and the S matrix factors.

The two-body problem can, under certain condi-
tions, be reduced to a single-time problem.> No
such simplification seems to exist for the general
case of N >3 particles without making much
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stronger assumptions. Except for the fact that the
potential is required to satisfy the first-class con-
straint condition, the single-time form of the two-
body problem coincides with a problem that has
been studied previously in the framework of a
canonical formalism.* In that work, it was pointed
out that a particular general functional form for
the potential could be chosen which would exactly
preserve the individual particle asymptotic masses.
This form is precisely the one required to satisfy
the first-class constraint conditions imposed in the
constraint Hamiltonian formalism. With this con-
dition, the two formalisms, with their apparently
very different perturbation expansions, are
equivalent.

In Sec. II we shall discuss the evolution of
interaction-picture states in the many-time formal-
ism, and in Sec. III we shall formulate the two-
body problem in both the two-time and the
equivalent single-time forms.

In Sec. IV, we shall give time-dependent pertur-
bation expansions in both the single- and two-time
formulation of the two-body problem. The latter
exhibits a structure similar to that of the perturba-
tion expansion of quantum field theory. In Sec. V
a 7-independent analog of the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation and “closed form” solutions
will be given in terms of the T matrix. In Sec. VI
we treat’ the cases N >3, and in Sec. VII we shall
make some concluding remarks.

II. TWO EQUIVALENT EVOLUTIONS

One can give a formal solution for the system
(1.1),

| Ws([7])) =Us([7],[0]) | ¥s([a]) . @.1)

This follows by observing that the Heisenberg-
picture states | ¥y ) which are [r] independent,
are mapped into the Schrddinger-picture states

| Ws([7]) by

|[T]>=U[T](TIUI)U01T2"'TN(TZUZ) o U

where

01" TON_1TN
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|Ws([7]))=U7]) | ¥Yg) , 2.2)
where
N —iK T
U([r])= H e °° (2.3)
a=1

the K, being the [7]-independent Schrodinger-
picture operators (1.2). Therefore,

|Ws([T]D)=U([7]) | ¥x)

=U([rDU~[o]) | ¥s([o])) -
2.4)

The evolution operator in (2.1) is thus
Us([7),[eD=U(rDU~([a]) . (2.5)

The same evolution (2.1) can also be expressed in
the Dirac-picture states |[7]). These states are
mapped into the | W) by

| Ws([7]D) =Uo([+D | [7]) , (2.6)
where

Uo(lrD= [T e ™™, @1

KJ=p, 2 4+m,? . (2.8)

The evolution (2.4) in the Dirac picture is therefore
[[7]) = U~ N [rDU (DU X ([o]
X Up([a]) | [o]) - (2.9)

It is convenient to introduce the operator Q([7])
by

QU[rD=U" DU ] . (2.10)

The evolution (2.9) can then be written in the form
| =~ D] | [o])

=U([r],loD|[a]) . (2.11)

On the other hand, it was proven in I that the
evolution of the states |[7]) can be expressed by

(ryon) | [o]) (2.12)

. (2.13)

T,
—_— 7 ] T s DY !
U,,l...,j_l,,j,...,.N(Tja,-)— [exp [—z faj ¢;loy O _1TjTj41 TN§)AT]

and ¢, (a =1, ..., N) are the interaction functions in the Dirac picture. The subscript + indicates posi-
tive time ordering. It was further proven in I that the evolution (2.12) is independent of the order in which
the o; are taken to the 7;.

It follows that the two evolutions (2.11) and (2.12) must be equal.
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In the special case of N =2 this equality of evolutions reads

’iKl(Tl_al)e —iKy(1y—0,)

"’17'2>=Ug(7172)e Uo(0102)|0102>

. TI ’ ’ . T2 ! ’
= |exp | —i fa1 b\(Tim)dT ] L [exp [——1 faz $olorm)dT | |, |0102) . (2.14)
I
III. FORMULATION OF THE TWO-BODY tion of the commutator). We shall assume this
PROBLEM strong integrability condition to be valid in the fol-
. . . . lowing.
In this section, we shall treat a particularly sim- Since
ple class of two-body problems, namely those for o o Lo o
which ®;=®,=®. In this case, there is a general Kit+K3m=5(K7+K3)(1+7,)
form of the potential which satisfies the first-class 1,0 20
constraint conditions. The results can be cast into +7 (K1 —Ka)r—7) 3.5)
a simple form, and an interesting connection can and K9 —K9 commutes with ®, the interaction
be made with the single-time formalism.* In Sec. operator in the Dirac picture is
VI, the general case is treated, since the two-body o
K97, iK9ry . —iK9r —iK9r,
subproblem of an N >3 body problem does not o(Ti1)=e e de e

necessarily admit a simplification of this type.
For ®;=,, the first-class constraint condition
(1.3) becomes

[K)—K3,®]| ¥s)=0. 3.1)

ei(K?+K(2’)(rl+1-2)/2 —i(K94+ K7 +7)/2

Pe

=¢(r+1,) . (3.6)

] Moreover, since by Eq. (2.9),
With the help of the commutation relations [signa-

iK%, iK9r, —iK
ture (—, 4+, 4, +)] | Tymy)=e” Tl 272 ™

e g,y (37)
[9k.p]=ig"*8ap (3.2) and K; —K, =K} —K?9, the interaction-picture

and for ® a function of ¢ =¢; —gq, by translation states evolve according to

invariance, p; and p,, the commutator in (3.1) is | 77 >=ei(K?+Kg)(n+'rz)/2e —i(K{+K,) T +7)/2 W)
(P*=pH +p¥, the conserved center-of-mass 12 H
momentum, commutes with ¢) = |7 +7) . (3.8)
[K9—K g,¢]=2P,,[p’{ ,@]=—2P,[p5,®] In fact, it follows directly from the fundamental
equations (1.1) for the two-body case,
. ou 0D
=—21PP“‘7 . (3.3) 3 9
% iéT—llﬁTz):iE_;lTsz)
The expression (3.3) vanishes identically (on its
domain of definition) when ® is a function of ¢ =¢|m7) , (3.9)
only in the combination
g% =q"—q"PP*/P" . @4  that (/31 —3/0r)|m,) =Oiec, that |7y7s)
must be a function of 7,47, alone.
With this choice, (3.1) becomes an operator identi- The evolution Eq. (2.11) reads, for the two-body
ty, i.e., valid for any |¥) (in the domain of defini- case,

|

i(K‘,’+Kg)<T,+r2)/ze —iK +K)r+7)/2 i(K | +K))loy +0))/2, —i(K9+ K)o +0,)/2

| T1472) =e |o1+0,) . (3.10)

For the alternative form Eq. (2.14), we note that a change of variables results in
o +1'2

|exp [~ [ ptortmdn ||, = [exp i J sar |

where the sense of T ordering is the same in 7=7,47, as in 7, (for 7, fixed), and

(3.11)

+ b



Tl+"2

[exp l—i fa:l¢(r'1+72)d1", ] ]+= [exp [-—i fg o(7')dr’
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L

Hence, in the usual terminology of interaction-picture evolution operators,

Urr,=Ulr1+10,0147) , U r,(1203)=Ul01+72,01+0,) (3.12)

and Eq. (2.14) then reads

IT1+7'2>:U(T1+7'2,0'1+7'2)U(0'1+T2,0'1+0'2) I (71+0'2> . (313)

We see from Eqgs. (3.6)—(3.13) that the two-r
constraint Hamiltonian formalism reduces to a
single-7 theory,® for which 7=7,+7,, and the fun-
damental equation in the Dirac picture is

iy =g(r) 1) . (3.14)
or

The evolution operator for this equivalent single-7
theory is

K=5(K,+K;)=K’+®, (3.15)
where
K°=2(K9+K9) . (3.16)

We emphasize, however, that this particular
choice of 7, for which the two-time equations (3.9)
reduce in a simple way to an equivalent single-time
theory, does not necessarily parametrize the actual
physical motion of the system. As pointed out in I
(and in, for example, Ref. 5 for the classical case),
it is possible to choose a “gauge” which specifies
71 and 7, in terms of a single parameter 7 (not
necessarily coinciding with the above choice), thus -
determining the actual evolution of the system. As
argued in I, however, the wave operators and S
matrix are independent of this choice, and are,
therefore, given as well by computations based on
Eq. (3.14).

Equations of the type (3.14) have been studied
previously* in the framework of a canonical
single-r formalism. Starting with Eq. (3.14), with
® an arbitrary (sufficiently well-behaved) Lorentz-
invariant function of g —g%, there is no a priori
guarantee that the individual particle masses are
conserved in a collision. It was pointed out by
Horwitz and Lavie,* however, that when ® is a
function of g# —g% only through dependence on
q*, the individual particle masses will be exactly
conserved. This follows from the fact that in the
form (3.15) the evolution operator can be written in
terms of total and relative momenta, P* and

1

=1k —pt), (317

and relative coordinates alone. Equation (3.14), in

[

the Schrédinger picture associated with the single-7
theory, is

i% | \I’S('r)>=[%P2+p2+%(m12+m22)
+@] | V(7)) (3.18)

and in the (space-time) coordinate representation,
for wlhich P— —id/9Q and p— —id/dq, where
Q =+(q,+4q3), we obtain

b g Q=[P4 p  + Him 2 my?)
+P1Y,(q,0) . (3.19)

Taking the Fourier transform with respect to
Q,P takes on a numerical value (in the function ®
as well), and Eq. (3.19) becomes

2P g, PI =[P 4 p 4 Sy s )
+®1dy(q,P) . (3.20)

The operator p? commutes with the S matrix of
this reduced motion problem. We now note that
the differences between initial and final masses are
given by*

p12=p P =(3P +pP—(5P' +p'?
=p’—p?+AP,

P22 —pit=(3P —pP—(5P' —p')?
=p’—p?—A-P,

where A=p; —p} =p —p’ is the momentum
transfer, and we have used the fact that P* is abso-
lutely conserved. Since p%=p'? asymptotically, the
individual particle masses will be conserved if
A-P=0. This can be guaranteed by the choice
b =>(q,,p,P), since the matrix element
(p |®|p’) (Fourier transformation) of a potential
of this form contains the factor 8(A-P).

The condition that the individual particle masses
are precisely conserved (asymptotically) in a
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single-7 canonical relativistic scattering theory
makes this theory equivalent to a two-time rela-
tivistic constraint Hamiltonian scattering theory.
We wish now to discuss briefly the structure of
the hierarchy of wave operators (introduced in I
for the N-body problem) for the special case of
N =2 when Eq. (3.1) is valid as an operator identi-
ty. In I, it was shown that the N-body wave
operator, defined by

. iK —iKp

Q.= lim Jle ™ [[e *" (3.21)
[r]lo—w ", b

is independent of the order of taking the limits in

the 7,. For the two-body problem and the case

O, =0,=P one obtains

Q,= lim o K+ +r)2 —i(KQ+K1y+7,)72

TpTy—>—®

b

(3.22)

coinciding precisely with the single-time wave
operator for the problem defined by Egs. (3.15) and
(3.16). The condition for the existence of this wave
operator is*

0 —i(K9 0
[ 1@e Ty ¢ 0 (3.23)

for all ¢ in some dense set. In I, however, a dif-
ferent approach was followed. As a first step in
determining the existence of the wave operator, it

]

was required that
0 _iK9
S llwe My ldr < oo (3.24)

and as a second step (the last one needed for the
two-body problem),

[ fm (K0P —QPK e “K3’2¢||drz< ® ,
(3.25)
where
V= lim XM =X (3.26)

T|—>—®

KO
Replacing e i by

. —i(K‘,’+K‘2’)r,/2e —i(K9—KQ)r, /2

in (3.24), one sees that this condition is the same as
that of (3.23). Furthermore,

K00 - 0K} =(K, —K )Y — 0P (K] —K?)
+K 0 QUKY

vanishes in (3.25), since Q(Jl} intertwines K, K9,

and K9 —K9 commutes with ﬂ‘_,’_), a functional of
®. Condition (3.25) is therefore identically, and
trivially, satisfied. The second step in the forma-
tion of Q) is unnecessary, in fact, since

Q‘i)= lim euxl+K2)fl/2ei(1<,—1<2)q/2e —i(K?—Kg)'rl/Ze —i(K?+K(2))fl/2=Q+ (3.27)
T|—>—®
iK,T, —iK9r,
ande “°Q,e =0,.

In the next section we shall review briefly the structure of the perturbation expansion for the calculation
of O, and the S matrix in the single-time formalism based on Eq. (3.14).* However, as a prototype illus-
trating many of the properties of the general N-body case, we shall also work out a perturbation expansion
in the two-time description of the two-body problem. To do this, consider again the Egs. (3.9). Differen-
tiating the first with respect to 7,, one finds the second-order equation

2

— 81’?81'2 | i1 =V (1) | Ty72) (3.28)

where
V(rym) | 7'17'2)=i—a?_ [b(r17) | 1172) 1= {[$(7172), K]+ %} | 7172)
2

=([$,K71+¢") | Timy) =V (11m) | 1y (3.29)

The last equality follows from the strong integrability condition. In fact, ¥ (7},7,)=V(7+7,). Formally
integrating Eq. (3.28) twice, we obtain the integral equation

., rh
|Tim) = o)+ | 1102) — | o902) — fal dr faz drhV(riry) | 7imh) . (3.30)

This equation can also be obtained from the integral form of Eq. (3.14),
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T
|M=lo)—i [ dre(r)|+) (3.31)

if we take first r=7,47,, 0=0,+0,, then 7=7,+4+0,, 0 =0,+0, and subtract the second from the first:

. -rl+1'2 , , , ‘r‘+az , , ,
| T+7)— | Mi+0y) = |o1+1) — |01 +0,) —i [f0]+72 dr'e(r')|7') — f0|+02 drig(r')|7')

1'1 s 1'2 .. a , , , ,
=|o+m)— |o14+0,) — fal dr f‘,2 drsi——-[9(ri+73) | 7y +75)] (3.32)
2
{

As we shall see, the forms of the perturbation ex- IV. TIME-DEPENDENT PERTURBATION
pansion for Egs. (3.30) and (3.31) are quite dif- SOLUTIONS FOR THE TWO-BODY PROBLEM
ferent, the former having a structure close to that
of quantum field theory. The S matrix for two-body scattering can be ob-

To relate | 77,) to the in state, we take the lim- tained from the integral form (3.31) of the single-r
it 0,0— — o in Eq. (3.30). For every finite equation (3.14). We shall first briefly review the
71,73, we have the relations structure of the perturbation expansion obtained

from this equation,* and then study the structure
of the corresponding expansion in the two-time
=|¥i) , (3.33) form. The perturbative equivalence of these two
expansions is demonstrated in the Appendix.
Since |o)— | ¢;,) for 0— — o, Eq. (3.31) be-

| —wm)=|T1—w)=|—cw,—w)

and we therefore obtain the integral equation

| Tim2) = | ¥in) comes
- ffl dr ffz dryVirimy) | ri7y) . |7} = [ ¥in) i f—w¢(TI)ITI>dT, : @.1
(3.34) Iteration yields the series
|
(D= =i [T o) | n)dv+ (=it [T ar [7_dvotaie v+ - @2

The last integration in each term of the expansion contains the absolutely convergent integral assuring the
existence of the wave operator. We may therefore insert a factor exp(e7'"’), and take €e—0_ after the in-
tegrations (this limit is implicit in all of the formulas which follow). The nth term in the expansion of
¥(p,,p2;7), the momentum-space representation of | ), is

) An=1)
b pypyiT)=(—i) f_fwd“'m f—fde(z) SR df(’"(dp‘l”)(dp(z”) . (dp({'“”)(dp(z""”)
X (dp’ )dp3){pips | &) [ p\py")
X (pps) [ (72 | pPp2)) -
X(pi" = py T 8™ | pips Ve binlp'ip?)
4.3)
The last integral, over 7', is, using Eq. (3.6),
f(n—l) —
ST dtexp | [(p V4 py 2 —pi P —pyt —iel™™ [(pV" T Vpy T | @ | pips Yinlpip))
- —1)? 2 12 . 1 (n—-1)
2 exp{(i/2)[(p" "+ (py ) —pi P —pi —ie€lr } B _
=7 P4 (R _pi2_py?—ie PV Up V@ pipy MWinlpipy) . (4.4)
The exponential factor exp{ 5 i[NP+ —(p )2 —(p" ~)2]7" =1} from the second to last

term cancels (p{" =" )2+ (p¥" —”)2 in the exponent of (4.4) and replaces them by (p{" %)

process can then be continued, with the result

+(p"~2")% The



3458 L. P. HORWITZ AND F. ROHRLICH 26

_ _ 2
PPpipyim =(—21" [ (dp{™dp") -+ (dpif =" )dp = e} a3 Je 1 P IR
X (p1p2 | @ | pi s Y pipy [ @ p ) - - - (p" VY TV | @ | pips)
X 1 1 )
pi24p —pit—pit—ie (P2 +(ps ) —pitpy’ —ie
1
Yin(p1P2) (4.5)

X(p(ln—l))2+(p(2n—l))2 :

To obtain the S matrix, we must take the limit 7— + . By a well-known relation,® one finds that the last
integration yields a & function:

Pz—

exp[+i(p,>+p —p1 —Pz )] o,
LR =2mi8(p 24+ py 2 —p 2l —ph?) . (4.6)
o pii4pt—pit—pyt—ie

The S matrix is, therefore, given by
(p1p2|S |P1P2) =84(p\—p1)84py —p’s)+2mi8(p1*+py> —pi* —p3?)
X +(—2)"f(dp” dp‘”) - (d (n—~|))(dp(2n—1))

X{pip2 | P | pi s Y pi P | @ | p PP - -

1
2

(n—1) ce
(i P +(py" VP —pit—p’ —ie

X (p{" " Ups V@ |pipy)

L b | @7

X
(pY" P+ TV —piP —pyt —ie

The structure of Egs. (4.5) and (4.7) is essentially different from that found in the perturbation expansions
of quantum field theory with gauge field interactions. The two-body intermediate-state propagators in Egs.
(4.7) are of the form

[(p(]i))Z ( (l))Z I p 2-[6]—1 (4,8)
and not of the product form
[P —pi?—ie]~[(ps )2 —p3t —ie]™! 4.9)

associated with the usual Feynman rules. The 8 function accompanying the scattering part of the S matrix,
moreover, conserves the sum of the squared masses of the particles, so that the conservation of individual
particle masses is a dynamical question. As pointed out in Sec. III, the choice ®=®(q,) satisfying the
first-class constraint requirements, assures (if the wave operators exist in the usual sense), in fact, that indi-
vidual particle masses are precisely conserved.

We now turn to a discussion of the expansion in the two-time formalism, based on Eq. (3.34). Iteration
yields the series

I =1wn)— [ dri [ dnvirin) | g

T T 2 7
+(—12 [ ar [ an [ ar [T dnv@s v (e + - (4.10)

The last integral in each term is similar in form to the absolutely convergent integral, assuring the existence
of the wave operator, discussed in Sec. IV of 1.7 As before, we may therefore insert factors

exple; "] exp[e,75"] in the last integration of the nth term of the series, and take €,,6,—0, after carrying
out the integration. The nth term in the expansion of ¥(pp,;7,7;), the momentum representation of

| Ti72), is



T T.
¢(")(p1p2;7172)=(—1)”f Card) [ ar?

,r(l n 1)
X f_ dT(")f

X (p1pa | V(A1) | pips

X (p{r =Y | V) pip de
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7 [ (dpi)dpy”) - - - (dp{" =" )dpY " )dp’ Ndp3)

(1) (1)>(p(11)p(21)|V(1_(12)T(2) |p(2) (2))

e"r(l")

e Y (piph)
4.11)

The integrations in 71" and 73" each produce a propagator factor; in place of the single propagator obtained
in Eq. (4.4), the last integral in (4.11) contains the product of two propagators. The €;,€, factors recur in

the exponential in the upper limit for the 7{" ~V, 75"~

by (p(n 2))2 (p(n 2))
tions, we find

U integrations, and replacement of (p
occurs as in the calculatlon leading to Eq. (4.5). Carrying out the sequence of integra-

(n—-l)) (p(zn—l))Z

; 2_ '2)
b ppaimim)= [ (dp")Ndpl) - - - (dp{" =V )dp§ " )dp Ndpy)e T T
o212
Xe'(Pz P2in 2 1,2 . 2 1»2 . (n—1) 21 2 .
pi°—pi —i€ py"—pi°—ie (p1" ™) —p1" —i€
1 (1), 2)y ¢ (D, (1) @), 2)
Xz . (P2 |V |pipy Mpipa |V PPy ) -
(p(zn 1))2_p22_ € 172 | 1 P2 1 P2
X (p"py V|V | pipa Mnlpipy) - (4.12)
In the limit 7{,7,— 0, we may again use the relation (4.6) to obtain
(p1p2|S | PPy ) =8%p1 —p1 )84 P2 —p3) —27Y8(p1*—pP)8(ps 2 —p3®)
x [+ [ @dp) - - - dplr =" apf )
1 1 1
O —pii—ie I —pii—ie (T P—pii—ie (Y P—py—ie,
x{pp2 | V | pp" Y pps |V [ pPp57) - Ap "~y = |V | pipa ) +
(4.13)

This expansion may be represented in terms of
Feynman diagrams.

The structure of Egs. (4.12) and (4.13) is similar
to that found in the perturbation expansions of
quantum field theory, involving a product of pro-
pagators of the form (4.9).

Equations (4.7) and (4.13) for the S matrix have
‘been derived in two different ways from the same

initial equations, and they must therefore be equal.

The equivalence of the two expressions is demon-

-
strated explicitly, in each order of perturbation
theory, in the Appendix.

It is noteworthy that the comparison of Eq.
(4.13) with quantum field theory leads to the con-
clusion that the fundamental four-point function
(playing the role of two vertices and a propagator
for the carrier of interaction) is here characterized
by ¥ and not ®, contrary to what might have been
conjectured.

We further remark that the diagrams associated
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with (4.13) are topologically ladder diagrams even
though, e.g., in the space-time picture ¢ (7)) >t (77)
can occur together with ¢(75) <¢(7;). Topological-
ly crossed diagrams can arise by iteration of an
equation constructed from a suitable linear com-
bination of the equations obtained by all semi-
infinite limits of Eq. (3.30) excluding only the rec-
tangle with the outstate | oo 00 ) = | sy ) in one
corner. These possibilities will not be discussed
here.

V. TIME-INDEPENDENT SOLUTION
FOR THE TWO-BODY PROBLEM

In this section, we shall derive the analog of the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation for the single-time
and two-time versions of the two-body constraint
dynamics. The result is formally similar to the
nonrelativistic case in the single-time theory. For
the two-time version, we obtain a generalization
that can be extended to the many-body case.

Let us consider the scattering equation (4.1) in
the Schrodinger picture. The substitution

| 7Y =U(r) | Ws(r) =e& 7 | Wg(r)) ,  (5.1)

where K°=(K9+K9)/2 and =7+, transforms
4.1) to
| Ws(7)) =Uo(7) | $in)
—i f_f dre X" =D | Wy(r)) .
B (5.2)

—itk 24 m 24 k)2 myD)r/2
e ! ! 2 2 |‘I’H(k1k2)>=e

—itk 2 4m 24 ky 2+ my /2

This equation will serve as the starting point for
the derivation of the relativistic Lippmann-
Schwinger equation in the single-time version of
the two-body theory. Since that is an equation for
“continuum eigenfunctions,” we shall assume that
the in states are sharp (generalized eigenstates?),
ie.,

K | Yinlk1k2)) = (k2 4+m2) | ik Ky))
(i=12). (5.3)

Although this makes the calculation formal, one
can justify the results rigorously.’

The sharp in states imply sharp Heisenberg
states,

K | Vi (kiky) ) = (k> +m?) | Wi (K k,))
(5.4)

as follows from the intertwining properties of the
wave operators (see I),

K; | Wik ky)) =K Q. | (koK)
=0,K? | ik k2))
= (k2 +m) | Wk k,)) .
(5.5)

Because of (2.2), the scattering equation (5.2) can
be written in the Heisenberg picture as

’¢in>

. rT KO — —itky24m 24 k)2 +my7 /2
—i f dTretK (7 ‘r)q)e 1 1 2 2 I\I/H(klkZ)> .
—

When one brings the exponentials on the left over to the right-hand side, one can introduce s =7'—7 as a
new variable in the integral, which now extends from — o to 0. The condition of asymptotically outgoing
waves is included in the standard fashion by factors e and the limit e—~0,. The result is

1
KO— %(k12+k22+m12+m22)——i6

| Wi (k1K) = | e i) — @ | Wi (kiks)) . (5.6)

This relativistic form of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation can also be derived by postponing the assump-
tion of continuum eigenstates to the very end. Consider>'°

|4) =010, |9) = lim Ue(n)~'U) | W) . (5.7)
The derivative of Uy~ }(7)U(7) is
E";[UO(T)—IU(T)]= —ie K rpe —iKT (5.8)

and integrating between 0,7 we obtain

Up (U () —1=—i [ K7 de=K7dr | (5.9
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We now act with this result on | W) and take the limit 7— — oo to obtain
0 . .
(W) =) —i [ dre® e K7 | WiF)) . (5.10)

In the limit that |4;,) becomes sharp in K ?,K?3, one obtains precisely the expression (5.6).
The scattering integral equation in the two-time version, Eq. (3.34), can be treated in a way parallel to the
single-time analysis given above. In the Schrodinger picture, Eq. (3.34) becomes

| ¥s(m173)) = Uo(7'1‘rz)[¢m>-—f dﬁf

Again, taking the in state to be sharp in KJ,KY, we find that Eq. (5.11) can be written in the Heisenberg pic-
ture as

_ iK9(r, —7.
drhe iK9(r} Tl) iK(7) ZJVI\PS(T’I”-&» . (5.11)

—ilk24+m 21, —i(k,24+m,?
e 1 1 le 2 2

"2 Wyl ky))

—ilky2+m P —ilky2+m,

1 Iy
=e e | Yin(k1k2))
o iK(7) —71,) iKYty —7y) —ilk24m D] —ilk,24m,%)7
—f dTlf d i "1 T 1272 sze ik “+m Tle i(ky“+m, TZI\I’H(klkz))-

When one brings the exponentials on the left over to the right-hand side, one can introduce s =7 — 7,
§,=175—T, as new variables in the integrals, which now extend from — o to 0. We include the outgoing
wave condition with the factors e (i =1,2) and the limit €;,—0 +- The result is now

1 1
W kiky)) = | ik ky)
Wi (Kikea)) = | iy >+K?-—(k12+m12)—i61 K3 — (k> +my?)—ie

VW (kiky)) . (5.12)
Equations (5.6) and (5.12) for the Heisenberg state are equivalent. To show this, we first remark, from the
definition (3.29) for V, that
VW (kik)) =([D,K]1+ )| Wi (k ky)) =(OK| —K (D) | Wi (k k)
=—[K1 =k *+m)]® | Wik k,))
and therefore Eq. (5.12) reduces to

1

Wk k)Y = | (ki1ky)) —
| Wi (k1ky) )= | Pin(kiky)) K9 — (k2 +m,)—ie,

@ | W (kiky)) . (5.13)

To show that Eqgs. (5.6) and (5.13) are equivalent, it suffices to prove the validity of the relation
[K—(k24+m 2)]® | W5k ky)) =[K— (k2 +my)]® | Wik ky)) (5.14)

in which case the denominator of the second term in (5.6) becomes identical to that of (5.13). The relation
(5.14) follows directly from the first-class constraint condition (3.3):

[K)—K9,®] | Wy(kiky))={KS—K—[(ki>+m})— (k2 +m,)]} @ | Wy (k ky)) =0 . (5.15)

With this result, we have shown that (5.6) and (5.12) are equivalent. However, Eq. (5.12) is in a form which
as we shall see in later sections, can be generalized to the N-body problem, whereas (5.6) is, in the frame-
work of constraint Hamiltonian dynamics, special to the two-body case.

It is instructive to show that the generalized form (5.12) of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation can also be
derived by postponing the assumption of “continuum eigenstates” to the very end. To do this, we rewrite
Eq. (5.7) in terms of 74,7,, and consider the second derivative:

82
87'1 81'2

iK9r tKr —iK 1y —iK,T.
22 lV lle 22'

[Up~ ) U(rmy)]=—e (5.16)

Integrating this equation, we obtain the identity

K97, —iK,T iK9r, —iK,r K9y K97 —iK 1t —iK,Th
e 272, My T, 171 —1=U,~ I(TITZ)U(TIT2)+I d'rlf drhe 22, 1M, 171, M2

(5.17)
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We now act with this result on | W) and take the limit T1, T9—> — oo to obtain
I\I/('H)— |¢ln>— f dr f dr, , 1K2‘r2 lKl‘er 1K1T1 —iK,T) I \I’(+)> (5.18)

In the limit that |1;,) becomes sharp in K9,K9, one obtains the expression (5.12).
By taking the adjoint of the equations leading to Egs. (5.10) and (5.18), one observes an interesting “duali-
ty”: the equations remain valid under the interchanges

K=K, Vall, de—0, |¢.)e|Vy). (5.19)
Thus, one obtains instead of (5.10),
(Wi =) —i [ _e®7De=Kdr |y,,) (5.20)
and, instead of (5.18),
|Wh )= | i)+ f dr; f drye ey T I T (5.21)
When | 4;,) becomes sharp, these reduce to the “dual” to the Lippmann-Schwinger equations:

1
—%(kl +my +k2 +m22)—‘lf

| Wik 1ka)) = | (K rk)) — P | Pin(kika)) (5.22)

and

1 1
—(k12+m12)—i61 K, —(k22+m22)—i62

| W ko) Y= Wil ika)) = — Vilnlkiks)) . (523)
1

We shall now verify that Egs. (5.6), (5.12), (5.22), and (5.23) are the scattering wave solutions of the spec-
tral conditions (generalized time-independent Schrodlnger elgenfunctlon equations) on | Wy (k k,)) and
| ¥in(k1k,)). Operating on Eq. (5.12) with K —(k,2+m2), we obtain

1
K9 — (k2 +m,*)—ie,

_ 1
Kg-—(k22+m22)——i€2

[K)— (k2 4+m )] | Wk ky)) = VWi (kiky))

(PK, —KI®) | Wy (kk,))

=—® |V kiky)) ,

from which we obtain the spectral condition
[Ky— (k2 4+m )] | Wk ky)) =0 . , (5.24)
Similarly, operating on (5.23) with K, —(k;%>+m2), we obtain

1

Ky —(ki24+m )] | W5 kky)) =[K, — (k2 N ik ky)) —
(K, 17+m 9] | Wy (kk, [K; 17+m )] | ik k) Ky— (k2 +my?)—ie,

VY din(kiky))

1

=@ | Pinlk1kz)) —
I¢ 12 Kz—(k22+m22)—-i62

(K, ®@—DKY) | dinlk1ky) ) =0

Operating on Eq. (5.6) with K¢ —(k,2+m2), we find

1
KO—%(k12+m12+k22+m22)—i€

[KS— (k2 4+m )] | Wik ky)) = —[K — (ki 24-m )] | Wk k,)) .

With the help of the relation (5.14), this reduces to (5.24). Finally, operating on (5.22) with
Kl —(k12+m 12), we obtain



26 SCATTERING IN CONSTRAINT RELATIVISTIC QUANTUM ... 3463

(K — (k24 m D] | W (ke iky)) =@ | dinlkiky)) —[Ky— (k2 4my 2)]
x 1
K — (k2 +m 2+ ky +my?) —ie

@ | Pin(kiky)) . (5.25)

With the help of a relation similar to (5.15), i.e.,
0=[K}—K3,®] | Pin(k k2)) =[(K1 —K;)®— DK} —K3)] | tin(k 1 k2))
={[K;—(ki*+m )] —[Ky— (ko> +m)} | ik 1k2))

the numerator and denominator in the second term of (5.25) cancel, and we again obtain (5.24). These argu-
ments can be repeated for K, —(k,2+m,?), and we therefore see that the Lippmann-Schwinger equations we
have obtained are solutions of the spectral conditions with appropriate asymptotic behavior.

For sufficiently weak potentials, Eq. (5.6) and (5.12) admit a perturbation solution for | Wy (k k,)). We
give the expansion (Born series) of Eq. (5.12) explicitly. Let

=[K2— (k2 +mgY)—ie, ] ' =(ps 2 +k,>—ie,) ! . (5.26)
Then, an iteration of Eq. (5.12) yields
| Wi (kiky)) =[14+G1(k DG, (k) V 4Gk DGk VG (k 1)Goy (kDWW + -+ - 1| il ka)) . (5.27)
A similar expansion exists for | Wy (kik3)). The S matrix can then be found as
(kiky | S | kky ) =W (kiky) | Wy (kiky)) . (5.28)

In a manner similar to nonrelativistic scattering theory,!! one can also obtain expressions for the 7" ma-
trix. Let us first consider the single-time version of the theory. Consider the difference, from Eq. (5.6),
1
— (k2 m P4k my?) —ie
1
K —L(k2m 2k my) e

| W ki ky)) — | Wi (ke kp)) = —

D | Polkiky)) (5.29)

where we have called the free sharp wave function | y(kk,)) and used the fact that | Wik ky)) differs
from | Wik k,)) only in the sign of . Formally we may write (5.29) as

| Wk ky)) — | Wy (K iky)) = —2mi8(K — 5 (k2 4m 2+ ky2+my2)® | ok ky)) (5.30)
from which we obtain the two equivalent relations
(ol 1k5) | S | dolkiky)) = (Wi (k' k) | Wi (K ky))
=8%k| —k)8% k5 —k;)

—2mis( 5k 2k =k 2 — k) (Polk k) | @ | Wi (K ky)) (5.31)
=84k} —k )84k —k;)
—2mid(5 (k2 +ky =k 2 — k)W (k) | @ |tk iky)) (5.32)
Defining the T matrix by the relation*
S =1-2miT, (5.33)
we obtain

(ol k) | T | dolkiky)) =8(5 (ki 2 +ky2— k12 —k52)Yolk ks ) | @ | Wik k,))

=8(5 (k2 k2 — k(2 — k)W (k'ky) | @ | dolkiky)) (5.34)
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We now turn to the two-time version of the theory, and make use of Eq. (5.23). The difference
| Wi (k1ky)) — | Wik ky)) contains the operator

1 1
- 2 1 2y s 21 2y i 2 2\, » 2 2 . . VT
Ki—(ki"+m°)—ie; Ky—(ky*+my*)—ie;, Ki—(ki"+m°)+ie; Ky—(ky*+my°)+ie,
. 1 1 +
= —2mi |8(K;—(k,? WP————————— + 8Ky — (k4 my ) )P— o |V
i 1—(k"+m, K, (k2 tmp) +o(K, 2 2 Ki— (k> +m;?)
E—z‘lTl'V(klz,k22) . (5.35)
We may therefore write
| Wik iky) ) — | Wi (ki ky)) = —2mi 7 (k% ko) | ok 1ks)) (5.36)
and hence
(Dol ky) | T | dollerky)) = |80kt —kyYP—5— +8(k3? — k) P—g i —
k52 —k, k4% —k,
X AWk iky) | VT olkiky))
= (8K} —kP—— 8k — k)P L
k5 —ky? ki —k,?
X ok k) | V | W (kiky)) . (5.37)

The equivalence of Egs. (5.37) and the single-time form of (5.34) is easily established by utilizing the defini-
tion of ¥, e.g., for the second term of (5.37),

(Yolkik3) | [@K]+D? | W5k ky)) = (olk k) | @K — KD | Wik ky))
=(k 2=k (Polkiky) | @ | Wik k) . (5.38)
The second of Egs. (5.37) then becomes
(olk1k5) | T | ok ky)) =8(ky2— k51 ) (holkiky) | @ | W5k ky)) . (5.39)
From Eq. (5.15), it follows that
(ki —k5?) — (k2 —k) Yok 1h3) | @ | Wy(kiky)) =0,
so that the matrix element in (5.39) is proportional to 8(k}? —k%% —(k,2—k,2)); the result therefore coin-

cides precisely with the first of Egs. (5.34).

VI. SCATTERING FOR N >3

A simplification of the type which occurs in Eq. (3.8) can occur for N >3 only if? ®,=®,= - - - =dy;
however, this seems to be too strong a restriction.'> We shall therefore follow a more general procedure.

A. The case N =3
1. | 7y7am3) in perturbation expansion

We first study the three-body case in some detail. Following the procedure leading to Eq. (3.28) for the
three-body case, we find
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3

H arrar, | Ty =Vs(mmm) | mimars) (6.1)
where
Vios(1172m3) =[[61,K 31, K31+ [61,K 3162+ 61[ 62, K31+ (61, K3 13+ 16205 - (6.2)

The right-hand side of Eq. (6.2) can equivalently contain any permutation of the indices 1,2,3 correspond-
ing to the interchangeability of the partial derivatives in Eq. (6.1). The validity of this symmetry (effective
on the set of states { | 77,73)}) follows from the (weak) integrability conditions, Eq. (3.10) of I, and is
shown in Appendix 1 of I for any N.

Integrating Eq. (6.1) between arbitrary limits, we obtain

| T17m3) — | 047am3) — | 110273 ) — | T1m003) + | 110203) + | 017203) + | 040573) — | 010,03)
. Tl ’ T2 ’ T3 ! ’ 4 7 ’ ’ ’
=1 fo a'7'1 fa de fa dT3V123(T]T2T3)|T172T3> . (63)
1 2 3

As remarked at the end of Sec. IV, one may add all of the versions of Eq. (6.3) obtained by taking all
semi-infinite integrals excluding only the orthohedron (in Cartesian 77,73 space) which has the out state
| 0 00 00 )= | oy ) at one corner. On would obtain in this way an integral equation which contains all per-
missible crossed diagrams in its iterated expansion. We shall, however, restrict our attention in this section
to the somewhat simpler equation obtained by taking [0]— — o

| T17aT3) — | —oTom3) — | T1—o0T3) — | TiTa— 0 )+ [ T1— 0 — 0 )+ | —0Tp— 0 ) | — 0 — 00 73)
‘r‘ ’ T J T3 ! ! ’ ! ’ ’ ’
—_-|1/)m>+l f—codTl f—2wd7-2 f_wdT3V123(T17'2T3)|’T1T27'3> . (6.4)

There are two types of inhomogeneous terms other than |;,). For terms of the type | 717,— 0 ), a rela-
tion with |77,73) can be constructed which depends on a knowledge of the partial one-body wave opera-
tors'> Q%Y. Terms of the type | 7j— oo — o0 ) can be related to | 77,73) with a knowledge of the two-body
wave operators Q'®. We shall construct these relations in the following.

From Egs. (2.2) and (2.6), we obtain

I TIT2T3) =eiK?rleiKg1'2eiK(3)r3e -—iK3'r3e —iKzfze —iKmy l qu > (6.5)
From this relation, we find
iK9r, iK9 —iKy7, —iK
| 11Ty — o0 Y =e' 1 le’ 2TZQ(_,%)Te T, TN gy ) = UO_1(717273)Q$)TU0(7'17'27'3) | T17273) (6.6)
where we have used the intertwining property of Q‘i). In a similar way, we find
. iK0 iK9 _iK _iK
|[Ti—0—o)= lim e !¢ 2Tzﬂ(i)‘re T T )
Ty—>—o
iK$ —iK
=e' lTlQ(+23)Te S I lI/H ) = UO_’1(T11’2T3)Q(_1%3)TU0(1'1T2T3) I T1T27'3> . (67)
Equation (6.4) can then be written as
. Tl ’ T2 ’ T3 ’ ' ] \
W' (1ymyms) | imams) = | i) +i f dry f dry f dryVin(rimhrs) | 1imh7s) (6.8)
- o0 -— 0 — o0
where W (1,7,73) is the interaction-picture form of
w,=1—-00-0?_q%+0% +0"+0?. (6.9)

Since the leading contribution to W for small enough potentials is unity, it has an inverse, and we may de-
fine

Vig=ViuWil. (6.10)

For sufficiently small potentials, one may reasonably hope that the iterative expansion of Eq. (6.8),
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t . i ’ T ’ 3 R 7 )
W' (ryryms) | Tymams) = | din) +i f_wd‘fl f_wdfz f_wdfsVlzs(TszTs)Win)
T T T 7 P ) .
+i? f: dr} f_z dr, f_3 dry f:wd'r{' f_zwd'rz" f_wdT:;'V'lu(T'szTg)

X Vi (ri373) | ¥in)

+ - (6.11)
T

converges. The momentum-space representation of wave operators. The special techniques applicable
(6.11) is similar to Eq. (4.12) with, however, three to the simple case of the two-body problem (for -
Feynman propagators going with each factor V” which &, =®,) do not apply to the computation of
and the matrix of W', (r,7,m3)~! multiplying each one- and two-body subproblems for N >3. We
term. In the limit 77y73— + o0, shall therefore have to construct the one- and two-
| T173m3) — | You)» and the series (6.11) serves as a body wave operators in the framework of the
perturbation expansion for the S matrix. Since three-body problem. It is convenient to do this by
W (o, ,0) commutes with K 9.K9, and K$, the means of the Lippmann-Schwinger equations.
S matrix conserves the individual particle masses Let | ¢;,) be an in state, and define the partial
(the integrals with infinite upper limits also con- Heisenberg state
serve individual particle masses).

2. 09 and Q' for d, £, | WY =0" |y . (6.12)

The utility of the perturbation expansion (6.11)
depends on a knowledge of the one- and two-body Then, following the procedure of Sec. V, we study
1

| ) =012 | 9y,)

. K97, iK1, —iK;r, —iK,T
= lim e M2 THiM, T gy (6.13)

TpTy—>—®

Equation (5.17) provides a valid representation of the operator appearing on the right-hand side of (6.13).
Taking the limits as indicated, we obtain

0 0 20 0 i .
W) = [g)+ [ _dr [ dre™ MMy e T e TR g0 (6.14)
where

We now take the in state to be sharp in p;p, at the values k,k, (but not necessarily sharp in p;). By the

intertwining property of Q.(f), | wi2+)) s then also sharp in pyp,, and Eq. (6.14) becomes

1 1

Vi | WE T kky)) .
K — (k2 4+m®)—ie; K9—(k2+m,2)—ie n|¥a 1h2

W Wk ky)) = | inl1ky) ) —

(6.16)

For small enough potentials, (Wlfr )~! exists, and this equation may be iterated to obtain a perturbation ex-
pansion for Q.(f). Note that this equation differs from Eq. (5.12) for the simple case of the isolated two-
body problem in the factor Wlfr on the left-hand side, and a sign on the right-hand side. For the isolated
two-body problem, Q$)=Q$)=Q+ (the two-body wave operator), and Eq. (6.16) would then reduce to
(5.12). .

Taking the adjoint of Eq. (5.17) and acting on | ¢;,(k 1k,)), we obtain, in the limit 7,,7,— — oo, the dual
relation

1 1
K] ——(k12+m12)—iel K2-(k22+m22)—i€2

| W ki ky) ) = W2 | hinlle k) + Viz | dnlkiky)) .

(6.17)
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To obtain the single-particle wave operators of the three-body problem, we shall proceed in a way that
yields relations similar to the single-time result (5.6). Transcribing Eq. (5.9) to the form

o iK9 —iK 7}

) U(r)—1=—i f drie™ e (6.18)
for particle 1, we define
W) =0 | %) (6.19)
to obtain, in the case of | ¢;,) sharp in p; with value &,
| Wi k) = | dhalk)) — : | Wi+ kD) (620

K —(k*+m®)—ie
This equation may be iterated to obtain a perturbation expansion for Q‘i’. No additional inhomogeneous
terms appear in the one-body subproblem. The dual relation to (6.20) is then found, as in Eq. (5.22), to be

1
K, —(k;>*+m*)—ie

| Wi k) = | inlky)) — @, | Pinlky)) . (6.21)
Equations (6.17) and (6.20) must be solved for particle pairs 12, 23, and 31 and the single particles 1, 2, and
3, respectively, in order to have available all of the terms in Eq. (6.9).

3. The S matrix

In order to compute the S matrix for the three-body problem from (6.11), we must study the limit

lim W+(’T]T2T3)=W+(O0,00,00).

TpTpT3—>

Consider, in particular, the one-particle contribution

. iK%, iK9r, iK9r —ik%, —iKk9r, —iK)r
Q(_ql_)(oo,oo,oo)= lim e 1M1 27T2, 103 SQ(_i)e Mg 272, 373
1‘1,1'2,1’3——>w

iK9r, iK9r —iKk97, —iK9r
e 2% 33s(l)e 212, 33’

= lim (6.22)

TZ,T3~—>co
where Q+ (7,7,73) is the interaction plcture form of .Q“) and S"W= Q‘mﬂ(” is the one-particle S operator.
According to (6.20), Q(” is a function of K9,K;. The 11m1t (6.22) applied to K9 is trivial, and applied to K,
it results in

. iK9r, iKr —iK9r, —iKJr . K97, iK1, —iK,r, —iK,T iK,7y iKyr; —iK91, —iK9r
hm e 22e 33Kle 22@ 33= hm e 22e 33e 22e 33K 22 33e 22e 3’3
T21'3—>co fzfz—nx;
=0k o (6.23)
We then obtain the formal relation
. iK9r, iK9r —ik%7, —ik9r »
OW(w,0,0)= lim e %" 315K, K9)e ™22 TN =gk, 0% KY) (6.24)
T2,T3—>oo
with similar results for Qm 9(3)
For the two-particle contnbutlon Q12 we obtain
P ;
. iK%, iK%, iKr —iK9r, —iK97r, —iK9r . iK9r —iK9r
lim e e 22RO R T T TN fim o 23S 12T (6.25)
T|TyT3—> @ T3—> o0

According to Eq. (6.16), $"'? is a function at K{,K,,K},K only. The action of the mapping (6.25) on
K9,KY is trivial, but

. iK' —iK9
lim e *"Ke " P=0%k,0%

T3>
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for i =1,2, and hence we obtain the formal expression
0, 0, ) =50k, 0,09k, 00,k 0,K9) . (6.26)

The S operators with modified evolution operators can be obtained by calculating the associated modified
wave operators using the perturbative techniques we have discussed above.

The existence of the modified wave operator ﬂ(_ﬁ)(ﬂ(_23 Tk 1 Q2 K9 is assured if there is a dense set of P’s
for which
—iK§

0
[ 1@ k0% ke ™ My|ldr < o (6.27)

Since 0% is unitary (we assume no discrete ei envalues), (6.27) is equivalent to
ry g q

0 _iKk0
f_ (K, Q%Y — Q%K ))e 'K‘T’¢||d71<oo (6.28)

which is the condition for the existence of Q(+133_) (see I), where we indicate the sense of the 7; limits in the

same order as the sequence of evolution generators (Q'}2*’=0%}?)). This result also follows by examining

. i@k a2 _ik9r . KT —iKOr
QPO 0P K= Lim e T T TS fim @ Fingd, ~HKIn
Ty—>—0o0 TI—>—®
=123 (6.29)
Similarly,
. 0k aB®r oGtk aB®r _ik% _ix0r
oPOYk, 00,09k, 0% KK = lim - T e, T, TN

1'1,1'2—»—00

. . .0 .
— lim  Q®TE1m, K3, —iKin  —iKin,

TsTy—>—o©
=@l 123) (6.30)

The conditions for the existence of any of the eight three-body wave operators are essentially the same.

Their existence assures the existence of the modified one- and two-body wave operators required for the cal-
culation of W (0,0, ).

4. The Lippmann-Schwinger equation

To complete our study of the three-body problem, we follow the procedures of Sec. V to obtain the
Lippmann-Schwinger equations corresponding to Eq. (6.8). The third crossed derivative of U,~!U is

a3

_ .3 iK%, iK9r, iK9r —iK,1;, —iK,ry —iKaT
a a a (UO 1U)=(—1)3e 1 1e 22e 3 3V123e lle 22e 33.
T107T,07T3

(6.31)

Integrating this expression, we obtain

T T. T.
Uy~ Nrymym3) U (1y1y73) —i fold'r'l fozdr'z fo3d’rgUO“l(T'l‘r'zrg)V123U(T'11"27"3)
=U(rm)U(rimy) + Ui U (1y73) + Ul (ryr3) U (ryr)
—UN () U (1) = UNr)U(r) = Ul (1)U (r3) 41 .
(6.32)

Multiplying by | W) and taking the limit as T1,T9,T3—> — o0, for |9, ) sharp in all three momenta, one
obtains the three-body relativistic Lippmann-Schwinger equation:
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1 1
W W ke koks)) = | Wik koks)) —
+ Wi eaka)) = [lkikaka)) = oGy Kt my ) —ie;
1 (+)
X Viss | Wk koks)) . 6.33
Kg—(k32~m32)ie3 123I H ( 172 3)> ( )

Taking the adjoint of Eq. (6.32) and operating on | ¥;,(k k,k3)), we obtain, for 7,75, 73— — o, the dual
relation

1 1
Wi (kikoky)) = W | Yk koksy)) —
| Wy '(k1kaks + | Yin(k1k2ks Ki—(k2+m 2 —ie; Ky—(ky>4+my?)—ie,
1 1
% 14 nlkikaks)) . 6.34
Ks—(ks’—msd)—ie; 123 | Yin(k1k2k3)) (6.34)

An iterative solution of Eq. (6.33) can be used (with the corresponding expression for | ¥i;’)) to define
the S matrix, or, following the method of Sec. V, the T matrix. This solution has the form of Eq. (5.27),
but with ¥’ [defined in Eq. (6.10)] in place of V, three Feynman propagators following each action of V’,
and an overall factor of (W)~

B. Thecase N>3

We now turn to the general case N > 3. Differentiating the equation

d
097,

[[7]) =d.([7D |[7]) (6.35)

i

an additional N —1 times, with respect to the other time parameters, we obtain
Y ’
i [T =V |17, (6.36)
or 1°°° oT, N
where Vy=V,, ... y is defined in Appendix 1 of I, and is shown there to be independent of the order of
the indices. Integrating with respect to each 7,, we obtain
(D=2 |[rlra—0a)+ X |[7lra—001—05) — -+ +(=1)¥|[0])

a a>b
=(=DN [ lar; [ dry oo [ an vy DIIPD) . (637)

Again, one may add all of the versions of Eq. (6.37) obtained by taking all semi-infinite integrals excluding
only the orthohedron (in Cartesian 7, - - - ,75 space) which has the out state | oo, * * * ,00 )= | Yoy} at one
corner. The resulting integral equation would contain all permissible crossed diagrams in its iteration expan-
sion. We shall, however, consider here only the equation obtained for [0]— —

D = 3 [ rdra—rad+ - (=D [ =(=DY [ ari [ ar - [ asvutrD| 17D -

a

(6.38)

As in Egs. (6.6) and (6.7), the inhomogeneous terms may all be related to |[7]) by means of wave operators
for j < N particle scattering processes:

iK9r iKOr iK9r —iKT —iK, T —iKyT
I[T]Ta—>——oo>=e 11,_,eaa_,,eNNQ(_'a_)Te M... 0 a’a ..., NNI\I/(H+)), (6.39)

Ka Ta

where an underline indicates that the factor is to be deleted. Inserting the factors e
of Q‘}:’T, and using its intertwining property, we obtain

| [1re— — 00 Y=Y (D | [7]) . (6.40)

—iK .
e %" on the right
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Similarly, we have

|[7lram> — 073 ) = eiK?Tl . eixg’fa . eiK,‘,’f,, . eiK,?,rN
XQ(ﬁb)Te —iKyTy e“"iKaTa .. e‘iKbTb e e_iKNTN l \P(H+)) (6.41)
and inserting the factors ¢KaTag ™ HaTa g Koo, ~HsTs 1 the right of the wave operator, we obtain
[717a—— w0, 75— — 00 ) = QN ([7]) | [7]) . (6.42)
+
Representing all of the inhomogeneous terms in Eq. (6.38) in this way, we write it as
T T
M (D D) = | ) =iV f_‘w dry--- f_’: dry V(7DD (6.43)
where ‘YW ([7]) is the Dirac-picture form of
a a<b a<b<c
[
including terms up to the (N — 1)-body wave [K2,™ W, ([0]]=0 (6.46)
operators. Since each of the Q‘f’ ") has unity as

for all a =1,... N, the S matrix conserves the indi-
vidual particle masses. Furthermore, since the
leading contribution to ‘YW 4 is unity, the leading
term in the expansion of the S matrix is
84(p1—p1) - - - 84(py—py). The operator

M. ([w]) can be calculated perturbatively using
an extension of the methods discussed earlier in
this section for the three-body case. Only wave

its dominant contribution for small potentials, a
simple application of the binomial theorem indi-
cates that V'W ,_ also has dominant contribution
unity [as in Egs. (6.9) and (6.15)].

The iterative expansion of Eq. (6.43) has essen-
tially the same form as Eq. (6.11), with N Feyn-
man propagators multiplying each (N-body) ampli-

tude, and operators for the cases n < (N —1)-body case are
V= V((N)Wl )=t (6.45) required for this calculation.
In the limit of sharp |;,), Eq. (6.43) reduces to

To calculate the S matrix from Eq. (6.43), the the analog of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation

limit [7]— co must be studied. Since for N-body scattering:
|
WL Ry k) = Lk k)
1 1

Vi | W5k -+ - ky)) .

(6.47)
An iterative solution of this equation has essentially the same form as that of Eq. (6.33), but each factor V"’
is accompanied by the product of N free Feynman propagators. With the corresponding expansion for
| W), the S matrix (or, following the method of Sec. V, the T matrix) can therefore be calculated pertur-
batively.
To obtain the direct formal solution of the scattering equation (6.47), consider the adjoint of the operator
relation associated with Eq. (6.36):
aN
ar 1°°° or N

K —(k24+myd)—ie K —(ky*—my?)—iey

Uy =i"u-viu, . (6.48)

Integrating this equation between (0,[ o ]), we may operate with the result on a sharp |;,) to obtain
QL2 N [ g(hy - ky)y= | Wk, -+ - ky))

1
=(N)W . k --'k (——I)N PN
+ [ Yl Ky N+ Ky —(ki*+m*)—ie
1 t
Va [ ¥inlky - - ky)) .
Ky —(ky>—my?) —i
N—(ky*—mpy*)—iey (6.49)




VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the classical theory of relativistic direct-
interaction dynamics it is not sufficient to specify
the generalized mass shells K,. The Hamiltonian
H= 3 A o,K, also requires the specification of the
®, in order to convert the many-time formalism to
a single-time formalism. This conversion is a
necessity on the classical level. It then leads to the
problem of finding w, compatible with both the
cluster property and the world-line condition.>!?

We have claimed in I that the conversion to a
single-time formalism is not necessary for a
quantum-mechanical scattering theory. The
present paper supports this claim. In particular,
we were able to prove (see Appendix) that for
N =2 the two formulations are, in fact, equivalent
and lead to identical S matrices; the expansions
(4.7) and (4.13) can be shown to be equal. But it is
the S matrix in the multitime form (4.13) that
yields diagrams similar to the Feynman diagrams
of quantum field theory.

For N =2 we also showed that the equivalence
of the two formulations implies the asymptotic
conservation of the particle masses. If the p,” of
the incident wave packets are concentrated at
Po’~—m,?, the p,? in the denominators of (4.13)
can be replaced by the (negative) squared masses.
The perturbation expansion then has a form closely
analogous to that of quantum field theory with
gauge-mediated interactions, as described by con-
ventional Feynman diagrams.

In the time-independent version of scattering
theory the two formulations lead to two different
but equivalent Lippmann-Schwinger-type equa-
tions, (5.6) and (5.12), only the former having the
form of the conventional nonrelativistic counter-
part.

Turning to the many-body case, N >3, we find
that, in general, a single-time formulation does not
emerge. The two-body subproblem, required for
the construction of the inhomogeneous terms of
the equation forming the basis for the perturbation
expansion, does not have the symmetry of the
two-body problem in the presence of one or more
of the other particles, e.g., in the three-body case,
1540, if particle 3 is present. Hence, the two-
body subproblem of an (N > 3)-body problem must
be solved in greater generality. In accordance with
the cluster decomposition property, the symmetries
of the (n < N)-particle subsystem are restored when
the N —n other particles are at large spacelike dis-
tances.
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The problem of a quantum-mechanical formula-
tion of the relativistic N-body problem (on the
first-quantized level) is, of course, an old one. The
extensive literature (much too large to be quoted
here) emphasizes especially the two-body system.
It is cast in a Hilbert space of L*R?). Our mani-
festly covariant formulation, however, led us to a
Hilbert space L%(R*) and a many-r formulation.
The physical significance of such a structure has
been studied elsewhere.!*

As we have shown here, the scattering theory of
this formulation of N-particle relativistic quantum
dynamics leads to an S matrix which is similar to
a quantum-field-theoretic S matrix, in which the 7
dependence has disappeared (all |7, | — ) and in
which the difference between L%R*) and L%(R®)
has become trivial (effectively sharp mass shells of
free particles). Our work can thus be compared
with that on pseudopotentials'® and on the eikonal
approximation.'® Also related is the multichannel
relativistic scattering theory by Coester,!” which
points toward future extension of our work. A
nice recent application within this general frame-
work (though to a bound state) is the treatment by
Crater and Van Alstine'® of the triplet quarkonium
system.

In I we have presented the basic equations of an
N-particle relativistic quantum dynamics that has
as its classical limit the generalized mass-shell
dynamics (Ref. 6 of I). In the present paper we
obtain the S matrix explicitly, show how it is ob-
tained from Lippmann-Schwinger-type equations,
and present its perturbation expansion.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix, we show that the expansions
(4.7) and (4.13) for the two-body S matrix (for the
case ©;=P,=P) are equivalent in each order.

We first remark that the momentum matrix ele-
ments of ® are of the form*
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(p1p2 | ® | pips ) =2m(—P*)%8(A-P)S* (P —P")®(A)) , (A1)

where A=p, —p| =p —p' is the momentum transfer.
The single-7 perturbation expansion for the wave function [from Eq. (4.5)]

(P1P2 I(Dlpllplz '
7 1/Jin(P1P2)
pi2+py° —Pl P

, , i( 2 2_p t2_ ’2) /2
Yp1p2;7)= Yin(p1p2) —2 f(dl’l Ndpy)e' 1Y TR TR

i(p.2 2_p'2_pt2
+4f (dpV)dp5V )dp )(dp’z)e'(pl +p,2=pi2—p52)1/2

<p1pzl<l>lp‘1”pz”><p1 P3| ®|pipy)
2 2 2 (12, (M2 _ ,2 ¢m(P1P2)+ (A2)
(P12 4P 2 —pi2 —py? —iedpi +p —py’—

then becomes
Yp1p2;T)= Yin(p1p2) —2m(—PH2 [ (dp')dp)8%P —P")
i(p2—pi2ir

X8(5(p12—p1H) — 5 (P2 =Py NB((py —p1 ) ) ~5—5—u(pipy)
D1 —P1 —l€

+@mA—P?) [ (dpi")dpy" ) dp’ )dp3)8(5(p1—pi ) — 3 (pr2—p?))

.2 pt2
X8(3 (P —pi*)— 5 (pi"? —p5?)BHP — PV)SH PV e P

E)((P1—p(11))l)§)((p( Pl)l)
in( ) , A3
(P12-P1 ze)(p(”z p'2 'ﬁ pipa)+ (A3)

where we have used the kinematical relation (for P =P’)
AP=5(p*~pi’)—5(p2*—p3?) .
The two-7 perturbation expansion of the wave function [from Eq. (4.12)],
, , i( 2_p12 i(p,2—p'2
Yp1posmima)=Yinlpip2)+ [ (dpi)dpy)e’ P T Te! P

(p1p2 |V |P1p2)
( 2_ '2__- ( 2__ 12_' )
D1 —p1 —ie)py"—pyr° —ie,

Yin(p1p2)
(n (1) , 10 =01 2m (02 —p)
+ [ (dp$V)dp$" )dp' Ndp e e

(p1p2 | V|P(11)P(21)><p(1”1’(21) | V|pipa)
(Pl —Dpi —151)(172 —D3 —162)(Pm2

. ( ’ l)
zel)(p(”"‘ plz_iez)l/’mpxpz

+00, (Ad)

can be compared to (A3) if we recall the definition (3.29) of ¥, for which we obtain
(pip2 |V |P1P2) = (012 =22 p1p2 | ® | PiP2)
+ [ @dpi")dps" ) pipz | @[ p1pS" Y pps | @ | pip3 ) - (A5)

The “Born term” of (A4), therefore, contains a contribution which is quadratic in ®, and must be com-
bined with the part of the second-order term which is second order in @ (this term contains third and fourth
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order in ® as well). Carrying out these steps, we obtain for (A4), using again (A1),

¢(p1p2;711'2)=1//in(p1p2)—27r(—P1)1/2f(dp';)(dp'2)84(P—~P’)8(%(p12~p'12)~%(p22—p'22))

ei(plz—p;2)(rl+'r2)

X

2 ’2
Py —p1 —1

- D((py —p3) ) inlp1p3)

+Q2mX(—P?) [ (dp{")dps" Ndp' Ndp3)8(5(pr2—p i) — 5 (pi?—p5")) .

X8(5(pi"? —p1?)—5(py'? —p5?6HP — P8PV —P')

X

(1)2

X [1—

(12
pr —

P —P12
pi’—ie

A R LeE) D((p; —pi")D(pPS" —pi))

(p12—pit—iel?

Yinlpip2)+ -0 . (A6)

The two terms in the large brackets in the second-order part arise, respectively, from the “Born term” in the
expansion (A4) and the part of the second-order term which is second order in ®; they combine to cancel
one factor of p;>—p;%—ie in the denominator. The resulting series then precisely coincides with the
single-7 expansion (A3) for 7=+, up to second order. The comparison of higher-order terms proceeds
in a similar way. The equivalence of the wave-function expansions order by order in perturbation theory,
for every 7=7;-+,, then implies the perturbative equivalence of the S-matrix expansions (4.7) and (4.13).
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