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We use wave functions calculated by using a new separable potential to which has been added
a Coulomb potential to give an impulse-approximation treatment of p-p final-state interac-
tions, which we compare with z-» and n-p final-state interactions. Our treatment involves
the choice of a potential which gives exact analytic solutions to the Schréddinger equation, so
that no approximations are made which might destroy the completeness and orthogonality of
the wave functions used. We carry out computations for y + d—m=+p +p with our model, and
conclude that no Coulomb effects should be noticeable when a bremsstrahlung beam is used as

the v source,

INTRODUCTION

Separable potentials have been used by many au-
thors! to give a description of low-energy nucleon-
nucleon scattering, and Harrington' has pointed out
that the addition of a Coulomb potential (which is
not separable) to a separable potential in configu-
ration space gives rise to an equation which is sep-
arable. Harrington has used the usual Yamaguchi®
potential as an example, and has shown how the in-
tegrals which then occur can be evaluated by a per-
turbation expansion. We point out that by choosing
a different potential, which depends on confluent
hypergeometric functions, we can carry out all in-
tegrations explicitly, and give answers in closed
form. Moreover, the scattering amplitude calcu-
lated by this method turns out to be the lowest-
order term in Harrington’s perturbation expansion.
A disadvantage is that our potential contains an ex-
plicit charge dependence.

In Sec. II of this paper, we apply the wave func-
tions obtained from our potential to a calculation

of the effect of the p-p final-state interactions in
y+d-7" +p+p, and compare this with y+d— 7"
+n+n.

I. SOLUTION OF THE .SCHRODINGER EQUATION

If the Schrddinger equation for the p-p system is
__A_ i_ - 3.1 -y - > —E— ->
(-4 +5m Jomr+ [ amrviEwEme)=2op),

(1.1)

where a= Me? in natural units of c=#%=1, it can be
solved explicitly in a manner similar to that used
to solve the Schrédinger equation for a pure sepa-
rable potential. We shall write down here such re-
sults as are essential to the main purpose of this
paper. Fuller derivations may be found in Harring-
ton’s paper.

Equation (1.1) can be written in spherical coordi-
nates, and the wave functions of definite orbital an-
gular momentum, I, calculated. For nonzero !/
the solution is given by the regular Coulomb wave
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function
b (r) = [N,(x)]"z(—_)z’z{tg.;,ﬂ,, (=2ikr)
=i'F,(k7)/kr, (1.2)
where
_T(+1+K)T(I+1=k)e*™
Nio)= [@I+ DI ’ (1.3)
=~ia/2k, (1.4)

and F,(k7) is the regular Coulomb wave function as
defined by Hull and Breit.? (The function M, .,
is a Whittaker function defined in Ref. 2.) For

1=0 we omit the angular momentum index, and set

o= (2" [ ra 000, (1.5)
so that
op= ()" [re Tyey.  ae

In this case, it is found that the scattering solution
is given by

5(p-F) 4nMv(p)

*(P)=—4 == A i (1.7
Here
u(p)= ( )lzf rdr F°“")v() (1.8)
and
v(k)
T an{1-4aM [ p 2apv(p P/ (p' %~k —i€)] *

(1.9)

In the case that the potential is the usual Yama-
guchi potential, given by

Vylr)=g(3m)M2e™" /r, (1.10)
one may calculate that
vy( D)= gVN(K) (B+ip)1e/2(g ~ ip)t=tere®
(1.11)

and the integrations may be performed analytically
in the perturbation expansion used by Harrington.
It is important to note that the zero-order term in
this expansion is equivalent to setting equal to one
the factor [ (B+ip)/(B-ip)]'*/**, which varies by
about 5% over the entire range of integration. We
may therefore look upon this zero-order approxi-
mation as the exact solution for the potential.

v(p)=gVN(K) (B2 +p*)72, (1.12)

whose configuration-space form is

4
V(r)=g<-72-1>1/21"<1 +ziﬂ) Vs 1s(267)
1 -Br
~g<g> /ze’r (1 +_)(237)-a/zﬂ
x oo 144 ) .13)
28’ 23’ 287 )" :

In the limit a—~ 0, V() of course reduces to V,(r).
Because of the simplicity of the form of v(p), we
shall use this potential for all the calculations in
this paper. This gives rise to a great simplifi-
cation, in that all our calculations can be carried
out exactly.

By the use of Harrington’s methods, the integra-
tion in (1.9) can be done, and A evaluated as

v(k)

ALl -l@+p/B-ilcrm)’ 1Y
where « is given by
m2M g? = Bla + B, (1.15)

and.

C(k)=m{2k6%[zp<l+%>—ln(%)]
| +(B? +k2)[3 ; ‘P'(l*zi[;)]

sali(-3)-#(5)]

The configuration-space wave function has not
been calculated before, and can be done as follows.
We must evaluate the right-hand side of Eq. (1.6).
The first part, involving the 6 function, is trivial,
and the second part involves the integral

172 1/2 (9
f Pdp o [N(:)G])(Bz+pz) [N()] _Igli%z( 2irp) ’
(1.17)
where
T=~ia/2p. (1.18)

Using the explicit expression (1.3) for N(r), and
the formula for Whittaker functions

~T(1+7)0(1 = 7)M,,, 5(~2irp)e'™
=T(1=T)W,,,,(=2irp) = T(1 +T)W__, »(2i7D),

(1.19)
we may rewrite the integral (1.17) as
° T'(1 = 7)Wy12(=2ipr)
R v v R

Since for >0, the W function decays exponentially
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in the upper-half p plane, we may close the contour

there and evaluate the integral from the residues
of the two poles inside this contour. Doing this,
we obtain

a\' Fo(kr) 2m®MgA 1
(2) A e v P

X [T(1 = K)Wy, 1 jo(=2i7E)

=T(L =Kk Wy ,,2(278)], (1.21)

where k= —ia/2k and k’'= —-a/28.
Defining

X

(1.22)
by comparison with p.65 of Ref. 3, or from Har-
rington’s paper, it is found that the phase shift is
given by

206 _ 1= 4ikp(a +B)*Cola/k)
(B+ik){(B—ik) = (a +BP[1+C(R)]}

(1.23)

Since we have shown that the approximation we are
using comes from a Schrddinger equation with a
real potential, 6 as given by (1.23) must be real,
as can be checked by using the standard proper-
ties of the ) function as given in Ref. 4.

From (2.21) an effective-range expansion can be
derived, in which the scattering length and effec-
tive range are given, respectively, by

- -2(a +B)
BlB% - (a+pP(1-2X+Y)]’

L _28+(a+pP(1-¥)
o Bla + PP

Here X and Y are given by

s-sloo-5) )]

and

e

o

(1.24)

a a& , a_
Y=-[;_W¢ (1+23).

II. APPLICATION TO p-p FINAL-STATE
INTERACTIONS

Since we have deduced wave functions for the
b-p system, we now apply these to a study of p-p
final-state interactions and compare these with
n-n final-state interactions. The problem has been
treated before by Phillips® in considerable detail,
and the numerical calculations based on our for-
mulas agree with his. We carry out these calcula-
tions for two reasons.

(i) The wave functions we have calculated give

rise to analytic formulas for the energy spectrum
in the final state.

(ii) Since our wave functions are exact solutions
of a Schrddinger equation, they have two important
properties: They are a complete orthogonal set of
functions, and they give rise to real p-p phase
shifts. Phillips has taken care of the reality of
phase shifts, in his calculations, but not the com-
pleteness of wave functions. The result of using
an incomplete or nonorthogonal set of wave func-
tions which give correct phase shifts is to give
correctly the general shape of the energy spectrum
of the final state, but the integrated spectrum can
be in error. We show in Eqgs. (2.15) the conse-
quence of completeness, which gives an approxi-
mate formula for the integrated spectrum.

At the end of this section we give the results of
some' computations for the final-state interaction
in y+d- 7" +p+p, and compare this with y+d- 7"
+n+n.

A. Derivation of Formulas

In a reaction of the form
A+d-B+N,;+N,, 2.1)

where d, N,, N, are, respectively, a deuteron, a
nucleon, and another nucleon, and in which it is
believed that the fundamental reaction occurring is

A +N,~B+N,, (2.2)

one uses the impulse approximation. The formula-
tion that is used in this article will be found in Ref.
3. We do all our calculations in the rest frame of
the deuteron. We define our kinematics in Fig. 1.
Let

A=three-momentum transfer =4(B, - B;),

(2.3)
so that
B, + P, =25, (2.4)
and let
B, -B,=2%. (2.5)

Then the differential cross section to a state in
which the total spin of the N,-N, system is s’ will

ya
~A .’B

~ d

N,

FIG. 1. Kinematics for the reaction A +d—B + N+ N,.
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be
__‘L_ 2 = V|2 s s
49,88, | T|2|S,(D, A)|2 X (kinematical factc(>rs)),
2.6
in which
S8 D)= [ @y, DR e, @)

T is the T matrix for A +N,~ B +N,, and the kine-
matic factors are slowly varying functions of p.

In order to avoid vagueness, we shall concentrate
our attention on the reaction

y+d—T1"+p+p. (2.8)

Schilling® has given a treatment of this reaction, in
which the problems of the Coulomb interaction
were neglected. (Our treatment will show that the
neglect was quite justifiable.) In this specific case,
Eq. (2.6) may be replaced by

do®’ 1 (277 4p
dQ,d*Q " 2s+1 M’E Q,

x 3 s | TIsm) 218, (5, B2,
MM’
(2.9)

in which s’, M’ are spin parameters of the final
two-nucleon system, and s, M are spin parameters
of the initial deuteron.

One normally sums over a certain range of val-
ues @, and over the solid angle dQ,, since in gen-
eral the final protons are unobserved. Thus we
finally need

o - [™ ae, [ a2, 72 ,;Q.

The T-matrix element is assumed largely constant
over the ranges of these integrations, so that we
are led (after change of variables) to the equations

(2.10)

4
do®’ 272 pQ .
do®’ 272 ,
dﬂ ——Al——lsl(p) A)[ T3, (2.12)
where

S,(p, A)= fdsz,lss,(vﬁ,K)Iz (2.13)

and
w Q_

1,/(p, A)=j; Pdp 25,45, 8), (2.14)
where W is that value of p corresponding to the
minimum value of @, detected.

Most authors make the approximation that W is
essentially infinite and /E~ 1, so that one may
use the completeness formula

Is(p, A)=1+(-)SS(%A), (215)
where

sto)= [ a1y, 012, (2.16)

where y, is the deuteron wave function.

We can calculate analytically the quantities
S,/(p, A) where the final state consists of two pro-
tons or two neutrons. We use the wave functions
(2.5) for the s wave, and pure Coulomb wave func-
tions for higher angular momentum, and the deu-
teron wave function

1/2 e-ur

alr)=V27 [“ﬁ%‘_‘”f)] = 2.17)

¥

which can be derived as a separable-potential wave
function.

For simplicity, we have chosen an average value
of 8 for all two-nucleon systems of 3=260 MeV,
and we have chosen a value of o for each case
which reproduces the correct scattering lengths.
These values are given in Table I.

B. Analytic Formulas for the n-n System

In this section s’ takes on the values “#’ for triplet and “s” for singlet. We use a separable potential for

the n-n system. The results are

S«(B, &)= ™2 B-p

s = __ 1 [up+p)]” 1 _ __ 1 " 1 )
Sy(p,A)= w2 B= 11 (ﬁ—z)z+#2 T YSEYE ('f)+K)2+p.2 ‘(-IS“"K)Z*'BZ ’ (2.18)
which gives the transition to a triplet final state,
1 [pBu +8)2 [ 1 1 . 1 2%~ 1 ]
= - = + = - = + A
B-aFp® (BoAF+f  (praPen’ (Bravep 2pa A28
(2.19)

where

[ +i(p+M)B+i(p=A)(u +B)—ial[28+iA]
A, 8)=In (lw(p A)J[B+z(p+A)][(u+B)+iA][23—iA]> (2.20)
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TABLE I. Values of separable-potential parameters used in computations
(experimental data from Ref. 7).

Units p-p n-n n-p (singlet) n-p (triplet)
GeV o ~0.0028 -0.0101 © =0.007 92 0.0464

GeV B 0.260 0.260 0.260 0.260

GeV a+f 0.2572 0.2499 0.25208 0.3064

fm a(th) -7.79 ~18.41 —23.78 5.42

fm 7,(th) 2.23 2.40 2.37 1.85

fm ay(exp) ~7.786+0.008 -18.42+1.53 -23.714+0.0013 5.425+0.004
fm 7o(exp) 2.840+0.009 2.704%0.087 1.749+0.008

and the phase shift, ez‘é, is given by the separable potential and has the analytic form

215 _ (B=iRP[(B+ik) = (a +B)]
(B+ikP[(B=ikf = (a +B?]

Elementary integration techniques now give
S,(p,A)=2"';fZ(f(gf)“)z[ : -1 nz—l n- Em(z”i Egj)
aten(1 £25) - pu(E)- Jn ()]
3’“’"’):252‘2(5(5?);»2{&22— e el G §+11>'nizl"<z:11 =

1 /e+1\ .1 (n+1 245 _
+Eln >+111n77 1)+2Re[(e 1)A(p, A)]

=

xln(£+1 n=- 1) +4(sin?5) |A( p, A)Iz} ’

where in these expressions

g Pratep?
2pA

_PP+AZ+B?
T 2pA ’

C. p-p Final State

The initial state is still a deuteron, so we define
2,5,8)= [ arun@e 37 y0),
in which
¥s ()= [9(B, )+ (=)* 9(-5, DI VZ

and

f; (21+1)P,(cosb)e*ty, (7).

1=0

1395

(2.21)

(2.22)

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)

¥y(r) is the separable-potential wave function in the presence of a Coulomb potential as defined in Eqgs.

(1.2) and (1.21), P -F=pr cosé, and o, is the Coulomb phase shift as defined in Ref. 2.
We do the necessary integrations in the Appendix, and find that
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I

ml/— -—-——[”B(;; +5)] ST+ kN[ +ip)P + A0+ (B = BP]7 = [u® + (B +AP] 4}

Z:(-IS, K)"'
=[(B+ip)? + A2 ]{[B2 + (B = RP]™ M ~[g2+ (B +AR]™ 9],  (2.26)

z,(5,8)= T_[“B(g “f)]’ ( (1 k)([(w +ip) +A21{[® + (B = BRI + [0+ (B +AP]0+0}

e-zlﬂo(e-zié - 1)

LB +ip)+ 71157 (B - BRI e 6+ (5 DI+ ==V gy, o),

(2.27)
where
B(P, A) 1-.(1 +K) [¢(“’ p, A) ¢(“‘, "”'3, A) ¢(“’ by, — A)"“P(#, —sz A)
_¢(3’ P, A)+¢(B’ —ZB’ A)+¢(Br p, A) ¢(B, "13, A)] (228)
and
K:—ia/p’ (229)
a=¢e*M (e is the charge of the proton), (2.30)
and
dla; by A)= W—F(l, 1,2+x,%‘—@). (2.31)
We may also calculate the integrals
[ a9,12,(5, DI*=2Z,(p, 8) (2.32)

by elementary methods, to obtain

2,00, = 280 g e (80 (Yot - L (e - (2227
_2Re(F*G{K(n2— 5)[(511)K _(5:15‘] - K(n2+£)[(§ill)R - (s::)"]})]

(2.33)

and

wino- S ot s {65 <z::>‘]}+w¢;f.l+—:;[<—:z—+-a->“ <a-+—%>‘]}
_ZRe(F*G{K(nz-ﬁ)[(fi::)x'<1§::)] K(n2+£)[<g+1 - n+1 })]

e*%0(e?® - 1) DB*(p, A -
+4Re< (ZepA ) (p’ ){F (=1 = (+1)"]-Glh-1)"=(m+1)7" })
21 B(p, A) Psin?s '
+ _'(_p"pfz)'z“—“' } ,  (2.34)
where These formulas are not particularly illuminating
D=e-iT<AP(1 4 k)(2pA) 1K, (2.35) to look at, but have the advantage of relative ease

of computation for numerical purposes. They de-

F=[(u +ip)? +A%]", (2.36) pend, of course, on the validity of the model po-
tential, but by choice of @ and B the scattering

G=[(B+ip} +A%]". (2.37) length and effective range can always be fitted. -
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The fundamental requirements of reality of phase
shift and orthogonality and completeness of wave
functions have also been satisfied. Thus, due to
the well-known insensitivity of low-energy scat-
tering to much more than effective range and scat-
tering length, we can place quite a large degree of
reliance on these calculations.

D. Results of Computations
We have done calculations for
y+d=-1" +p+p
and (2.38)
v+d=T +n+n

at an incident y energy of 3.4 GeV, and momentum
transfer
t=(py = pn)==0.03 GeV®. (2.39)
This means that the number A = || is given by
A=(=t+t2/4My" ) (2.40)
=0.08697 GeV . (2.41)

In Fig. 2, which gives the energy spectrum of the
final pion if the n-n or p-p systems are in singlet

(0] | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
FIG. 2. Energy spectrum for the final pion from photo-

production on deuterium in the case where the two final

nucleons are in a singlet state. The solid line is y+d

— "+ n +n, the dashed line is y+d—7"+p +p. The in-

cident ¥ energy is 3.4 GeV, and the momentum transfer

squared, ¢, is —0.03 GeV2., The vertical scale is in arbi-

trary units, each of which equals 5.5 of the arbitrary
units in Fig. 3.

-
G

% Emax~E (MeV)

T2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Il 12

FIG. 3. Energy spectrum of the pion from photoproduc-
tion on deuterium in the case where the final two nucleons
are in a triplet state, The solid line is y+d—7* +n+n,
and the dashed line is y+d—7"+p +p. The incident y
energy is 3.4 GeV, and the momentum transfer squared,
t, is —0.03 GeV2, The vertical scale is in arbitrary units,
each of which is 1/5.5 of the arbitrary units in Fig. 2.

states, we observe the same qualitative features
as Phillips,® that the Coulomb interaction reduces
the peak of high energies, but causes a small
amount of enhancement of lower energies.

In Fig. 3, which gives the energy spectrum of the
final pion if the n-n or p-p systems are in triplet
states and there is no final-state interaction, we
see that the Coulomb interaction tends to displace
the spectrum without changing its shape.

In Fig. 4 we show the integrated spectra for the
two singlet cases. Notice that at low final pion
energy, the value of the integrated spectrum be-
comes very close to the value given by complete-
ness arguments. The slight difference is accounted
for by kinematical factors omitted to give Eq.

Emax-E (MeV)

0 | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

FIG. 4. Integrated spectrum in the case of singlet nu-
cleon final states. The horizontal scale represents the
upper limit of integration, while the lower limit occurs
when E =E,,,. The solid horizontal line is the value of

the total integrated spectrum as predicted by complete~
ness arguments in Eq. (2.15).
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(2.15), rather than the approximation that W is in-
finite. When these kinematical factors are omitted,
the difference between the completeness prediction
and the value calculated is an order of magnitude
less than that in Fig. 4. Equation (2.15) gives, in
fact, only an upper bound on the integrated spec-
trum. During the process of developing this for-
malism, it was found by the author that approxima-
tions in which completeness and orthogonality of
the wave functions are not guaranteed can quite
easily violate this bound, and it is for this reason
that such stress has been laid on this point.

At present, experiments done with bremsstrah-
lung beams cannot detect the difference between
p-p and other two-nucleon final states. However,
with improved techniques, a y beam with sharply
defined energy may be developed. With such a
beam the effects calculated may be measurable.

| >

CONCLUSIONS

The separable-potential description has been
found to give a manageable treatment of p-p final-
state interactions in the impulse approximation, in
which all fundamental requirements of complete-
ness and orthogonality of the wave functions and
reality of p-p phase shifts are retained.

We have found that with the present resolutions
available from bremsstrahlung photon beams, no
effects will be noticéd, since the energy range in
which p-p final-state interactions differ from n-p
and zn-n final-state interactions is only of the order
of a few MeV. Furthermore, the closure approxi-
mation (2.15) has been shown to be quite good, al-
though it is possible that the slight discrepancy
noticed (see Fig. 4) might be measurable in ex-
periments with good statistics.

APPENDIX: EVALUATION OF INTEGRALS REQUIRED IN SEC. II

We wish to evaluate the integral given in Eq. (2.24). Now

P(P, T)= (2m)~2/2 i 21+ 1)Pl(0059)ei°lzpl(,r)
1=0

(A1)

=(21r)"3/2[ i (21+1)P,(cosb)e

1=0

pr

io, 5 Fa(pr) +exp[1ra/4p+2iqoj (@ - 1)
2iprT'(1 —k)

X{[T(1 = k)W, 1,5(=2ipr) + T (1 +a/2B)W_, 25,1 2(2 Br)]}] . (A2)

We wish to evaluate

[ @y (3 0BT e r=1(5, 5, ).

(A3)

First we treat the part of the integral coming from the first part of Eq. (A2). We write

e BT =33 (21+1)i'C, () -C(?)j (ar),

(A4)

where we have used the notation of Brink and Satchler® for the spherical harmonics C;,. Using the orthog-
onality of spherical harmonics, the first part may be written as

J= (_%)“2; f r2dr(21+1)P,(A - pe~*t Fr(pr) ji(ane™

pr

To evaluate J we need to compute the integrals

F¥ . -
I = fvd'r —%J,(Aﬂe o

using the fact that

F(pr) =[N (k)2 (2pr) F(L+1 = k, 21 +2, =2ipr)e'?”

pr
and

T'(1+1)

el LAY AN 1 97 iAr
r‘(2l+2)(2m')F(l+1,2l+2, 2i Ar)e*S",

jt(A'V) =

(A5)

(a6)

(A7)

(A8)

where F(a, b, 2) ié the confluent hypergeometric function as defined by Landau and Lifshitz.® Equations
(A7) and (A8) may be obtained from Refs. 4 and 2. Making the substitutions (A7) and (A8), the integrals
can be evaluated by the methods of Landau and Lifshitz to give
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- a+i(p= A\ o 2-1f___4p8 )l ( __4ps
I,—w/N,MI‘(Hl)(a_i([HA)) [a?+(p+AY] T (pr A7 Fll+1+k,1+1,21+2, e T (A7) (A9)

Substituting the explicit values for N,(x) and exp(io;) as given in Eqs. (1.3) and Ref. 2, we find that
. K
—inmkp LU+1+K)(1+1) (Ol +i(p - A)) [a? +(p+AP]

J=4ry, Q@I+1)P,(A -ple
=0

Ir'(27+2) a-i(p+A)
__4pa Y 4pA
X<a2+(P+A)2>F(l+1 +K, l+1,Zl+2,———a2+(p+A)2). (A10)

We can sum Eq. (A10) if we know the sum
= r(l+1+x)'(1+1)
L M o s . 11

;(Zhl)z T@1+3) F(l+1+k, 1+1,21+2, 2)P,(cosw) (a11)
From Landau and Lifshitz, p. 503, and Eq. (A8), we know that
TI+1+0)T(1+1)
—T@i+3) z F(l+1+k,1+1,21+2,2). (A12)
Substituting the left-hand side of (A12) into (A11), we find that (A11) is equal to

o [ exp[%t( 1- 3>]z*2 Ji3it)(=i)'P, (cosw)(@1+ 1)at,

0 z 1=0

and using the Rayleigh expansion, Eq. (A4), (A11) equals

© ~(1+K)
2=+ fo exp[t(———l +¢;osw - %)]t"dt:z"”"’l“(l +K) (—-———-1 +czosw - -zl-) . (A13)

f dte'’j,(zt)Gt) e~ At =
[}

Now substitute
z=4pA/[a? +(p+AY]

and

cosw=p-A, (A14)
and use the resulting form of Eq. (A13) and substitute into Eq. (A10), to find that

J=(2/n) e~ T PD(L+ k) (a +ip) ~ A%]¥[a® + (B - R)P]+) (A15)

This completes the integration coming from the first part of Eq. (A
To evaluate the other integrals coming from the second part of Eq. (A2), we must consider

fdar ———"'—;W'_‘zz?gzlyr)e‘z'?e'“'/r (A16)

which is equal to
plA fdr'r"e'“'(em’—e"A’)W_K'l,z(Zipr). (A17)

Now the separate integrals containing ¢'”” and e~*2" do not converge, but their difference does. Consider
then

I(a, €)= j; dr r~Wee =iy (2ipr), (A18)

which does converge for €>0, but not for € =0. If we calculate this, and then take
{_ig‘l’[l(A, €)=I(=A, €)],
we obtain a value for (A17). We proceed to do this.
First substitute
War,1,22ip7) =~ 7(2ipr)U(1 + K, 2, 2ipr), (A19)

as given in the chapter on the confluent hypergeometric function in Ref. 4, which also gives the integral
representation
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I'(a)U(a, b, z)= L e~ (1 +¢)P e a1t (A20)

which is valid for Rez>0. Since we are using z =2ipr, we shall let p have a small negative imaginary part,
which is set equal to zero at the end of the calculation. We shall not write this in explicitly. Hence

I(A; €)= j:o dtj;m dr ,r-1+ee-(a-lA)re-lpr(2z-M) P(11+K)e-2£prt(1 +t)-xtk
- 3-%’%}%)6) o., dt(%)' {la —i(A - p)] +2ipt}+e . (A21)

Let u=1¢/(1+1); then the integral can be transformed to

) i -(1+€)
1A, €)= _mﬁ%:)_ﬂ[a -i(a _p)]-(ue) j:duuk(l —)~-€) (1 -u——'——g _:Ez ti))') '

which may be recognized from the chapter on hypergeometric functions in Ref. 4 as a hypergeometric func-
tion: explicitly,

I(A, €)=2ip %)—)[a -i(A —p)]'“*‘)F(1 +e,1+K 1+€ +K,Z—_‘_§E—§¥;)—))> . (A22)

This integral is continuous at Imp=0, so we now let Imp=0. The divergence as € - 0 is plain. We now
separate Eq. 22 into convergent and divergent parts at € =0, using the equation

(1-2)F(a, b, c, z) =F<a, b,c, zle) (A23)

which is also obtainable from Ref. 4. Thus

I(4, €)=(2ip)'€wp(1 +€,€6,1+¢ +K’2:.£(_A_i'ﬂ>

T(l+e=-«k) -2ip
rosvme| D(E)T(1 +€) 2 T'l+e+n)'(e+n) fa-i(A+p)Y
=(2ip) [I‘(1+e+1c) +ﬂ; T(l+e+k+n)n! ( -2ip )] (a24)

The part which diverges at € =0 is the first part in the curly brackets, which is independent of A. Hence
I(A, €) =1(A, €) depends on the second part in the curly brackets only, which we call I’(A, €), and when €~ 0,
I'(a, 0) is finite, and is given by

I'(A, 0) = a—-i(A+p) <~ T@1+n) [fa-i(A+p)Y
>0 2 reeon ()

-2ip (2+k+n) -2ip
__ 1 a-i(a+p) o —i(A+p)
- T e F(l, 1,24k 22E ) (A25)
Define the function ¢(a; p, A) by
olas 1y &) =ila =18+ +0EAIF(1, 1,24 acipa), (a26)
so that
I'(a,0)=¢(a; p, A)/T(1+k). (a27)

This now completes the steps necessary to evaluate Eq. (A3). Collecting all together,
I(D, &, @)= (2/1)2e=*™2T(1 + k)| (o +ip)® + A2]*[a2 + ( - A 2] ~+K)

1 e‘-zico(e -215 _ 1) etm(/z

+m 2pA r(1+K)[¢(a;p, A)-‘P(Ol; P, -A)—¢(a; -iB’ A)+¢(a; '—iB’ —A)]' (A28)
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The theoretical expressions for experimentally determined quantities in K — 27 decays
and leptonic kaon decays are used to determine solutions for various theoretical parameters.
Two solutions are found: one for which the |AI|=} dominance rule is valid, and another
for which it is not. Both solutions yield e =7, _=ny,. Even precise measurements of ¢,
may not allow one to distinguish between the two solutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the recent measurement® of the phase angle
of the ratio of K, —n°1° to Kg—7°1° decay, ¢q, it
has become of interest to recalculate the phenome-
nological parameters of K -~ 27 decays previously
calculated by Roper.? In the calculation of Ref. 2 no
approximations were made concerning the relative
sizes of the | AIl =%, 3, and § decay amplitudes. We
have expanded the previous calculations by includ-
ing the AS =+AQ amplitudes of leptonic kaon decays,
which various authors® have used to find an approx-
imate value for Ree. Since it is impossible at this
time to ascertain which of the available numerical
values to use for the phase-shift difference 6, - 3,
between I=2 and I =0 s-wave scattering for 7-7 in-
teractions, the results are given with both
Walker’s* value and Marateck’s® value for 8, - §, as
inputs.

We begin with Roper’s? formulation of K ~ 27 de-
cays. By means of the experimental values of var-
ious quantities we are able to derive values of the
ratio b, of the complex |AI| =% reduced matrix ele-
ment to the |AI]| =3 reduced matrix element, the
ratio b, of the complex |AI| =$ reduced matrix ele-
ment to the |AI| =% reduced matrix element, the
complex K°-K# mixing parameter €, the complex
ratio x of the AS = -AQ amplitude to the AS =+AQ

amplitude in leptonic kaon decays, and the 7-7
phase-shift difference &, - 5,.

The above values were found by using the four
solutions found by Roper? as inputs in a least-
squares fit to the data by means of the exact equa-
tions. The four solutions reduced to two solutions,
one of which satisfies the |AI| =3 dominance rule
and the other of which does not.

By assuming very precise values for ¢, we show
that even great precision may not allow one to dis-
tinguish between the two solutions obtained here.

II. THEORY
We write the isotopic-spin amplitudes as

(0,0|A|K% =By, (0,0|A|K) =8, ,
(2,0]A|K°Y =B,, (2,0|A|K°) =B},
(2,1|A|K") =B, (2,-1|A|KT) =BT,

where
Bo=b,/V2,
Bz =(b3+05)/V2,

and

Bl = (%)1/2(b3 - %bs)-



