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Using “geometrical” inequalities similar to those of Martin for the partial waves f;(s) of
the 7'-70 amplitude in the Mandelstam triangle, we derive sets of inequalities, following from
positivity and analyticity alone, and involving only a finite number of the Balachandran dou-
ble partial-wave amplitudes a,;. Application of crossing symmetry gives further inequalities.
Similar inequalities are obtained from the more constraining positivity and analyticity in-

equalities for f;(s), given by Yndurain.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we derive a number of exact con-
straints on the 7°-7° scattering amplitude, follow-
ing from positivity and analyticity and from cross-
ing symmetry. This pursuit has received consid-
erable attention the past few years,'™ and results
derived by Martin* and others have been used to
test various model amplitudes for the 7-7 system.
As in the above work, the constraints derived here
consist of inequalities on the partial-wave ampli-
tudes f;(s) and on the “double” partial-wave ampli-
tudes a,, introduced by Balachandran and others.?
These inequalities are valid within the Mandelstam
triangle (s =0, >0, and #=0), and have implica-
tions for the physical amplitude once some form
of analytic continuation is assumed.

We start with the work of Martin* and derive in-
equalities following from positivity and analyticity
alone, relating only a finite number of partial
waves in the s channel. In Sec. II we briefly re-

view the aspect of Martin’s work that we require
and derive the inequalities given in (2.16). In Sec.
III we introduce the amplitudes a,, and derive in-
equalities relating a finite number of these ampli-
tudes, again a consequence of positivity and analy-
ticity only. In Sec. IV crossing symmetry is in-
corporated using the crossing matrix derived by
Balachandran et al.,® leading to a further set of
inequalities relating only a finite number of a,,’s.
In Sec. V, similar inequalities are derived from
an alternative constraint, giving a “tighter” in-
equality; these different forms are then compared.
These results and other implications are discussed
in Sec. VI.

II. INEQUALITIES ON PARTIAL-WAVE
AMPLITUDES

The starting point is the technique developed by
Martin® to derive crossing-symmetry constraints
on the partial-wave amplitudes f,(s) of the 7°-7°
scattering amplitude F(s,?) in the Mandelstam
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triangle 4> s,t, ©>0. (Energy units are such that
m2=1.)

Martin observes that F(s, t) obeys a fixed-s dis-
persion relation with two subtractions® (“analy-
ticity”),

2 (A (s, )dt’ w? e A (s, u)du’
Fis,0=00) 7 [T Ra Tyt [ S

(2.1)

for 0 <s <4, and that the ¢{-channel absorptive
part A,(s, ¢) is non-negative for >4 and 0 s s <4.
[This is “positivity,” and follows from the positiv-
ity of Imf,(f).] Symmetry under u-¢ interchange
implies A,(s,t)=A,(s, ). Putting x=cos¥b, z,
=(4+s)/(4-s), and A(s,cos6)=A,(s,?), Eq. (2.1)
becomes

Aol 2
F(s,t):C'(s)+lf dzA(s,z)?%( 1 +—1—>,
L z

Z—X Z2+X

(2.2)

from which follows the Froissart-Gribov defini-
tion of partial waves, viz., for even [>2 and
0ss<s4,

5= [ Qua(s, )z @.3)

Using the Christoffel-Darboux relation

1 -
e

L-1
3 @I+ 1)P,(0)Q,(2)
1=0

1 DA ) = P (904

) (2.4)

we can write F(s, t) as a truncated series F(s, x)
and a remainder R,(s, x):

F(S, t)=FL(s’x)+RL(s,x)’ (2-5)
Fy(s, x)= g(2l+ 1)f;(s)P,(x), (2.6)

Rys, x):—z-néfmA(s, 2)

% ZQL_I(Z)PL(X) - xPL_l(x)QL(z)
2% =2

dz .
2.7

Because A(s, x) 20 and Q,(z) >0 for z=>2z,>1, and
because 2Q,-,(2)/Q,(z) is an increasing function of
z, there are regions in the triangle in which
R,(s, x) has a definite sign, that of P,(x). For
1= x>0, these regions are bounded by the curves

Pyx)=0,

2oQp-1(20) _ *Pp(x) _ (2.8)

PG TR

as shown in Fig. 1. If we define a function

Py(x)2Q;,(2)/Q,(2) = xPyy (%)

¥y(x,2)= L )9l ’
(2.9)

we then get

Ry(s, %)= ;lr-fwﬁﬁz,(x, 2)Qu(2)A(s, 2)dz . (2.10)

%0

If

Hy(x, s) = supi,(x, 2)

hy(x, s)=inticy(x, 2) | OF PSSy @11a)
then

hy(%, S)f(s) SRy(s, x) <Hgx, s)f(s).  (2.11b)

Since 3C;(x, z) is continuous in z, it is notational-

4
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&
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1u_4-s cos 6 (units of my?)
V33

FIG. 1. The Mandelstam triangle, showing the curves
Py (x)= 0 (straight lines) and ¢, () = 0 (curved lines) for
a number of even L values, Between a straight line and
the corresponding curved line that coalesces with it as
s—~4, Ry (s,x) changes sign. (Only cos0=0 is shown,
because of the symmetry of the diagram about the line
u=t,)
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ly convenient to invoke (from the mean-value the-
orem) the existence of a point 2’ (z, <z’< ), such
that

RL(sy x) ZSCL(x9 Z')fL(S) .
Similarly define

L+1) %Py, (%) = 2@, (2)/Q1(2) Py(x)

Zz_xz ’

(2.11c)

Gux, 2)=(

(2.12)
with

G(x, s)=supG(x, z)
gi(x, s)=inf G (x, 2) } for z,sz<=, (2.132)
and a point z” such that

Ri(s, %) =G, (x,2")f1(s).

[ The recursion relations for the Legendre func-
tions show that @;(2)3C (x, 2) = G-, (x, 2)Q -,(2),
giving two equivalent forms for R,(s, x).]

Martin then shows that the uncertainty in R,(s, x),
defined by (G- g;)/P;(x), is a minimum on the
line ¢,(x)=0, and by considering the intersection
of lines (th(t, x,) and (pLs(s, x,), one set in the ¢
channel and the other in the s channel, obtains
crossing-symmetry inequalities relating f,(s) and
Sre(D).

We will consider truncated expansions F(s, x)
and F (s, x) in the s channel only, and observe
that

F(s,t)=Fs,x)+R(s,x)=F (s, x)+R [s, x),

(2.13Db)

so that we can obtain relations with only a finite
number of partial waves:
J
Fy.,=Fp=23(21+1)P,(x)f,(s)

=L
(2.14)

Using (2.11c¢) and (2.13b) with the “dummy” vari-
ables 2z’ and z"”, we obtain

=R, (s,x) = R,,,(s,x).

J-2
F;=Fp,,= 2, (21+1)P;(x)f,(s)

1=L+2
= G (%, 2")f1(s) =3C,(x, 2')f,(s), (2.15)

with z,(s) s2’, 2"<e, and -1 <x <1. These rela-
tions involve partial waves from f;(s) to f,(s) only.
By replacing 3¢, and G in (2.15) by H; or i, and
G, or g;, depending on the signs, we obtain linear
inequalities relating a finite number of partial
waves, as a consequence of positivity and analytic-
ity.

We commence by examining (2.14), and the sim-
pler case of choosing a region of s and x so that
R,,,(s,x) and R, (s, x) have definite, but opposite,

signs. The “tighter” inequalities, following from
(2.15) by varying 2’ and z”, will be discussed in
Sec. VI.

Let the sign of R, in a particular range of x be
€; [the sign of P, (x)]. We thenobserve from Fig. 1
that for a given pair L,J, with J > L, there exists
a region in which €+ €,,,=~1 (the intersection of
a region in which R; has a definite sign €, while
R,,, has the opposite sign). These regions may
be more readily identified in Fig. 2, where the
zeros and signs of P, (x) and the zeros of ¢, (x) are
displayed. The “worst” case, that of s=0, is
plotted; gaps between the bars are the intervals
in which R/ (s, x) changes sign, and are largest for
s=0; horizontal lines indicate s=0.2m,%. As s
approaches 4 the curve ¢ (x) moves towards x;,
the fixed zero of P,(x). The intersection of inter-
vals of definite sign for R, and R,,,, a <x<b,

RL(s,x) <0 —= RL(x=0
R (s,x)>0 P (x,8)=0

0.2 —

03—

04—

cos 8

0.5 [~

X
T

0.6 —

0.7 —

0.8 —

FIG. 2. A bar chart displaying the zeros of P; (x) and
¢ (x), and the sign of Ry (s,x), forx =0 and s= 0. A bar
to the left of the central line is R; <0, and to the right is
R; >0, while in the gaps the sign is uncertain. The lower
end (larger x) of each bar is an s-independent zero of
P; ), x5, while the upper end, a zero of ¢ (x), moves
with s towards x;,. A horizontal line in the gap indicates
s= O.2m7,2. (More s values are given for L = 2, showing
how the region of uncertain sign decreases with increas-
ing s.)
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giving €, €,,,= -1 is easily read off, and for an x
in this interval,

J
€L lzzz(2l+1)f’(s)P’(x)=€LRL_€LRJ+2>0'
(2.16)

For example, in the central region (-x;,x;),
bounded by the pair of zeros of P,(x) closest to 0,
€, =(-1)"2, As L increases, x, decreases, so
that —x; < -x,,,<0<x,,,<x;, and thus both R,
and R;,, have definite signs in (=%;,,, X,.5,).

The simplest version of this is for L=J:
€, (2L+1)P, (x)f,(s)>0. But €,P;(x)>0, so that
fL(x)>0, as anticipated.

If J=L+4, €,,,=—€ in the central region
(=%z.¢ %1+6), and we have three adjacent partial
waves related:

(2L +1)| PL(x)IfL(S) - (2L +5)| PL+z(x)lfL+2(s)
+ (2L+9) | PL+4(x)lfL+4(s)> 0 .
(2.17)

In order to relate two adjacent partial waves, we
go to an off-central region. With L=2 and J=4
we see that R,<0 for x<0.577, while R;>0 for
0.285< x<0.661 (which is true for all s>0; x goes
down to 0.238 if s=4). So for x in (0.285,0.577)
[or (0.238,0.577) if s=4],

| 5P, (x)| f,(s) = 9P,(x)f,(s)>0. (2.18)

This is nontrivial if P,(x)>0, i.e.,x<0.33. Then

0<f,/f,<|5P,/9P,|=c, which is most constraining

as x approaches ¢4(x) =0, the lower end of the in-

terval. For s=0, ¢=2.28 while for s=4, ¢=1.35.
This is to be compared with the result*

La(s) Q4(20) _ ;1 if s=0 (2.19)

5(s) " @,(z5) | ~0.19/22 as s~4

or the weaker results,* also derived by Yndurain’
and Common,®

/48)

L5 i_zc z 1 if s=0 (2.20)

~0.25/2,2 as s—4%;

where u, =2, + (2,2 = 1)*2. So at best, our inequality
is too “slack” by a factor of about 23. On using
(2.15) we improve the result considerably. We
need to account for the threshold zero of f,(s) as s
approaches 4, which is done in (2.19) and (2.20).
Similar results hold true for the inequalities in-
volving more [ values; they are not as tight a test
of analyticity and positivity as are those given by
Yndurain’ and are clearly only a necessary condi-
tion for positivity. Their importance is that they
are linear constraints, and that the coefficients of
fi(s) only involve s in a simple “geometrical” way,

which enables us to write a relation valid for all s,
with s-independent coefficients. It is, in particu-
lar, this latter fact that allows us to derive in-
equalities relating a finite number of a,,’s.

III. INEQUALITIES ON THE DOUBLE
PARTIAL-WAVE AMPLITUDES

We now explicitly display the s dependence of
the partial-wave amplitudes by expanding the scat-
tering amplitude in a double partial-wave series
introduced by Balchandran and collaborators.® We
will content ourselves with the spinless equal-
mass case, although the formalism has been ex-
tended to include spin and unequal mass.® A com-
bination of helicity amplitudes having positivity
properties analogous to those of the 7°-7° ampli-
tude has been exhibited by Martin and Mahoux,*°
and Case!! has used the result to derive inequali-
ties for the general case, similar to those below.
His inequalities, however, use no more than the
equivalent of f;(s) =0; the generalization of our
“higher” inequalities will be extended to this case
of unequal mass and spin in a later publication.
Other inequalities for the spinless case, expressed
in terms of integrals over f;(s),'? also use only
fi(s)=0.

In our energy units, the s-channel basis func-
tions which have simple crossing properties and
are orthogonal over the Mandelstam triangle are®

St (s, t)=<‘_1_4_-_s>’ P,‘,Z’“"’)(SZ—z)P,(xs). 3.1)

The crossing-invariant inner product for two func-
tions g(s, ¢) and k(s, ?) is

(e(s, 0,5, 0= [ [ "G ol =5 = 1gH(s, (s,
0 0

adsf4-s\ (1 dx
[5G s,

(3.2)

and the basis functions have the simple orthogonal -
ity property

GILGYIN (3‘3)

(Sk (s, 1), Sk(s, t))=mm-

We then expand the scattering amplitude as

F(s,t) =f:(2l+ l)iZ(rH 1+1)a,

X (94;3->l Pf,""°)<§2_—2>P,(x) , (3.4)
£i(s) =2°:: 2+ 1+1)ay, (4 : s)' p§“'°>(s—-2‘—z>, (3.5)
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where a=21+1 for convenience. A similar expan-

sion in the ¢ channel is possible, giving amplitudes

b,;. These are related to a,, by a finite-dimension-
al crossing matrix G, o=n+1,

g
Ao1,1= IZ: Cl(;’bo—l’,lU (306)
=0
where
Sp=2(0+1)KJ20 +1), 3.7

and K3 =(S} (s, ), SI/(¢, 8)), with w’' +'=0=n+1, is
given explicitly in Ref. 5. Crossing symmetry,
F(s,t)=F(t,s), then implies a,,=b,,.

We now insert (3.5) into (2.16), and multiply by
a function [ (4 — s)/4]*** which is positive in the in-
terval 0 <s <4. Integrating over s, we obtain

J L
€L2(2l+ 1)P, (x)z X 2(n+1+1)
1=L n=0

“ds(4=s\""*M wo)/S—2
ST )

(3.8)

The Jacobi polynomials P{*°)(x) are orthogonal
over (-1,1) with weight w,(x)= (1 —= x)® so that the
integral in (3.8),

Dt = n+l+1)f dx(1 -

Two(x) P (%),
(3.9)

2k+l+2

is zero for k large enough to make up the weight
wo(x) yet leave a polynomial of degree less than 7n:

D=0 ifn>k-120. (3.10)

So if £ >J (the maximum value of [ in the sum),
the sum on # becomes finite and we finally have

k=1
eLZ) (21+1)P,(x Z} a,, D%, >0 (3.11)
for any k=J and any xE€ (a, b), the interval in
which R, and R,,, have fixed, opposite signs. The
value of 0 =# +[ ranges from L to k=J.
The numbers Df, are easy to obtain from the ex-
plicit forms of the Jacobi polynomials, or numeri-

cally via recursion relations. The first few are

Di=2(1+1)/(R+1+2),

1,—2(l+2)(l—k)/[(k+l+2)(k+l+3)] (3.12)
_ (I+1)(a+2) 2(I1+2)(a+2)
D;,—2(1+3)[ (k+1+2)  (k+1+3)
(l+2)(a+4)]
* (I+k+4) |-

We thus obtain sets of inequalities on the q,,,
following from positivity and analyticity alone, in
which we can vary the number of [/ and % values.

Varying x in its allowed range will change the
coefficients somewhat, but it is usually evident
what value is most “useful,” as in Sec. II for Eq.
(2.18).

The first few inequalities are simple and inter-
esting. For L=J, Eq. (3.2) is

k=L
€,2L+1)Py(x E a, . D:>0. (3.13a)
But €, P, (x)> 0 in (a, b), so that
k=L
2 @D >0 (3.13b)
n=0

So for k=L, a,; D¢, >0, and from (3.12), D&, >0,
giving

a,;>0. (3.13c)
For k=L+1,

Ay, DL +a, DEFY>0), (3.14a)
ie.,

2(L+1)ag, —ay,>0. (3.14b)
For k=L+2,

ay DE?+a,, DY2 va,, DEF2>0 . (3.14c)

Consider now J=L+2, k> L+2, and x chosen as
for Eq. (2.18); then

k=L

€, (2L+1)P,(x) Y a,, DL,
n=0

k=L-2

+€,(2L+5)Py,5(%) 2, a, Dy >0.
n=0

(3.152)

Set k=L +2; then recalling €; P;(x)>0 and x chosen
so €,P;,,<0, we have

(2L+1)|Pp(x) H. %LDgZZ + axLngz'*'azLDzL;z

—(2L+5)| Ppyy(x)| @yp4oDor 22> 0.

Notice that {- - -}>0 from (3.14c), and also
D¢t 2,a,1,,>0 from (3.13¢), so that this inequality
is not trivially satisfied.

As pointed out by Case,'* instead of multiplying
by a particular positive polynomial, we can use
Lukdcs theorem® to express any polynomial P,(s)
of order m which is positive in the interval
0<s<4, as

(3.15b)

P, (s)=s[A(s)]?+(4 = s)[B(s)? (m odd)
or (3.16)
P,(s)=[C(s)P+s(4~-s)E(s)P (m even),

where A(s), B(s), C(s), and E(s) are any real poly-
nomials of s. Then, if a function F(s) is positive,
the integral



| eo

4ds

| Z—F(s)Pm(s) >0. (3.17)
We expand the polynomials A(s), B(s), C(s), and

E(s) as polynomials in the variable y= (4 — s)/4,

with coefficients «;, B;, v;, and J;, respectively,

as follows:

mA . nB .
A(s)= 3 ayy', B(s)= 3 By}, ete. (3.18)
L=0 L=0

These coefficients are arbitrary real numbers.
Then if we put

wif = [ ! d—:X(s)F(s)<4 ;s)“i (3.19)

and

X(s)=1, s, (4-s)/4, or s(4-5)/4, (3.20)
the positivity of the quadratic form

Z}wijai a;

i

for an arbitrary set of numbers {a;} leads to the
positivity of all the determinants:

+
wM,M wM,M+1 wM,N M
LX(‘(M)M
+ +N,M+1 +N,M+N
wM N, M wM N, M+ wM N,

(3.21)

In particular, Dy(M,0)=w'">0 for all M > 0.
Now if F(s) is that polynomial leading to Eq.
(3.8), we see that instead of D?;, we should con-

sider the more general moments

22 4
M &y = 2n+1+ 1)f f%fx(s)
[

4-s\" Lo f5=2
x<4 ) P < . ) (3.22)

Obviously,
E,T"(il.j)nl=l)rir:,j--l; (3.233.)
m(ij_s)", =Dyi|:j ’ (3231’))
and since s/4=1- (4 -s)/4, we see that
m(gnl =m(i1j)nl - s')'n(i;.—s)nl = Dril;j-l - D:n.;j s (3'243)

while

. e Cen et miei  ies
MEdims) 7 omi =M g1 =MDy’ =Dy’ = D7t

(3.24b)

Apart from the determinantal inequalities which
are more general, the simple linear inequality
w'¥ >0 has a relation of further interest con-
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tained in it; Eq. (3.23) duplicates the previous re-
sult, Eq. (3.11) (k=2M -1 if odd, %=2M if even),
but (3.24) leads in a similar fashion to

+1-1

7 k-1 k
€ E(2l+1)P,(x)<Z) a,, Dt - an,D§;‘>>0.
1=L n=0 0

(3.25)

Combining this with (3.11), we get the additional
set of inequalities

k=l
[Fl=6 3 U+ DP(x) 3 a,, Dii> €,
n=0

-
S}

kR+1-1

X D @I+DPL(Y) Y an DE>0.  (3.26)
n=0

-

-~

Thus for k=J=L we have

o, D> a0 D5+, DY >0 (3.27)
and for k=L +1,

a0 Dy +ay DYt > a0, D3 + @y DI+, Dy 2> 0.

(3.28)
In fact, we have an infinite chain of inequalities
for a given L, J, and x; that is, for any 2> J

[E]>[k+1]>[k+2]>+-+>0 (3.29)

and each bracket involves only a finite number of
Ay’ S.

IV. APPLICATION OF CROSSING SYMMETRY

Further inequalities are derived from those of
Sec. III by the application of crossing symmetry.
Using the crossing matrix, Eq. (3.6), to rewrite
the inequalities in terms of the {-channel ampli-
tudes b,;, we then introduce crossing symmetry
by the identification b,; =a,;.

Equation (3.11) becomes

J k=1
[kf°=e, 3 (20 +1)P,(0) 3 DY, f, CZr by >0,
1=L n=0 1’=0

(4.1)

where o=n+1=n'+1" and only even values of / and
1’ enter. It is important to note that only values of
o from L to k are involved, and of course that the
S-wave ' =0 enters.

For low values of L, J, and k only a few b,,’s
appear, giving fairly simple relations. If k=L =J,
Eq. (3.26) becomes

L L
L L L+1 L
Dy 'Z)th'bL-z',x'>DoL 22 Crirbpoyr e
170 1750

L=1
L+1 L+1 .
+DEIY 35 Cit by, ur >0 >0,
17=0

(4.2)
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If no subtractions are needed (I,=0), as suggested
in Ref. 6, we can have L=0 in (4.2):

D3Cioboo > DoCooboo + D1gCaobyo >+ +>0, (4.3)
while the uncrossed (3.11) gives
Diottgo> Doottgy + D3ty >+ + +>0. (4.4)

If we now use crossing symmetry, b,,=a,; and
the numerical values of the D’s and C’s from (3.12)
and (3.7), we have two inequalities: from analytic-
ity and positivity,

Qoo > 5000 — 581> 0, (4.5a)
and from crossing symmetry,

Qoo > 300+ % 016> 0. (4.5b)
Manipulating, we get

oo™ = Q10> =204, (4.6a)
and

4ay,> = a15> =20y, . (4.6Db)

The tighter constraint is that following from
analyticity and positivity alone, (4.6a). The lower
bound of -2a,, may be increased by including more
a,;’ s by using larger k values, as in (3.29). If
(4.6a) is violated from above, we may be able to
conclude that subtractions are necessary or that
our amplitude does not have positivity and analytic-
ity properties at all, depending on whether or not
inequalities for higher L are violated.

The inequality for L =J =2 is valid for /,<2, and
(38.11) is then

D2 ay,>Dyy’ ag + Dy a,>0 4.7
while (4.2) becomes
Do (5820 @z) > Do (50 +5 Ggz)
+D 3 (305, — §a30) >0.
(4.8)

The S-wave parts a,, in (4.8) do not appear in
(4.7), and so immediate comparison is impossible.
However, if the numerical values of our D-wave
parts a,, do satisfy (4.7), we can use them succes-
sively to bound the possible S-wave barts using
the inequality (4.8).

As we go to higher L, many more inequalities,
involving higher values of o=n+[, must be simul-
taneously satisfied, and in each case the use of
the crossed inequalities [#]° enables us to relate
the S-wave components to the remainder.

For the special case of L=J we define

kR~-L

[k]L= gDﬁLanL, 4.9

which involves ¢ from L to k. The crossed bracket

[®]S.is similarly defined with C{,. inserted and
summed over I’.

Consider, for example, L and L+2. From
(3.29), for L=J we have the pair of chains

[L]>[L+1]>[L+2],>[L+3]> -+ >0,
(4.10)
[L+2]L+z>[L+3]L+z>' ++>0,
while for J= L+2 we have the coupled inequalities
(for appropriate range of x)

(2L +1)| Py (x)[[L+2],=(2L+5)|Py+2x|[L+2],,,
>(@2L+1)|Py(x)|[L+3],— (2L +5)| Pp,,(x)|[L+3]

L+2

>eee>0. (4.11)

The expressions [L+2],, [L+3];, [L+2];,,, and
[L+3],,s involve ¢ from L to L+3, and when
crossed add ina,, , , and 4,4 , (others already ap-
pear in lower inequalities).

Combining (4.10) and (4.11) with crossing, we
have the nontrivial constraint involving a;,, , and
ay.5 o in terms of the other a,, with n+I<L+3:

@L+1)[ P () L+2]g -[L+3]3)
>(2L+5)] Py, (%) (L +2]p =[L+3]2,,)
>0. (4.12)

V. TIGHTER INEQUALITIES

As exemplified near the end of Sec. II, the in-
equalities derived above are only necessary con-
straints, and are not the “tightest” possible. In
this section we obtain similar inequalities for the
a,,’s, based on a result of Yndurain,” who consid-
ered the power-moment problem related to the
Froissart-Gribov definition (2.3) of the partial
waves

2 0
fi(s)==]  Als, 2)Q(2)dz, (5.1)
20
where A(s, 2z) is a non-negative function for z,(s)
sz<woand 0 ss <4, z,=(4+s)/(4 -s).
Using the representation for @,(z) given by

Q,(z):fmde[zwt(zz—1)1/2cosh8]""1, (5.2)
o]
an associated moment problem may be defined by
()= az Bls, 2127, (5.3)
ug
with uy(s) = 2, +(z,2 - 1)*”2 and B(s, z) non-negative.

By identifying it as a Hausdorff moment problem,’
the set of inequalities

8 1(5) = i(’”)(—l)ff“z,-(s) (ul)a 0

i=o\J

(5.4)
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are obtained for all m >0 and even [>],, neces-
sary and sufficient for non-negative B(s, z).

We will use this expression much in the way
(2.16) was used to obtain inequalities on the a,,’s.

Now #,(s)=(4+s+4Vs)/(4 =s)=1, and as in Sec.
III, we need the s-dependent coefficients (here
~u}) to be simple enough to make the moment inte-
grals of (3.19) simple enough to cut off with a finite
number of a,,’s for each k.

We may replace uy(s) in (5.4) by any function
u,(s) such that u,(s) Swuy(s) for 0 <s <4, This fol-
lows from Eq. (5.3) because (z72)***(u,™% - z72)"
is positive for u, Su, <z<». Equation (5.4) now
becomes only the necessary condition (with changes
in summation indices, and removal of common

factors)
J

(J- L)/2> (1-D)/2 1
()P e =0, 69
with even L, J= [,

If we put u,(s)=1, we have a result very similar
to (2.16), with €,(21+1)P,(x) replaced by

<Ei:]3)//22> (=1)(-Dr,

Again, we have not canceled the threshold zero,
fi(s)~(4 - s)! as s—4, resulting in “slack” inequali-
ties.

However, if we put u,(s)=4/(4 —s) Suy(s), we do
cancel this zero and obtain a tighter constraint;
this form still permits the integration in a simple
manner.

With f,(s) given by (3.5), we multiply (5.5) by
[(4 = s)/4]#*!, and integrate over s:

J

2l e W

I=L
ds(4=s\*" 1.0 (5=2)
X.L 7(‘?) P =520,

(5.6)

If M >2J, we can terminate the n=M - 21, as in

Sec. III. This integral gives, in fact, D¥™*~!

[Eq. (3.9)]. We then have

J M=21
{M}E,; (E‘ZI:II:))//22>(-1)“'L’/ZZO D¥'a, >0,
(5.7)

with M = 2J, to be compared with (3.11).

By considering the more general moments lead-
ing to (3.29), we obtain the chain of inequalities
{My={M+1} ={M+2}=---20, (5.8)

which hold for a given L, J and M = 2J.
The principal difference between (5.7) and (3.11)

(apart from the obvious absence of x, and its
associated range) is that for a given L, J and
minimum M or k, about twice as many a,,’s enter
into (5.7). In fact, if M=2J, then a,, for n=0,...,
2(J — ) and all values of o from L to 2J —L are
represented in (5.7), while for k=J, then a,,,
n=0,...,J -l and all values of 0 from L to J ap-
pear in (3.11). These are the same for the sim-
plest case of L =J. This has the consequence that
many more a,,’s are “mixed” in by crossing in
the manner of Sec. IV.

If we now define, for L=Jand M = 2L,

M~2L

{Ml= 2 Dii*a,.>0, (5.9)
n=0

then with M - L=k > L, we regain (3.13b), with
the identification

{e+ LY =[k]y; ie., {Mb=[M-L],.

Then if J=L+2, M>2J=2L+4, Eq. (5.7) gives
{M}, -{M},, , =0, which is
M~L),-[M-L-2],,,20. (5.10)
This means that the chain of inequalities
[L+4],-[L+2);,,=[L+5],-[L+3],,,2°- 20

(5.11)

is to be compared with (4.11).
If we pick the closer approximation,

u(s)=(4+5s)/(4=5s)=2,(s)=4/(4 ~5s),

(5.6) becomes
J

R oo Bt

=L
‘ds 4—3”*1<4+s>' (Z,HO)(s-Z
XL 71—(—-———4 > s P, 5 )20.

(5.12)
Now we expand

(-2 B (o
(5.13)

and thus obtain the improved constraint inequality

(B By eneonr 3o (1)

1=L

Mar =1

2 : nM+r=1
X Dnl Qny =0 ’
n=0

(5.14)
with M = 2J to ensure that the sum is finite. Again,
the application of crossing using (3.7) will “mix”
in all a,; values for =0 to M - [, and 0 now ranges
from L to M =2J, more than in the previous two
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cases.

Approximating the numerator of u,(s) by some
better rational function of s will give an even
better inequality, with a larger number of a,,’s.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have presented a number of inequalities,
based on successively tighter positivity and analy-
ticity constraints, which involve only a finite num-
ber of a,,’s; this number increases with the tight-
ness of the constraint. Applying crossing symmetry
via the crossing matrix leads to further inequali-
ties which may be used either to test deviation of
a given model from crossing symmetry, or to suc-
cessively determine approximate values of some
a,,’s given others, in particular, to determine the S
wave if two subtractions are needed, as expected.*

The approach presented here will provide a sim-
ple generalization of the inequalities for combina-
tions of helicity amplitudes, given by Case,'* by
incorporating more of the constraint due to positiv-
ity and analyticity.

Using the q,,’s is really a particularly useful
parametrization of the s dependence of the f;(s)’s
within the Mandelstam triangle, especially signifi-
cant when we wish to consider crossing symmetry.
The original “geometrical” inequalities given by
Martin* compare the partial waves at various
points within the triangle, and some statement
about their s dependence is required. We simply
specify how many a,,’s are significant, and this
specifies how “smooth” the s dependence is, while
still retaining the threshold zero and facilitating
crossing. This expansion is also useful outside of
the triangle, when combined with partial-wave dis-
persion relations,® and Grassberger!* uses it to
obtain inequalities on the left-hand discontinuity
in these relations, from positivity and crossing.®

It was noted in Sec. II and Ref. 2 that the “geo-
metrical” Martin inequalities on f,(s) may be tight-
ened by using the actual bounds on the remainders

MARTIN L. GRISS 3

R, (s, x), rather than only their signs. In fact, one
is able to replace (2.18) by the stronger form
[from (2.15) with J= L +2]

G (x, 2")f1(s) —JCL+z(x,z’) L+z(s)=0 ’ (6.1)
giving the ratio

fL+z(s)= QL(x,z”)

fL(s) JCL+z(x,Z’) ’
with

(6.2)

2,(s) <2’y 2"<.
Using the result presented after (3.13b) we obtain

fL+2(s) - QL+2(Z”) :K;L+2(x; Z")
fL(s) QL(Z”) JCL+2(x;Z,)‘

We are now to vary 2’ and z” to maximize the
right-hand side, giving an upper bound, and to
choose x so that the ratio is in fact positive and

is the least upper bound. It turns out that this
condition occurs when both 2z’ and z"— z,(s), giving
again the result (2.19).

We may similarly consider J>L+2, and from
(2.15) obtain a result involving @,(z')/Q.(z") which
will go as z;7"%) as 2z’ and 2" — z,; however we
will not obtain the correct powers 2% in each co-
efficient to compensate for the threshold zero at
s=4, only one over-all factor. This again indicates
that the “geometrical” inequalities, at best, are
not as constraining a test of positivity and analytic-
ity as the (“almost” sufficient) conditions of Yndu-
rain.’

(6.3)
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An infinite number of inequalities are derived for integrals over the s- and p -wave 1 am-
plitudes in the interval 0 <s <4m,? in terms of the 7 total cross sections and other experi-
mentally accessible data. The main ingredients in the derivations are crossing symmetry,

0.0

the positivity of the evenl =2 partial waves of the reactions n’r®— 7970 and 7%%%— 7*7~ in the
interval 0<s 54m,rz, and some known bounds on the crossed-channel absorptive parts of
these reactions. It is shown that if the partial-wave sum over any subset of n'r%— 7070 par-
tial waves is itself invariant under permutations of s, ¢, and », and this subset contains the
s wave, then the entire 77%— 770 amplitude has to vanish identically. (Actually, a some-
what stronger result is proved for the amplitudes of both the processes 7%%— 797 and %0
— w1~ or for any linear combination of these amplitudes with positive coefficients.)

I. INTRODUCTION

Some years ago, Martin® proved that the partial-
wave amplitudes with angular momenta /> 2 of the
processes m°1° -~ 7°7° and 7°7° - 7* 7~ are non-nega-
tive when the square of the center-of-mass energy
s is restricted to be in the region 0 <s <1, (We
take the pion mass m, to be 3 and denote the Man-
delstam variables by s, ¢, and «.) Later work by
Common and by Yndurain®? extended Martin’s re-
sults and revealed a more refined set of inequali-
ties for these partial waves. General methods for
studying the crossing properties of partial waves
have been developed by Balachandran et al. and by
Modjtehedzadeh.® In this and subsequent papers,
we will use the positivity properties of the partial
waves due to Martin, Common, and Yndurain, in
conjunction with the crossing properties of the par-
tial waves of four-body processes studied by Bala-
chandran et al. and some other known properties of
scattering amplitudes, to derive an infinite number
of integral inequalities for the 77 partial waves.
The emphasis in the present work will be on stating
simple algorithms for writing down inequalities

which involve only the s and p waves. Further,
the Common-Yndurain refinement of the Martin in-
equalities will be completely ignored here. For
these reasons, the results will not be exhaustive.
(A preliminary account of this research has been
reported elsewhere.*) In a second paper, we will
develop suitable elementary (and therefore incom-
plete) algorithms for deriving partial-wave inequal-
ities, taking advantage of the work of Common and
Yndurain, while in a third paper, an attempt will
be made to state systematically all such inequali-
ties which follow from crossing symmetry and the
Martin-Common-Yndurain positivity properties of
the partial waves, For similar and occasionally
overlapping research, we refer the reader to
Piguet and Wanders, to Roskies, and, most re-
cently, to Pennington.®

Some unanticipated insights provided by these in-
equalities refer to the allowed crossing properties
of partial-wave sums over subsets of partial waves.
They are partially described below and merit atten-
tion since they indicate some possible difficulties
in enforcing crossing symmetry and unitarity in
any model.



