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Assuming constant but unequal asymptotic total cross sections for particle-particle and
particle-antiparticle collisions, it is proved within axiomatic field theory that the scattering
amplitude must have infinitely many zeros in a certain narrow angular region of the ¢ plane
containing the physical region ¢ =0. It is shown further that this region cannot be made nar-
rower without additional assumptions. These results are also valid for a more general class
of scattering amplitudes, including those saturating the Froissart bound.

I. INTRODUCTION

The data on high-energy total cross sections ob-
tained at Serpukhov® have raised the possibility of
experimental violation of the Pomeranchuk theo-
rem, 2 and have led several authors to investigate
its implications and to propose models of scatter-
ing amplitudes incorporating such a violation.®:*
Some of these models® have the feature that they
predict an oscillation of the differential cross sec-
tions at near-forward angles. If such an oscillation
were an intrinsic feature of all these amplitudes,
it would of course be of considerable experimental
interest. More recently, however, other models*
have been proposed in which such an oscillation
does not appear in the cross section, although it
still appears in the derivative of the cross section
with respect to ¢ (momentum transfer squared).

In any case, in all these models, the scattering
amplitudes have infinitely many zeros, all collaps-
ing onto the origin ¢=0 at the rate (Ins)™% as s—,
either along the negative real axis,  or through the
complex region.* Thus it will be interesting to see
to what extent the properties of zeros of the Pom-
eranchuk-theorem-violating amplitudes can be de-
termined in a model-independent fashion. The main
purpose of this paper is to give an answer to this
question within the framework of axiomatic field
theory.

The first useful information on the zeros of the
scattering amplitude was obtained several years
ago by Bessis, ® who showed that, within axiomatic
field theory, any scattering amplitude F(s, {) (not
restricted to the Pomeranchuk-theorem-violating

3

one), which does not become purely real in the
high-energy limit, cannot have zeros within a cir-
cle of radius Cy(Ins)™2, where C, is a positive con-
stant determined by the asymptotic behavior of
F(s, t) for s—+0, |t|<t,. By adapting Bessis’s re-
sult to the Pomeranchuk-theorem-violating ampli-
tude, Eden and Kaiser® have recently shown that
such a constant C, can be found in this case, too.
They have shown further that one can find another
constant C,, which is a finite multiple of C,, such
that F(s, {) has at least one zero within the ring

G, C
(Ins) (Ins)?"

Their proof is based on the observation that, if the
domain (1) has no zero of F(s, t) for arbitrarily
large C,, one inevitably runs into contradiction with
unitarity. They have shown further that the number
of zeros in (1) will increase as C, increases. Un-
fortunately, this result does not tell us in what part
of the ¢ plane these zeros are located. By sharp-
ening the technique of Ref. 6, however, we have
been able to show that some of these zeros must
lie on the left half ¢ plane.™®

Through these investigations it has become in-
creasingly clear that the requirement that the scat-
tering amplitude violates the Pomeranchuk theorem
is so restrictive that it determines the analytic
property of F(s, t) to a considerable extent. For
example, as was shown by Arafune and Sugawara, ®
in the 0<t<¢, region, ImF(s, {) has a lower bound
which is qualitatively very similar to the well-
known upper bound.

The most striking manifestation of this strong re-

5 <|t|<

(1

3185



3186 AUBERSON, KINOSHITA, AND MARTIN 3

striction, however, is that the function defined by

F(r)= lim F(s, - {,7(Ins)~?%)

R PN B 2)

where ReF (s, 0)~C’slns, ImF(s,0)~C’’s, is not only
analytic in 7 but is actually an entire function of
order 3. (The precise meaning of lim,,,, will be
specified later.) This result is derived from ana-
lyticity and unitarity of axiomatic field theory and
does not require any extra assumption. As far as
this point is concerned, Casella’s guess® has there-
fore been justified. It is an immediate consequence
of the nonintegral order that f(7) must have infinite-
ly many zeros.!® Thus we have recovered (and gen-
eralized) in a very simple way the result of Eden
and Kaiser.®

Actually these results are not restricted to the
amplitudes that violate the Pomeranchuk theorem.
The function f(7) defined by (2) is entire for any
scattering amplitude that satisfies the condition®*

ImF(s, 0)

s(lns)? _—IF(s, I

<const for s>s,. (3)

In particular, scattering amplitudes saturating the
Froissart bound [i.e, 0,,,(s)~C(lns)?] belong to this
class.

In Sec. Il we show that f(7) of this class is an en-
tire function of order % and of finite type # 0. The
fact that f(7) is square-integrable (a consequence
of unitarity) enables us to express it in terms of
certain integral representations. One of these rep-
resentations can be readily turned into an eikonal-
like representation. This is studied in Sec. III. We
examine the distribution of (infinitely many) zeros
of f(7) in Sec. IV. In particular we show that f(7)
must have infinitely many zeros in the neighborhood
of the positive 7 axis (i.e., negative ¢ axis) defined
by

1
(In|7])(In In|7[)**-(n In---In|7])’

lo]< (4)
where 6 =argr, and the logarithm is taken n times
in the last (nth) factor, » being any positive integer.
Furthermore we show that it is not possible to im-
prove this domain without making some additional
assumptions. This means that scattering ampli-
tudes which are subject to no condition other than
(3) are not required in general to have zeros on the
negative ¢ axis, or produce visible oscillations in
the differential cross section. Of course this does
not prevent us from finding oscillating cross sec-
tions for some amplitudes of the class defined by
(3) which are subject to additional constraints. For
instance, Roy'? has noticed that, if the ratio
(A0,)?/0, is larger than some critical value, *2
oscillations must be present in the cross section.

He has found in particular that, if the scattering
amplitude saturates the Froissart bound strongly,
i.e., it is as large as is allowed theoretically,™* all
zeros of the limit function f(7) must lie on the real
7 axis. We shall give an alternative proof of this
result of Roy’s at the end of Sec. IV,

In Appendix A we sketch the proof of the “Paley-
Wiener” theorem for the Hankel transform stated
in Sec. II. Appendix B gives a derivation of Eq.
(28) needed in Sec. III. Appendix C is devoted to a
sketch of an explicit construction of the entire func-
tions discussed in Sec. IV.

II. ANALYTIC PROPERTY OF f(r)

In order to avoid unnecessary complications we
shall restrict ourselves to the elastic scattering of
spin-zero particles of equal mass. Let F(s, t) be
the invariant scattering amplitude normalized as

do 1
— =~ |F(s, 1) [? (5)
dt 167s

for sufficiently large s. It is shown within axiomat-
ic field theory that!®

(i) F(s, {) is holomorphic in the disk || <¢, for
any s in the cut s plane, where {, is a constant less
than or equal to the {-channel threshold;

(ii) F(s, t) is bounded by Cs” for |t|<t, and
§ = +00;

(iii) F(s, t) satisfies unitarity in the s channel.

From these properties it follows that F(s, t) sat-
isfies the bound®

[F(s, )| < [4na,(s)/1,)/? sins exp[(|t]/1,)!/ ?ns]
(6)

for |t]<t,.
As is well known, the Pomeranchuk-theorem-
violating amplitudes behave asymptotically as®

F(s,0)~{gs+Cslns, O<|c]<(4,m/t0)1/z, (1)

where o is the total cross section. Actually we may
weaken this asymptotic behavior and require it only
for some sequence of real points {s;| s;~ +»} dense
at infinity.

We note that F(s, 0) with the asymptotic behavior
(7) satisfies also the inequality

ImF(S, 0) <Co for s> 5, (8)

sns) T5 (s, o) F ©

where C, is a positive constant. As is shown in the
following, this is the crucial relation in determin-
ing the analytic property of Pomeranchuk-theorem-
violating amplitudes in the high-energy limit. In
fact, insofar as (8) is satisfied, the result of this
paper applies to any scattering amplitude, whether
it is of the form (7) or not. Besides the Pomeran-
chuk-theorem-violating amplitudes, the class of
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amplitudes defined by (8) contains scattering am-
plitudes that saturate the Froissart bound. In this
case the inequality (8) is satisfied in another way:

F(s,0)~ (ia + p)s(Ins)?,

4n 4ma \Y/? __«a (9)
0<as—to—, |B|$( to) , Co_a2+82'

Let us now introduce
_ F(s, - t,7(Ins)™?)
T6D=""F0

From Egs. (6), (8), and (10) together with g, (s)
< 0,,(S) = s™'ImF (s, 0), we deduce the bound on

f(s, 1),

1/2
[f(s, T)K(%) M, || <(ns)?-e.
0

(10)

(11)
Thus, the set &={f(s, 7)|s>S} is a family of ana-
lytic functions of 7 uniformly bounded in the disk
[7] < (InS)®2- €. As a consequence, &, is a normal
family'”: it contains at least one sequence
{f(s,,7)m=1,2,...} converging uniformly in |7 |
< (InS)? - € to a function fg(7) analytic in the same
disk. Moreover f¢(7) satisfies the bound (11). But
this is true for any S. Hence by choosing, for ex-
ample, S=constxN (N=1,2,...), and using a clas-
sical diagonal procedure, we can extract another
sequence {f(s},,7)In=1,2,...} converging uniformly
to an analytic function in any compact set of the 7
plane. An alternative procedure is to use again the
sequence s, and note that Vitali’s theorem applies
to the functions f(s,, 7) which tend to a limit in |7|
<(InS)? and are bounded in |7|<(InS)?. In both ways
one obtains a function f(7) =limg_,. f(s, 7) which is
entive and has the properties

f0)=1, (12)

1/2

[f(T)]< (47;00) ¢/™ for all 7. (13)
0

The last property implies that f(7) is of order p

<} (actually p=4%, as is shown below).

Although (12) ensures that the limit we have de-
fined does not vanish identically, there is no need
for this limit to be unique. It must be realized that
uniqueness can be obtained only by imposing extra
assumptions which prevent the amplitude from
oscillating indefinitely in s for every ¢ in a fixed
neighborhood of {=0. We shall not discuss this
point further here since it does not affect the fol-
lowing considerations.

The most important restriction on the property
of f(7) results from the unitarity condition written
in the form

1 o
Torst S WIS O R0, (14)
~stam

In fact, inserting Eqgs. (8) and (10) in (14), we ob-
tain

T 16
f dTlf(s,,,T)I2<——"-C—"+e,
0 to

and taking the limit s,—~, we get

T
[l i< %
0

0

for arbitrary T >0. Hence

[ arlmp<%, (15)
0 to

Thus, for any scattering amplitude belonging to the
class defined by (8), we have f (7)€ L,(0,»). In par-
ticular, f(7) cannot be identically equal to 1. We
shall also need another consequence of unitarity,

| f(1)| <const for 7>0 (16)

(this constant is not necessarily unity).

We have already noted that the order p of f(7)
cannot exceed ; because of the bound (13). We shall
now show that unitarity requires. that f(r) is at least
of order ;. To see this, suppose that the order of
f(7) is less than L. Then, from (16) and the
Phragmén-Lindelsf theorem, *® f(7) is bounded
everywhere and hence is a constant. This contra-
dicts Eq. (15).

A more precise result is obtained from the theo-
rem' for a nonconstant entire function f(7) of
growth (%, 0) that

lim supm (r) =<, (17)

where m(r) is the minimum modulus of f(7) for
|7|= 7. This again contradicts unitarity. In fact
f(7) must be an entire function of order exactly
equal to ; and of finite type # 0. This last state-
ment on the type can also be obtained from the in-
equalities established by Arafune and Sugawara.’
As was noted already, f(7) must have infinitely
many zeros, being of nonintegral order.°

The fact that f(7) belongs to L,(0, ) enables us
to make use of a modified form? of the Paley-
Wiener theorem (see Appendix A): An entire func-
tion is of order p =} and belongs to L,(0, ) if and
only if its Hankel transform of zeroth order?®! has
its support contained in [0, a] and belongs to
L,(0, a), a (the type) being finite. Hence f(7) has
an integral representation

70=4 [ aunnem, (19)
where ’
h(u) € L,(0, 1) (19)

[note that @ <1 according to (13)], and

%fldu h(u) =1 (20)
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from Eq. (12). Let us note that Eq. (18) can be in-
verted as the usual Fourier transform,

o =Lim & [ dr £2),/7) (21)

(strong convergence), and that, the Parseval rela-
tion still being true [see Eq. (A.3)], we have from
Eq. (15)

f due| () 16"C (22)

It is then easy to improve the bound (16) by apply-
ing the Schwarz inequality to Eq. (18),

[F(1)| 5 (8Cy/t,)"/ 27724 for 17— +w.

An equally useful approach is to introduce a new
function

P(2)= f(1), z=VT. (23)

Obviously (z) is an entire function of order 1 (i.e.,
a function of exponential type) in z and has the fol-
lowing properties:

(a) ¥(2) is even in z,

(b) f [(x) [>xdx is convergent,
47C\Y2 lima
(©) Iyt < (1) e ™.
0

The property (b) follows from (15), while (c¢) is a
general property of even entire functions of order
1 bounded on the real axis.?* [Another property,
#(0)=1, is not essential in the following.]

It follows from (b) and analyticity of ¢(z) at 2 =0
that

[Tkas<o. (24)

Thus ¥(z) satisfies all conditions of the standard
Paley-Wiener theorem, ** and hence has the integral
representation of the form

o[ “api(pe*, (25)

where a is the type of ¥(z) (=1 in our case) and
WPIELy(=a, a), §(p)=B(-p).

It should be noted that the representations (18)
and (25) are not equivalent. Though (18) implies
(25), the converse is not true.

Finally, let us quote a theorem?® which is crucial
in our later discussion: For any given real posi-
tive nondecreasing even function C(x) such that

f”C(x) dx < (26)
L, x

one can find an entire function ¥(z), not identically
equal to zero, of the form (25), such that

[i(x)| <e=C&), (27)

III. EIKONAL-LIKE REPRESENTATION OF
F(s, t) IN THE HIGH-ENERGY LIMIT

Starting from Eq. (18), we can derive rigorously
an eikonal-like representation of F(s, f) in the limit
s =+, For this purpose we have only to establish
a relation between the weight function 4(x) and the
partial-wave amplitude f;(s). As is shown in Ap-
pendix B, this relation is given by®

fl(s) Il=(us/to)l/2(hls)/2

t, F(s,0)
=28y (lns)2

[47(u - 0) + Zh(u +0)],

(28)

under the additional assumption that %(u) is a func-
tion of bounded variation in [u — €, 1]. Solving (28)
for h(u) and substituting the result in (18), we ob-
tain the eikonal-like representation of F(s, ). We
shall discuss in particular the two cases of special
interest: (A) the case where the Pomeranchuk
theorem is violated, and (B) the case where the
Froissart bound is saturated.

(A) In this case, using [ImF(s, f)| <ImF(s, 0) for
-s+4m?<1<0, we obtain

|tmf (7)| = 1im

ImF(s, — t,7(Ins)~?)
Cslns

-l ¢ |ImF(s, - {,7(Ins)~?)
“352 Clns ImF(s, 0)
=0 (29)

for all 7 <0, where C and ¢ are defined by (7).

Thus we have f(7*)= f*(7) and «(u) is a real func-
tion by (21). According to (7), (10), (18), and (28),
we can therefore express F(s, f) in the eikonal form

(tg)™1/ 2 1ns
F(s, 1) ~, 8rs f bdb 5(b, sMy(bV=F),
(30)

where b=21/Vs =(u/t;)/?Ins is the impact param-
eter and

o(b, )= f(s) =

(B) In this case f(7) is no longer real on the real
axis [even if =0, f(7) is not necessarily real

(Ct,/8mlns)h(u).

there]. We have
(tg)™Y/ 2 1ms £2i6(0,9) _
F(s, t)s§m8nsf bdb 57 J(bf““)
0
(31)
with

2209 _ 1 (ja +B)1, (tobz >
5 8r \{ns)?) e
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The unitarity property Im&(b, s) = 0 implies
aReh(u) +BIm h(u) Zét%r (a®+ %) |h(w) [* (33)
for Osus<1.

IV. DISTRIBUTION OF ZEROS OF y(z)

Turning now to the problem of the distribution of
zeros z; of §(z), let us first show that ¥(z) must
have infinitely many zeros in the small domain
around the real axis defined by?®

1

01 < Dz ) n ]

(34)

Here 6 =argz, and the logarithm is taken » times in
the last (nth) factor, where # is any fixed positive
integer. To prove this, we note that, if §(2) is of
exponential type such that

lim sup-l—n—lllpz(lz—), >0 for z —+ix (35)
and
* In*y(x)
f_wap)%« dx <o, (36)
where

+._YIny for y=1
In y‘{o otherwise

[(36) follows from (16)], then the number of zeros,
n(r), in |z| <7 must be of order 7 [i.e., n(r)~Ar,
A#0] as -~ =.%" On the other hand, y(z) has the

t2'7, 28

property thal

Z |sing; | <o, 37

|2 |

i
where the summation is over all zeros of zp(z).
Suppose now that the number of zeros in the domain
defined by (34) is finite. This would mean that

|x]

’ 1
2,-: 2 0]z, ) (n-Inz; ) =7 (38)

where there are n logarithms in the last term as
before, and the summation is over all zeros out-
side the domain (34). But this is not compatible
with n(»)~Ar. Thus the domain (34) must contain
infinitely many zeros of y(z). By a standard appli-
cation of Hurwitz’s theorem, one then finds zeros
in the amplitude F(s;, - #,7(Ins;)~?) for s; large
enough, with locations as close as one wishes from
the limiting zeros within any compact set in 7.

Let us now show that the domain (34) is essen-
tially the best available and cannot be improved
without additional assumptions on ¥(z). Obviously,
it is sufficient to construct a function #(z) which has
only a finite number of zeros within a domain
slightly smaller than (34), for example,

1

o] < (In]z[)(Inln|z |)-+*(In1n---Injz [)1*€

€>0. (39)

To achieve this we first construct an auxiliary even
entire function x(z) such that

Ix(z)| < [x(0)] (40)

in the domain (39). Once such a function is found,
the desired function ¥(z) may be defined by

¥(z) =[x(z) - x(0)] /22 (41)

Thus the problem is reduced to that of finding an
appropriate entire function y(z). Since it is suffi-
cient to construct one such example, we shall fur-
ther assume that y(z) is square integrable on the
real axis. Then we can apply the theorem of Ref.
24 mentioned at the end of Sec. II. Namely, if we
choose a nondecreasing function

i) = Ilin(|x | +éc) [InIn(]x| +ic)]---[In In--In(]x| + ic)]**) (42)
it satisfies the condition (26), and hence there exists an entire function x(2) such that

Ix(x)] <€) (43)
for real x. For complex z we have®?

Ix(2)| < etm=! (44)
A sketch of an explicit method of construction of such a function will be given in Appendix C.

Now, if we consider the function defined by

x(z)em—cz(z)’ (45)
with

Cale) = [In(z +ic) - L in) {In[In(z + ic) - —zézn]} {In---In[1In(z +ic) = Lim|}1*e” (46)
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where the positive constant ¢ is chosen big enough
to avoid singularities of the logarithms, this func-
tion is holomorphic in the first quadrant 0 <argz

< i7m, and is bounded by 1 on the positive real axis
[from (43)] and on the positive imaginary axis [from
(44)]. Applying the Phragmén-Lindeldf theorem®®
to the function (45), we therefore find that (45) is
bounded by 1 everywhere in the first quadrant.

This means that

Ix(2)] < lexp[ ~iz = C,(2)]], 0<argz<in. (47)

Similar bounds can be found for other quadrants,
too.

The region where |y(z)| is less than unity, namely
where the real part of the exponent in (47) is nega-
tive, is given for large |z| by

Imz 1

Rez |~ (In[z])--(nln--Inle )¢ (48)
>Thus in the region®

lo] a (49)

< (In]z))(InInfz])--(Inln--Infz )< ’

where a <1, x(z) decreases very rapidly as |z]|— .
Therefore, in the domain (49) the function

Wz = XX (50)

can have at most a finite number of zeros. This
completes the proof that the result (34) on the loca-
tion of zeros cannot be improved.

The absence of oscillations of ¥(z) could also be
shown. But it is most simply seen in the example
proposed by Okun and Popov and independently by
one of us (G.A.),* %

o) =25 (1- 22, (51)

z

where, however, the zeros are much closer to the
real axis. Hence the existence of a nonzero differ-
ence between asymptotic particle-particle and
antiparticle-particle cross sections does not nec-
essarily imply oscillations of the differential cross
sections. However, as was mentioned in the Intro-
duction, Roy has noted that too strong a quantitative
violation of the Pomeranchuk theorem induces
oscillations in the cross section.® He has found in
particular that, in the case where the Froissart
bound is strongly saturated [namely, not only
O01(8) ~ B(Ins)?, but B is the largest possible con-
stant’], the function f(7) is completely determined
and given by

fir) = 2807, (52)

This means, in particular, that all zeros of f(7)

are on the real axis and there are no complex
Zeros.

We shall close this section by giving an alterna-
tive proof of (52). Strong saturation of the Frois-
sart bound means that @ =4n/f, in Eq. (9). Let us
put

glu) = ”3% (i +B)h(ut) = (gn Bg—t;;) h(w). (53)
Then we obtain

1> Img(u) > [g(u)|? (54)
from (33), and

fo dug(u)=i+%t—; (55)
and

fl duImg(u) =1 (56)

0

from (20). But (56) and Img(u) < 1 imply that
Img(u) =1 almost everywhere. It follows from (54)
that Reg(u) =0. This means that =0 and hence
R(u)=2. This result enables us to evaluate f(7):

70 =4 [ du ()

:fldu JT)
_29,(/7)
== (57)

This proves (52).
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APPENDIX A: PROOF OF THE PALEY-WIENER
THEOREM FOR HANKEL TRANSFORMS

The theorem we stated just before Eq. (18) con-
tains two independent parts: a Plancherel-type
theorem (including the Parseval relation) and a
support property.
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(i) “Plancherel” theovem. If f(1) € L,(0, ), then
there exists a function i(u) € L,(0, ) such that (all
limits here are strong-convergence limits)

How =1im % [ " £ () 0, (A.1)
U
7o) =pim s [ du i h6m), (a.2)
and
@)l =117 (7). (A.3)
More generally
(hyy 1) = (f1, f2)- (A.4)

(ii) Support property. If f(7) is moreover an
entire function of order % and type < a, then A(u)
=0 for u>a?, and vice versa.

The proof of (i) is quite similar to the proof of the
analogous theorem for Fourier transforms, and we
shall omit it. That it must be true is intuitively
clear from the properties of Hankel’s repeated in-
tegral?* and from the fact that (A.1) takes the form

Yo h(v?) ~ (2/11)‘”] ) dxvx f(x®)cos(vx — i),

if we replace J,(VTu) by its asymptotic form. Then
F(T)EL,(0, ) and h(u)E L,(0, ») are equivalent to
Vx f(x%)€ L,(0, ») and Vo h(v®)€ L,(0, «), respective-
ly, and (i) is “equivalent” to the Plancherel theo-
rem-for Fourier transforms.

The direct proof of (ii) is more delicate, but we
can start from the standard Paley-Wiener theorem
for the function i(z) = f(2%). Let us suppose that
f(7) is an entire function of order } and type < a,
such that f(7)E€L,(0, ©) on the real axis. Then we
have, from Eq. (25),

7a)=2 " ap(p)cos(p7). (A.5)
Let us consider
Hiu,) = f " ) = f " duh@)olu, —u).  (A.6)

Since h(u)€ L,(0, =) and (u, —u)EL,(0, =), we can
apply the Parseval relation (A.4) and obtain

H(u,) =Jm du h(u)0(u, — u) =fw dr £ (7)6(7),
o 0
where
R v
6(7) =(1’Lr2—‘z-f du 0(u, —u)Jy(VTu)
uy /2
=4 au s - () ).

Thus we have

)= [ " ar o) (). (a7

Let us define G(u,) by performing a further inte-
gration,

G(uz)zfuzdulH(ul)

=fu2du1J: de(T)(%)l/le(\/_‘r_ul). (A.8)

The repeated integral in (A.8) is now absolutely
convergent [this results from f (7)€ L,(0, «) and
J(VTU) 2w (2/7)Y 2(u,) " *cos(VTu, - 37)], and
the Tonelli-Hobson theorem allows us to inter-
change the order of integration:

G(uy) =J:° d’TfT(_:l J;“z dul‘/;l'h(%)

=2J;wd7 f(‘r)%_sz(\/T—uz). (A.9)

At this stage we can insert the representation (A.5)
and use the Tonelli-Howson theorem once again:

Glu) =4 " ar 22 am) [ ap U preos(py7)

=4u2fadp ?p(p)fo”’il J(T)cos(pVT).

Now, for u,>p?

L3 2
[T E srm)cos(piT) =1 - 2L
o T Uy

so that

Gluy) =1, (4 f “ap @(p)) - (8 f ’ dpp%(p))

for u, >a?. (A.10)

But H(u,) is by definition a continuous function.
Thus,

Hlup) =G (uy) = 4 f * dpT(p) = const

for any u,>a?, (A.11)
which implies
ur
H@'") - Hu') =f du hu) = 0
i
for any u’,u’’ >a?.
As a consequence, 3
h(u) =0 almost everywhere for u >a®. (A.12)

This proves the first part of (ii). The second part
(converse) is trivial.
Finally, we give the formal connection between

h(u) and P(p):
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o1 ()
¥(p)= 277,[,2 du w=-p97z’

_d [ pY(P)
h(u)——4d_u_£7 dp (P2 -u)'7?’

where O0<p<a, O<su<ada®.

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF Egq. (28)

The partial-wave amplitude f;(s) may be ex-
pressed as

1 T
fi(s)= gé;f_ldcose F(s, t)P,(cosb)

_ 12
~ 327 s(lns)?

(s/tg)(ns)2
xf > f(T)P1<1—————2t°T 2> (B.1)
0

s(Ins)

F(s, 0)

in the large-s limit where f(7) is defined by (2). If
we put I= %(us/to)l/zlns (0<u<1), this relation be-
comes

o to F(s,0)

fi(s) ~ 167 s(Ins)? X, (u) ’ (B.2)
§—> l—}m
where
41%/u
X=["ar f(T)P,< 1- ;—;ﬁ> (B.3)

Using Eq. (18), this may be rewritten as®

41%/u
X,(u):%fldvh(v)fl dTJO(\/?z"))P,(l—zT—;>
0 0

() 1/2
:zzf a2 5 i), (B.4)
o m 21+ 1
If we introduce
x=(w/w)?, v=21, g(x)=2hux?, (B.5)
then
lim X, (u) =%imX(V, u), (B.6)
1> >0
where
1/Vu
X (v, u) =f dx g(x)vd (vx). (B.7)
o

In order to evaluate X (v, u), it is convenient to
split the domain of integration into four parts
(0,1-¢), (1-¢,1), (1,1+¢), and (1+¢,1/Vu). We
shall evaluate the corresponding integrals X, X,,
X,, and X, with the help of the following formulas®:

1/2
14 -
) ev(tanhoc o)

v (vx) e ( 27tanha

x[1+0(1/vtanha)]|, x=1/cosha (<1),
(B.8)

2 1/2
VI, (VX) (mw) cos[v(tang - B) - i)
x[1+0(1/vtanp)], x=1/cosB (>1),
(B.9)
1
f dx vd,(vX) e 2+ 0(072/3), (B.10)
0
fmdx v (vx)=1. (B.11)
0

Noting that tanha —a <0 in (B.8) for O0<x<1—¢,
it is easily seen that

limX, = 0 for any € >0. (B.12)
To evaluate X,, we may rewrite it as
Y2
X{fﬁf dy g(y)cos(vy — 3m) (B.13)
Y1

taking account of (B.9), where y=tang -3 and

5(y) = P) /2 4 1
s —(ﬂtanﬁ) sint(cosB)'

Since 2(v) is of bounded variation in y by assump-
tion, the integral over y in (B.13) is O(1/v),*® and
hence

X,=0(1/¥v) for any €>0.

(B.14)

(B.15)

Using the second mean-value theorem,® we may
express the integral X, in the form

cy 1
X,=g(1-€+0) dx uJ,,(ux)+g(1—0)f dx vd,(vx),

1=€
(B.16)
where 1 -¢ <c,<1. Rewriting this as
<1
X-g1-0) [ dxvi(vv)
1=-€
Cy
+[g(1-€+0)-g(1-0)] dx vd,(vx),
1-€
(B.17)
and noting that
1
lim dx vJ(vx)=% for any €>0 (B.18)

Y00

1-€

and

" dx vd,(vx) is bounded uniformly in €, v,
e (B.19)
which follow from (B.8) and (B.10), and that
lim[g(1 - €+0) - g(1-0)]=0,

we obtain

(B.20)
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lir{)] limX,=1g(1-0). (B.21)
€—>0 U=
In a similar fashion we find

lim lim X, = 2g(1 +0). (B.22)

€—>0 V—o

Putting (B.12), (B.15), (B.21), and (B.22) togeth-
er, we finally obtain

limX (v, u) = %ing lim X (v, u)
V>0 -0 U=

=1g(1-0)+2g(1+0). (B.23)

APPENDIX C: EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTION
OF x(2)

Since the theorem of Ref. 24 might not be familiar
to most mathematical physicists, we shall sketch
here one way of constructing the entire function
x(z) explicitly. Our starting point is the Paley-
Wiener theorem, 2® which guarantees that any entire
function of exponential type square-integrable on
the real axis can be expressed by the formula (25).
This theorem reduces our problem to that of find-
ing a suitable weight function X(p). Since (p),
if it is discontinuous at the boundaries of its sup-
port, is likely to produce oscillations in x(z) simi-
lar to the diffraction pattern by a disk with a sharp
edge, we should look for a ¥(p) which vanishes very
smoothly at the boundaries of its support.

As an example of such a ¥(p), let us take

i(p):éexp[—<l+p2> ], -1<p<1, n>»1
(C.1)

and show that the entire function y(z), defined by

x(2) = éf_ll dp exp[-<1+pz>"] et

is bounded by exp(-|z|*~€), e=1/(n+1), for real z.

(C.2)

In order to prove this, we shall take advantage of
the fact that

1 n
eXp[_(l—f) ]’ 0
for p—~+1 and |arg(1l - p?)| <w/2n, and shift the con-
tour of integration into the complex path. For in-

stance, one may take the contour made of the seg-
ments

(C.3)

arg(l "P)=—T’/4n; 0$R€p$ 1’

arg(l1+p)=n/4n, -1<Rep<0. (C.4)

It is then easy to show that the maximum of the in-
tegrand takes the form

exp(-Clx['"9), €>0 (C.5)
on this contour. This result and the property
[x(e)| <el™*! (C.6)
obtained from (C.2) lead us to the bound
expli——_ic(_iz)l-€ - iz]

()] < cosime

’

0 <argz < im, (c.7n

with the help of the Phragmén-Lindelsf theorem!®
as in the derivation of (47).

In order to obtain finer examples, one must take
the weight function to be

- 1 1/(1=p2)
eXp[—(m) ], etc.,

and distort the integration contour very carefully.

We note, incidentally, that these examples give
existence proofs for the test functions used in
Jaffe’s field theory.?”
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