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It is shown that the decay amplitude of a particle with spin to one spinless meson and a resonance
with spin can be expressed in a general and compact form using the covariant tensor (also named
Rarita-Schwinger) formalism. The identity of this formalism with the covariant helicity formalism
recently proposed by Chung is shown. Many angular distributions are derived, showing that in
some cases there are large differences with the distributions calculated with noncovariant (Zemach
or helicity) amplitudes. These differences are shown in detail for some Dalitz plots relative to the
annihilation pp — wrww at low energy. Although the worked examples refer to binary decays with
spins < 2 only, the covariant tensor formalism is presented in a general form to permit its extension

to more complicated cases.

PACS number(s): 13.25.—k, 11.80.Et

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with the phenomenological spin-
parity determination of resonances and intends to show
in detail, as recently emphasized by Chung [1], that the
use of covariant spin formalisms is needed to obtain re-
liable results. The discussion will be limited to the so-
called spin-dependent part of the decay amplitude, as-
suming that the energy-dependent part can be properly
parametrized with relativistic Breit-Wigner functions or
similar forms.

The spin dependence of the decay amplitude of reso-
nances is usually written in terms of tensor or helicity
formalisms. The former was pioneered by Zemach [2,3]
and is very often used in the spin-parity determination
of resonances produced by the pp annihilation, while the
latter one was developed by Jacob and Wick [4], and is
the most employed one.

Both formalisms are often used in phenomenological
analyses in a noncovariant form.

In the noncovariant Zemach formalism the spin part
of the amplitude is usually defined in terms of three-
dimensional spin tensors written in the rest frame of each
decaying state, and no boost to a general reference frame
is made. Since the final equations contain tensors defined
in different frames, they are noncovariant. Examples of
the application of this technique can be found in [5] and,
more recently, in the analysis of low energy pp annihila-
tion data [6-8].

In the helicity formalism the spin rotation functions
D/ . are used for the angular dependence. They are
multiplied by a helicity-coupling amplitude which is writ-
ten empirically in terms of a Breit-Wigner function. To
obtain the same results as in the noncovariant Zemach
formalism, it is necessary to introduce into the helicity-
coupling amplitude the moduli of the Zemach tensors rel-
ative to each resonance rest frame involved in the decay.
These terms, that are usually named centrifugal barrier
factors, make also the helicity-coupling amplitude non-
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covariant.

The extended use of noncovariant formalisms is rather
surprising, because the square modulus of the decay am-
plitude, which gives the decay probability of a certain
configuration, should be independent of any particular
frame, that is, a Lorentz scalar. The reasons for this
puzzling situation are not very clear to us. In the origi-
nal paper of Zemach [2] the formalism was developed at
the beginning in the noncovariant form, then the recipe
for making it fully covariant was correctly given (see,
for example, the Sec. V of that work, in particular page
B1216). However, in a subsequent paper [3], Zemach
made the statement “relativity is not an essential com-
plication” (see Sec. I1.4 of that work), which probably
has been misunderstood by many analysts. One pos-
sible reason for this misunderstanding is that in many
phenomenological analyses good fits are obtained with
the noncovariant formalism and in many (but not in all)
cases there is not a big difference between the covariant
and noncovariant angular distributions.

The fully covariant tensor formalism is often named the
Rarita-Schwinger formalism, because usually one recalls
a brief paper of these authors [9] in which the importance
of the spin-tensor orthogonalization to the four-velocity
of the decaying system was stressed. However, in our
opinion it should be historically more correct to speak
about covariant and noncovariant Zemach formalisms. In
the following we will refer to the Rarita-Schwinger or
covariant Zemach tensor formalism as the same thing.

The noncovariant approaches have been recently crit-
icized by Chung [1], who proposed to write the helicity-
coupling amplitude as a Lorentz scalar. The resulting
helicity amplitude presents an E/m dependence (where
FE and m are the energy and the mass of the resonance in
the parent rest frame) which is absent in the noncovariant
formalism.

Although the helicity amplitude is intrinsically nonco-
variant, because the spin D, functions are expressed
in each resonance rest frame, in the following we will refer
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for brevity to Chung’s work [1] as the covariant helicity
formalism.

We think that some important points have still to be
clarified: (i) the connection between the covariant helic-
ity formalism and the tensor one, (ii) the quantitative
evaluation of the differences between covariant and non-
covariant angular distributions, and (iii) the practical ef-
fects of these differences (if any) in a phenomenological
analysis.

This paper intends to answer these questions in a pre-
cise way.

In Sec. IT and IIT we try to present in a concise and
compact form the covariant tensor (Rarita-Schwinger)
formalism and in Sec. IV we apply it to the binary decay
of resonances. Many spin angular distributions and their
comparison with the noncovariant ones are shown there.
In Sec. V we demonstrate that, for binary decays, the
above results are identical to those obtained with the co-
variant helicity formalism of Chung [1]. In Sec. VI some
striking differences between covariant and noncovariant
Dalitz plots are shown. The examples are taken from
the low energy pp annihilation, studied extensively for
many years at the Low Energy Antiproton Ring (LEAR)
of CERN.

Although the distribution calculations are made for bi-
nary decays with spins < 2, and the examples are drawn
from the LEAR physics only, the formalism is presented
in Secs. IT and IIT in a general form, to permit easily its
extension to more complicated cases.

Finally, in Sec. VII we conclude that the use of covari-
ant spin formalisms is essential in many practical cases
to obtain reliable results.

II. COVARIANT SPIN TENSORS

We consider the decay of a spin J state with fixed P
parity into two steps:

JP — jr4c (1)
jP—ra+b,

where (jP) is a resonance of spin j, parity p and mass
mpg, a,b, and ¢ are the measured spin-0 mesons (pi-
ons or kaons) with mass mg,, mp, m.. The particle four-
momenta are also labeled with a, b, and c. In the follow-
ing we will use for this decay the notation J — j + [,
where [ is the orbital angular momentum quantum num-
ber between the produced (jP) resonance and the recoil
particle ¢. Obviously, for reactions of this type only in-
teger spins are involved. We assume also the absence of
polarization effects.

For the reaction of type (1) a connection exists between
the spin dynamics and the only final-state observables,
represented by the momenta of the particles a,b, and
c. This connection is given by the symmetric traceless
Cartesian tensors formed by the particle four-momenta.
A rank j tensor of this type has 2j 4+ 1 independent
components, and represents an element of an irreducible
subspace. In other words, it is isomorphous to a rank-
7 spinor. This correspondence is valid in the decaying
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particle rest frame and it has been developed in detail by
Zemach [2,3], so that in particle physics Cartesian tensors
are often named Zemach tensors.

However, this description, being valid only in the reso-
nance rest frame, is noncovariant. It is possible to restore
covariance by noting that, since the spin represents how
the particle at rest behaves under spatial rotations, a
spin tensor of rank 1 must have no time component in
the resonance rest frame. This condition, put in a co-
variant form, is named the Rarita-Schwinger condition
[9]. For spin-1 this condition reads

Su= S,u* =0, (2)
where u = (a + b)/m is the four-velocity (u? = 1) of the
resonance of mass m? = (a + b)2.

The vector S, being orthogonal to the timelike vector
u,,, has to be spacelike:

S?<o. (3)

The most elementary object with these properties, that
is, a spin-1 covariant tensor, is called a pure spin tensor
and is given by

Su =dqu — (qu)u# ) (4)

where g, = a, — b, is the break-up four-momentum. It is
easily shown that (2) and (3) are satisfied. In particular,
the negative norm is assured by the equation

1 (5)

where g, = (a—b),, is the the break-up three-momentum
in the resonance rest frame.

The spin-2 tensor is a symmetric, traceless rank-2 ten-
sor obeying condition (2):

§2=¢* - (qu)’=-|q,

Ty = SuSy — %Sz(g”,, —uuu,), (6)

where g, is the metric tensor. Note also that 72 > 0
and that zero trace means T} = 0.

The formulas displayed up to now refer to the decay
of a spin-1 or spin-2 resonance having four-velocity wu.
However, the general rule is to orthogonalize to the four-
velocity of the system where the spin or the angular mo-
mentum are defined. Hence, if there is a relative or-
bital angular momentum ! between the resonance and
the spectator particle ¢ of reaction (1), the [ = 1 and
Il = 2 spin tensors are given by (4) and (6) where all
the quantities refer now to the J¥ resonance rest frame:
g = ¢ — (a + b) is the break-up four-momentum and u is
the four-velocity, which is w = (1;0) in the case of the
c.m. frame.

One appealing characteristic of the tensor formalism
appears here: intrinsic spins and orbital angular mo-
menta are described by the same object, the pure spin
tensor.

These concepts can be generalized [10] by considering
a particle of integer spin s as a tensor of rank s that
satisfies the wave equation

b

(p2 + mz)q)muz-"u, =0 (7)
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and the conditions of symmetry, orthogonality to the
four-velocity and null trace:

SRS S ®)

PP ... =0, (9)

gHH B = 0. 10
Mg

If one now considers a rank-2s tensor © that, in addition
to (8)—(10), satisfies also the property
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one sees that, for any solution ¥, ... of (7) not necessarily
satisfying (8)—(10), the tensor

B, =0T, (12)

satisfies all the conditions (7)—(10); i.e., it is that part
of ¥, ... that describes a particle of spin s. Hence, one
sees that © behaves like a spin projector. The general
expression for © valid for any spin can be found in [10].
Here we give only the cases s =1,2,3:

O O = O, (11)
|
0, =g, (13)
O = 20592 +92908) — 39mued", (14)
O, = s@AFaT + Ga 5550 + 305590
—%(.‘}uxuzgﬁ,gywa + gmﬂsgzigmw + gﬂ3l—‘1gzzgul Vz) ’ (15)

where we have defined the tensor

Guv = Guv — Uplly (16)
that has the useful properties
u, gt = 0", g;‘f = gw 3" =3, Gupdl = Guv - (17)

If S, is a generic pure spin vector, orthogonalized to
its own four-velocity (eventually different from that of §),
one has

Guv SY = S, — (Su)u, = S, (18)

where we have adopted the convention to indicate as
tilded tensors the pure spin tensors orthogonalized to the
same four velocity of g.

If now S and P are two generic pure spin vectors or-
thogonalized to their own four-velocities (eventually dif-
ferent from that of g), from properties (17) and (18) one
has

g;u/sﬂl = gu = gm/ SY = Guv guy
GuwSHPY = §,P” = §,,S*P”
= SH#P, = (§"Sy) (G upP?) - (19)
We see that the contraction of two generic pure spin ten-
sors with g gives the scalar product of the parts orthogo-
nal to the g four-velocity. This is a particular case of the
general property (11), which is valid for any projector.
Finally, we note that with the aid of the projectors
(13) and (14), (4) and (6) can be expressed in a more
compact form:
S/J = @un,
T;.w = QZZ 9p9c-

III. TENSOR AMPLITUDES

The spin dependence of the decay amplitude can be ob-
tained by using the above defined tensors and the spin-1

Lorentz invariant wave functions. For a particle of mo-
mentum p, these functions can be defined by their spin
components along z, and are given by [11]

Dz F 1Dy
ity = EL [ Mt peee T i)/ (B +m)
mv2 | Fim + py(p= Finy)/(E+m) |’
pz(P:c + 2.py)/(-E + m)

(20)

Dz
s =\ pEim |- e
m + p2/(E 4+ m)

This spinor is isomorphous to the spin vector of (4). In-
deed, it is orthogonal to the four-velocity and spacelike
[see the analogous (3) for tensors],

1, (m) e (m') = ~6mmt (22)
and it gives, when summed over the polarizations, the

projector operator g, for spin-1 states [1,11]:

D en(m)es(m) = —guu (23)

m

where v = p/m. The minus sign is due to the Condon
and Shortley choice for the arbitrary phases in (20) and
(21), and has no physical significance.

If we indicate with S, a pure spin-1 tensor orthogonal
to its own four-velocity, the decay probability 1 — 1+ 0
or 1 - 0+ 1 is given by

W=l m) | 54
=) en(m)e,(m) S*S*

m

= _(gﬂu S,,) (gup Sp) ) (24)
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where (19) and (23) have been used. This equation de-
fines a tensor amplitude

AL =g, S* (25)

for the decay of a spin-1 resonance to two particles having
spin zero and one, with no relative angular momentum, or
to two spinless particles with relative angular momentum
equal to one. In this last case the four-velocities of g and
S are the same.

Using the tensor amplitude Af}) the decay probability

(24) is

W =-AAWx (26)
where the minus sign is a common feature of the decay
probabilities computed from tensor amplitudes with an
odd number of indices.

To have a notation independent of the tensor rank, in
the following we will write the decay probabilities as the
absolute value of tensor scalar products.

At this point it is very important to recall that, when
the spin tensor S, of (25) represents an intrinsic spin,
it is orthogonalized to the four velocity of the produced
resonance [j? in the notation of (1)], whereas A, is or-
thogonalized to the four-velocity of the initial state [ J¥
in the notation of (1)]. This second orthogonalization,
which corresponds to a Lorentz boost from the produced
resonance to the initial state, is usually ignored in the
so-called Zemach formalism, and this fact is precisely the
source of the differences between the covariant approach
and the noncovariant one. We will return to this point
in more detail in the following.

The general integer spin functions are obtained from
the spin-1 wave functions using the Clebsch-Gordan se-
ries. The three rank-2 functions | J M) with J = 0,1,2
are then given by

e,(j{;)(M) = Z (Imilmg | J M) e, (my)e,(m2).
M=m;+m2

(27)

The sum over the polarizations defines three new projec-
tors [1]:

PR, =Y el (m)efd(m).

m

For the cases0 — 1+1, 1 — 141, 2 — 141 one obtains,
respectively,
Pl-(l-?/)PU = %guv Gpo>
Pho = 3 @uplive — Guodue) (28)
= ~3(Cauvp v?) (Evoos u’) g°7,
P, = L (Gupve + Guodve) — 3uipo

Note that the

higher spin projector P,S,z,)pa has been already introduced
in (14). As in the spin-1 case, if S, and P, are two pure
spin-1 tensors orthogonalized to their own four-velocities,
the decay probability J — 1+ 1 with J = 0,1,2 is given
by

where €,,,, is the Levi-Civita tensor.

W= Z\ D (m) | sP)|*
_ Z *(J) Su PV
= p,gig,c, SHPYSPP . (29)

Equations (28) and (29) define the spin-2 tensor algebra
to be used when there are no polarization effects and
there is no interference between different spin-J states.
The decay 0 — 1 + 1 defines a scalar amplitude A(?) =
G S* PV

W = P{)  S*P¥S°P°

= 3(3uvS"P") (o0 5°P)
=144 (30)

the decay 1 — 1 + 1 defines the vector amplitude Aff) =
Epafy SePByY:

P! S*P¥SPP°
= _Eg 7 (Eapvp Supvuﬁ) (Evpos SPPU'U'J)

= }|a@Pa®=|. (31)

w

Finally, the decay 2 — 1 4+ 1 defines the symmet-

ric traceless rank-2 tensor amplitude A(z) (S P, +
S,P,) — 3(SP) G
2 v a
W =P S*P*S°P
= [1(5,P: + 5, P,) = 1(5P) §po| 5°P°
= AR 5°P7 = A A@ro (32)

where the last equality can be demonstrated by repeated
use of (19) or more directly from (11).

Equations (4), (6), (30)—(32) contain all the elements
necessary for the correct use of the tensor formalism.
Firstly, it is necessary to form, by means of the break-up
four-momenta and (4) and (6), the spin tensors which
represent spin-1 and spin-2 functions on the Cartesian
basis. Then, the decay probabilities of (30)—(32), apart
from unimportant constant factors, can be interpreted as
the square moduli of the tensor amplitudes AfLJ..).. If we
define the tensor

Epvp = Epvpo U7 (33)

and recall the projectors (13) and (14) we can express
all the tensor amplitudes (25), (30)—(32) in the compact
forms

1 v
AY =0evs,,
A — Guw SHPY,
(34)
AP =¢,,, 5" P,
2 o
AR = 087 5,P,.
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To generalize the discussion to higher spins we should
have to start from the corresponding spinors, to write
the projectors P,Ei) as in (28) and to find the tensor
amplitudes. This is a very cumbersome procedure. We
can avoid it by using the tensor rules which emerge from
(34): starting from a space of spin J, the tensor ampli-
tudes relative to the invariant subspaces of lower spin
are obtained by contraction with the tensor §,, for the
subspace of spin J — 2, by contraction of two indices v, p
with the tensor £,,, for the subspace of spin J —1 and by
multiplication with the symmetric traceless projector of
rank 2J [as in (13)—(15) for spin s = 1, 2, 3] to obtain the
J

A3)
(5,3,k)

where from now on we use the notation (¢,7,%,...) to
indicate the sum over the even (cyclic) permutations of
(3,4, k,...), with 2,5, k,...=1,2,3,4and i #j #k,....
In this way one takes properly into account the antisym-
metry of £ and the symmetry of g.

The tensor amplitude (35) is symmetric, traceless, and
orthogonal to the four-velocity of the system where the
spin 2 under consideration is defined.

The spin-1 amplitude is given by

AS&) — % PYivzvs (gﬂulgu2vs + g;—wzgvsw
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irreducible subspace of the highest spin J. In addition,
all the free tensor indices must be orthogonalized to the
four-velocity of the system considered by association to
one of the projectors &, g, or ©.

Since in what follows we deal with spins < 2 we apply
this technique here to extract some tensor amplitudes of
spin < 2 from tensors belonging to spaces of higher spin.

If ®,, 0,0, is a solution of (7) representing a generic
spin-3 tensor, the tensor amplitude of spin 3 is obtained
by multiplication of this tensor with the spin-3 projec-
tor (15). Instead, the tensor amplitude representing an
element of the irreducible spin-2 subspace is given by

1 - - ~ - 1. -
pipz privavs [E Z (E#WWJ'QW.M + Euzwujgw;m) - §€V1V2Vs gmuz:’ ) (35)

whereas the spin-zero scalar is given by

1
A(3) — § Hrivzvs z (éuuil’j g,’,‘,,)

(%,3,k)
= e v (37)
where the notation is the same as in (35).
Wlth(?ut giving the @ ¥z s pro jection operator cor-
responding to s = 4 we can write the solution of rank
0,1,2 that can be extracted from the s = 4 solution of

(7). The tensor that corresponds to the solutions with

+GuvsGviva ) » (36) s = 2 is given by
J

(4) _— 1 vivav3vy 1. = ~ ~ ~ ~ 1. ~ ~

Hipz T ﬁq:. z [E(gl‘l”igﬂ2|’jglfkl’l +gu2wg#1ujgvkw) - ggﬂlu2g1’iujg'/k"l]' (38)
(3,3,k,1)
r

The vector tudes are fully covariant, no Lorentz boosts are required,
1 and the final distributions are obtained with standard
Aff) = EQ”"’"’B"“ Z (Epviv; Guimn) » (39) tensor calculus. The algebra is not more complicated
(5,5, <) than that of other formalisms if one works always in

where the sum extends over the even permutations of
the four indices i, 7, k,! with &k < [, corresponds to the
solutions with s = 1. Finally, the scalar

A(4) — %(I)uuzzuaw Z (gwujgvkl’l) (40)
7,5,k<l

corresponds to the solutions with s = 0.

The tensor amplitudes so defined are expressed on the
Cartesian basis. In the case of in-flight interactions, it is
necessary to project on the spherical basis in order to sum
incoherently over different polarizations. This projection
is easily realized by means of scalar products of the type
A(m) = (eu(m) | A#), A(m) = (eun(m) | AwY)
where the spinors have been defined in (20), (21) and
(27).

The relativistic spin tensor formalism is probably the
simplest one to describe reactions of type (1): the ampli-

terms of pure spin tensors with the metric of (13)-(16),
and (33). Moreover, the computer calculations are faster
than those employing the helicity formalism (at least a
factor 4, in our experience).

IV. THE DECAY J > j+ L

Here we apply the formalism developed up to now to
the case of reaction (1), where a spin-J initial state de-
cays to a spin-j resonance and a spinless particle, in a
final state of relative orbital angular momentum . We
consider only the cases where spins and orbital angular
momenta < 2 are involved. We have a twofold purpose:
to find the angular distributions and to compare them
with the helicity corresponding ones. In this context we
have to solve at the beginning the problem relative to the
moduli of the spin tensors, which give the so-called cen-
trifugal barrier factors [for spin vectors they are given by
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(5)]- These factors are absent when one uses spinors (20)
and (21), that are normalized according to (22), whereas
they remain into the relative orbital angular momentum
terms, that are usually described as tensors [1,11].

The centrifugal barrier factors are merely constant
when very sharp resonances are produced, whereas they
are slowly varying functions of the momenta in the real
cases. Hence, they do not affect very much the angular
distributions and can be inserted into the Breit-Wigner
functions of the decay amplitude. To simplify our calcu-
ations, here we make the choice to normalize all the spin
tensors. In this way the tensors assume length —1 for
odd order and +1 for even order, as required [11]. The
kinematical factors due to the tensor moduli are removed,
the tensors represent only pure spin effects and the cor-
responding decay amplitude can be directly compared
with that coming from the helicity formalism. Anyway,
we emphasize that this choice has no deep physical sig-
nificance, being chosen here for computational purposes
only.

With the notation of (1), the four-velocities of the J¥
(the c.m.) and j” resonances are given by v, = (a + b+
¢)n/v/s and w, = (a+b),/mg, respectively. The square
of the total energy is s = (a + b + ¢)2.

From (4) one obtains the following normalized spin-1
tensor for the resonance jP:

mZ _ m2
Se=M [t @+ 0, TS )
mg
where
N, MR

T [ — (M + me)?]F [, — (ma — ma)?]E

is the normalization factor.
By inserting (41) into (6) one obtains the normalized
spin-2 tensor:

3 1
77“, = \/; liSuSy + g(g,“, - "-U,u'wv)] . (42)

Following the same procedure one obtains also the nor-
malized tensors describing the states of relative orbital
angular momenta ! =1 and [ = 2 ( p and d waves):

L,=N, ([C —(a+b)]u

et (at b)lu(i”i‘sif”‘)) L @
Mnu = \/g (Lul:u + %guv) ) (44)
where
Ny = Vs

[s — (mr +mc)?)3 [s — (mr — m,)?]}
is the normalization factor, and

Juv = Guv — UpUy.
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We note that in (41) and (42) and (43) and (44) two
different four-velocities appear: the tensors & and 7 are
orthogonal to the resonance four velocity w, whereas the
tensors £ and M are orthogonal to the c.m. four-velocity
u.

We can now compute the amplitudes and the angular
distributions for all the possible combinations of spins
and angular momenta, under the assumption that the
initial state is unpolarized. We recall that the notation
isJ—=j+1.

A. Jj+1lwithj=0

Apart from the trivial case 0 — 0 + 0, which gives
a flat angular distribution, from (34) and (41)—(44) we
have the tensor amplitudes

Au(150+41)=0%(1L,) = Ly, (45)
A (2= 0+2) = 027 (1M,0) = M, (46)
whose square modulus gives the flat angular distributions
Wl—-0+1)x|L.LY|=1,
WE2—-20+2) x| MyuyMHPY =1,

since both £, and M, are normalized.
As expected, we see that, when the spin of the reso-
nance is zero, the angular distributions are flat.

B. Joj+lwithj=1

In this case, when the final-state particles are in s and
p waves, one has to use again (35) and (41)—(44) to obtain
the tensor amplitudes

Au(1 = 140) = G, (8*1) = §pS”, (47)
A0 = 1+1) =g*" (S,.L,), (48)
Ap(l = 1+ 1) =&, (SYLP), (49)
A (2 5 1+1) =087 (S,L,). (50)

The square moduli of these amplitudes give the corre-
sponding angular distributions. After a straightforward
but lengthy calculation we obtain®

W1 = 1+0)x|A,4%] =1+ (Su)?, (51)
W(0 - 1+1) « |A]* = (5C)%, (52)
Wl —>1+1)|A,A"|

=1+ (Su)? - (SL)?, (53)
W(2 - 1+41) |4, A*|

x 1+ (Su)? + 3(SC)2. (54)

In the case of the d wave, there are three possible values
of J = 1,2,3, but we will compute the amplitude only
for the states with J =1, 2.

!We neglect any unimportant constant factor multiplying
the amplitudes.
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In the case 1 — 142 we have to combine S, and M,
in order to obtain a vector. This can be done with the
help of (36), where

PUIvars = SYMVIYS, (55)

Being M¥2¥s traceless and orthogonal to u, the term in
(36) with g,,,, is equal to 0, while the other two are iden-
tical. Moreover, M, contains the same four-velocity of
g, so that g, M"? = M¢£. Therefore, we obtain the
amplitude

Ayl - 1+2) x gupS* M2, (56)
corresponding to the angular distribution

W1 —1+2) o |A,4%
o 1+ (Su)? 4 3(SL)2. (57)
For the case 2 — 1 4+ 2 we have to combine S, and M,
in order to obtain a tensor. This can be done with the
help of (35), applied to the tensor (55). Being M¥2¥s
symmetric, the terms in (35) with £,,,,,, are equal to 0,
while all the others are identical. Hence, we obtain the
amplitude
A#luz(z -1+ 2)
& SVMPU (éﬂlvpgﬂzd + é#zup-‘}#xa) (58)

and the angular distribution
W(2 = 1+2) o |Ay,,, AH#2|

o 1+ (Su)? — (SC)2%. (59)
J

W(l—2+1) o |[A,4%

o< 1+ (Lw)? +3(SL)? + [3(Su)(SL) — (uw)(Lw)]

For the case 2 — 2+ 1 we have to combine £, and 7, in
order to obtain a tensor. This can be done with the help
of (35) applied to the tensor (62). Also in this case, one
sees that, since 7%2¥3 is symmetric, the terms in (35) with
Evyvavs and §y,., are equal to 0, while all the others are
identical. Hence, the amplitude and the corresponding
distribution are

AM1M2(2 -2+ 1)
o< £u7-pa (gltlvpgﬂzﬂ + gﬂzvpgﬂlﬂ)’ (65)

W(2—2+1) x |Ay, ., A*H2|
o [1+ (Su)? — (SL)?]
x [1+ (Su)?]. (66)
In the case of the d wave, the spin values of the initial

state are J = 0,1,2,3,4. Here we list the amplitudes
for J = 0,1,2 only, which are obtained from (38)-(40)
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The case 2 — 2+ 0 (s wave) is easily solved by the last
of (34) applied to the spin tensor (42):

Apps (22 2+0) = 072 (T, 1) - (60)

The distribution is then given by

W(2 = 2+0) o |4y, u, A% |
ol + [% + (Su)? — %(uw)z]2
+(Su)r -1 [1 - (uw)2]. (61)

In the case of the p wave, there are three possible spins
for the initial state: J = 1,2,3. Here we compute the
amplitude only for the states with J = 1,2.

For the 1 — 2+ 1 case we have to combine £, and 7,
to obtain a vector. We have to use (36), where

Privavs = LTIV (62)
Being 7%2¥s traceless and symmetric, the term in (36)

with §,,., is equal to 0, while the other two are identical.
Hence, we obtain the amplitude

Ay (1 2+ 1) o Gup LTP . (63)

The corresponding distribution is

2
. (64)

[
applied to the spin tensors (41) and (44), in the same
way as explained above:

A(0 = 2+ 2) « Gupvo TH MP7, (67)
Ap(1 = 2+2) < €y TVME, (68)

Aas (2= 2+ 2) [ Guavuap + Guavuns)
38 Buo| TOME.(69)

The corresponding distributions are obtained by the
square modulus of these amplitudes.

D. Explicit form of angular distributions

Here we calculate explicitly some of the distributions
previously obtained. To this end, the more convenient
reference frame is that of the produced resonance 37,
where the relevant kinematical quantities assume the
form [see (1), (4)—(6), (41)—(44) and the notation there
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used]

a = (v/m2+q%/4;q9/2),

b= (y/mi+q%/4;,—q/2),
c= (v/m2+p%p),

a+b= (mg;0), (70)
w = (1;0),

a+b+c=(vs+p*p),
u=(y/1+p?/s;p/Vs).

If we now introduce the angle 6 between the spectator
and the break-up three-momenta and the ratio z between
the modulus of the spectator three-momentum and the
total energy,

z=|p|/Vs, (71)

we can use (41)—(44) and compute the following invari-
ants in the resonance rest frame:

cos =gp/(|q|lpl),

Su = —zcosb, (72)
SL=—4/1+4 22cos0, (73)
Lw =z, (74)

uw = 1+ 22, (75)

Now it is easy, using these quantities, to rewrite the spin
distributions (51)—(54), (57), (59), (61), (64), and (66) in
the form
W0 —141) o (1+2%)cos?0, (76)
W(1—1+0) 1+ 2%cos?8, (77)
W1 —>14+1)x1-—cos?, (78)
Wl —1+2) ocl+ (3 + 4z2) cos? 0, (79)

W(1—>2+1)o<(1+22)[1+300520

2
ﬂ}—sz(cos2 0 — %) ], (80)
W2 —1+1) x3+(1+42%) cos?, (81)
W(2—1+2)x1-—cos?8, (82)

Z2 Zz
W(2—>2+1)oc1+3+(§—1)c0520
—2%(cos® 0 — )2, (83)
z? 2 Loq2
W(2—+2+0)o<1+?+z cos” 6

+z4(00520 - %)2, (84)

where the familiar expressions of the Legendre polyno-
mials appear.

It is interesting now to compare these distributions
with those coming from the noncovariant approach. We
can consider the simplest (perhaps the most striking)
case (77): the noncovariant result is, namely, the flat dis-
tribution, because the unnormalized Zemach amplitude
is in this case g, the break-up three-momentum in the
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resonance rest frame. The flat distribution is obtained
from (77) by putting z = 0. It is easy to recognize that
this is a general rule: all the covariant distributions tend
to the noncovariant (Zemach) ones in the case of the pro-
duction of a heavy resonance, when the recoil particle is
nearly at rest, that is when z — 0. In this case the
Lorentz boost between the initial and the resonance rest
frames tends to be negligible and this effect is measured
by the magnitude of z, which in this context assumes a
crucial role. Since this parameter is the ratio between a
noncovariant quantity and the total energy, which is co-
variant [see (71)], it is by no means obliged to be a small
quantity. By using relativistic kinematics it is possible
to show that for the decay J — (ab)c one has

22=7%-1, (85)

where v = E/m for the system (ab) in the J rest frame,
and z refers to the spectator ¢ in the rest frame of (ab).

The values of z for the reaction pp — (m1m3)ms at rest
are shown in Fig. 1 as a function of the (m172) invariant
mass. In the case of the production of the p(770) and
f2(1270) resonances one has 22 = 1.016 and 2% = 0.152,
respectively, at the nominal mass values.

Since the pp — w7 annihilation at low energy is at
present extensively studied at LEAR [13,14,8] we report
in Table I, as an example, the covariant and noncovari-
ant spin distributions (angular weights), calculated at the
nominal p(770) and f2(1270) masses, for all the channels
of importance. The results are purely indicative, because
the resonance widths are neglected.

From this table one can note that for initial states
0~*,17—, corresponding to the S§ wave protonium or-
bitals, there is no difference between the covariant and
noncovariant spin distributions. Therefore, the results
coming from the data analysis of experiments on pp —
mrw from 'Sp,3 S; protonium states [12,6] are rather in-
sensitive to the spin formalism used in the analysis.

On the contrary, when the annihilation into three pions
from protonium P orbitals is concerned, there is a big dif-
ference between the covariant and noncovariant spin dis-
tributions. The difference is particularly evident for the
decay pr from ' P;,® P; protonum states. This important
point has been completely neglected in the recent Dalitz
plot analysis of this reaction, where the noncovariant for-
malism has been used [7].

z
1.5
1 f—
0.5
Ok||1||||l||11|||[|x||||x
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6
m(mn) (GeV/c?)
FIG. 1. The parameter z of (71) for the reaction

pp — mimem3 at rest as a function of the (w1m2) invariant
mass.
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TABLE I. Covariant and noncovariant spin distributions for the low energy pp — w77 annihila-
tion. The first two columns give the pp initial state quantum numbers in the JF€ and spectroscopic
notations, respectively. In the third column the decay final state is reported with the notation (Rw),,
where R is the produced resonance and ! the wave corresponding to its relative angular momentum
with the recoil pion. The production of the p(770) and f2(1270) resonances is considered. However,
one should note that the p(770) production is forbidden in the pp — w°x°7°® channel. The fourth
column reports the decay type with the notation used in the text. Finally, the last two columns
give the angular distributions resulting from (76)—(84) by calculating z at the resonance nominal

mass values (covariant weights) and by putting z = 0 (noncovariant weights).
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Initial state Initial state Final state Decay type Covariant weights Noncovariant
JFe S+, (Rm) Jo g+l weights

(0= 1So (pm)p 0—-1+1 cos? @ cos® @

177) 35, (pm)p 1—-1+1 sin” @ sin” @

(1t—,1%) 2 2 (p7)s 1—>1+0 1+ 1.02cos’ 6 1

(1*t—,1%h) 'pBip (o7)a 1—1+2 1+ 7.06 cos? 6 1+ 3cos?6

(2*) P, (pm)a 2—=1+2 sin? 0 sin® 6

(2=*,277)  'D;*D, (pm)p 2—51+1 1+1.69cos’ 6@ 1+ (1/3)cos®6

(0= 1So (f2m)a 0—+2+2 (cos?0 —1/3)2 (cos? 8 — 1/3)?

(1*t*) P (fem)p 1—-2+1 1+ 3cos?8 1+ 3cos*6

+1.37(cos? 0 — 1/3)?
(2*t%) 3P, (f27)p 2241 sin®0(1 + 0.15cos* @)  sin®@
(27 D, (f2m)s 2—52+0 1+ 0.14cos* 6 1

+0.02(cos?* 6 — 1/3)?

V. COMPARISON WITH THE HELICITY
AMPLITUDE

The helicity amplitude for the two-body decay of a
spin-J resonance to two particles of spin s1, s2 is usually
written in the form [1,4,11]

Asunr < (9pAv | TMAVY(JMAv | A | JM)

where M is the z component of the spin J in a coordinate
system fixed with the resonance rest frame, \, v are the
helicities of the two final-state particles, 6 = A — v, D
is the usual Wigner spin rotation matrix, and the angles
(9, ¢) define the direction of the decay products in the
resonance rest frame. The helicity-coupling amplitude
FJ = (JMMv | A| JM) is a rotationally invariant and
is related to the Is-coupling amplitudes G, = (JM s |

o D}fs(,9,0)Fy,, (86) A | JM) via the relation
J
; 20+ 1\ 2
F;, = Z <2J+ 1) (1506 | J6)(s182 A — v | s6)Gs . (87)

ls

The helicity amplitude Ay, a is a matrix with (2s; +
1)(2sz + 1) rows and (2J + 1) columns. In the case of
sequential decays as in the reaction (1), it is necessary
to calculate, with (86), two different helicity amplitudes
in the two rest frames of (j?) and (J¥). Then, the ma-
trix product of these two matrices gives the total decay
amplitude, that in our case becomes a complex vector of
(2J +1) components. In [15] it is explained in detail how
to perform such practical calculations.

The helicity formalism is more general than the tensor
one, because it is valid for any mass and spin of the parti-
cles involved in the decay. Obviously, in our case of spin-
zero massive particles measured in the final state, the
two approaches should coincide. The terms for the com-
parison are the amplitudes G, or F, ”",j of (87), that con-
tain the energy dependence of the interaction. This de-
pendence, usually unknown, is parametrized in terms of
complex constants, Breit-Wigner (or phase shifts) func-

[

tions and some further energy-momentum-dependent fac-
tor. Since at this stage we are interested in the angu-
lar dependence predicted by the two formalisms, we do
not consider for the moment Breit-Wigner or equivalent
terms.

Firstly, we note that if one puts G;, = 1 the helicity
gives (apart from inessential multiplicative constants) ex-
actly the same results as the noncovariant Zemach ten-
sors, when these are properly normalized. Usually the
comparison is made with unnormalized tensors, and, for
the case of reaction (1), the well-known empirical rule is
used [1]:

Gis = Gjo x| q |j
(j°) — a +b, (88)
Gls = Gm OC| P |l
(JP) — P+ ¢, (89)

for the decay

for the decay
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where q and p are the break-up momenta calculated in
the (j7) and (JF) rest frames and [ is the relative orbital
angular momentum between (j7) and c in the (J¥) rest
frame. The two factors of (88) and (89) are exactly the
moduli of the two Zemach tensors defined in the two
different systems.

The helicity-coupling amplitude, corrected with the
recipe of (88) and (89), is manifestly noncovariant. The
covariance is restored by imposing that the amplitudes
F)‘"“ or Gy, of (87) be Lorentz scalars. The most general
scalar has to be constructed, in each helicity frame, by
the polarization four-vectors associated with the particle
spins and by the covariant tensors associated to the or-
bital angular momenta [1]. The procedure is based on
the following steps. One starts with the covariant polar-
ization four vectors of (20) and (21), relative to a spin-1
particle of four-momentum p and mass m, that in the
helicity frame assume the form [1,11]

eh(+) = T (05 1, £, 0),

et (0) = (%; 0, 0, %) (90)

Then, the formalism is completed with the usual rules
for the addition of angular momenta to obtain spinors of
higher order and with (4) and (6), written in the helicity
frame, to obtain the orbital angular momenta involved in
the decay process. With the tensors and spinors defined
in this way, one can write the initial- and final-state ten-
sors of the decay reaction. Finally, the scalar amplitude
is obtained by contraction of the spin tensor 7" of the de-
cay final state with the conjugate tensor o of the initial
state. Since by construction these tensors have the same
rank, the result is a scalar. If we indicate with a square
bracket a generic tensor contraction, the amplitude can
be expressed in the form

Fy,=(IMM | A|JM)

= Z Cis [‘Tm(A - /‘)T(A’ /1’7la 3)] ’ (91)

ls

J
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V. FILIPPINI, A. FONTANA, AND A. ROTONDI 51

where the sum is on the set of the I,s variables, and
C are complex constants which take into account the
unknown decay dynamics contained in A. Explicit forms
of (91) will be given later on for the cases discussed in
the examples.

As the momenta involved are all parallel with the
z axis, (91) gives the momentum dependence of the
helicity-coupling amplitudes, but no angular dependence,
which is already contained in the D function of (86).
However, in a multistep reaction as in (1), the Lorentz
boosts to each resonance rest frame, necessary in the he-
licity formalism, can give rise to differences in the angular
distributions in the general frame (the c.m.). These dif-
ferences depend on the form of the amplitude F:,,.

We are interested here in the special case of an initial
JP particle that decays into a jP resonance and a spinless
spectator in an [ wave of relative angular momentum.
The resonance has a subsequent decay into two spinless
particles.

We then need two helicity amplitudes. The first one
is a (2§ + 1) x (2J + 1) matrix which describes the J¥
decay:

Axp < (9pA0 | TMAOY(JMMO | A | JM)

o DR;I]A(‘P’ 9, O)F)'\IO ’ (92)
where A runs from —j to +j, and M runs from —J to
+J.

The second amplitude is a column matrix with (2j+1)
elements, which describes the 77 decay:
o< (3'6/00 | jA00)(j200 | A’ | j2)
o D3i(',9',0). (93)

The total amplitude is now the product of the two
matrices:

Ay < 3 F{Dii\(#,9,0) D35 (¢, 9',0) . (94)
A

If the spin density matrix p’ of the initial state is
known, then the final probability can be obtained by the
product

MM
o< > prine I FRoFxit [D3A(#,9,0)D3gin (0, 8,0) D35 (¢, 8',0) DS o (¢, ¥, 0)] - (95)
MM' AN/

The angular distribution in ¥’ is obtained by inte-
grating over ¢', ¢, and 9. Integrating over ¢’ results
in a dyx factor, while integrating over ¢ and ¥ results
in another 8575 factor. Omne is then left with a factor
> ar Pirar = Tr[p?] = 1, and with the angular distribu-
tion in ¥’ given by

W S| Fo 17 [d5 (8] - (96)
A

For j = 1 (96) can be written using the explicit form of

the d¥) functions,
Wo(fi’+(f()J—f1J)cosz19', (97)

and the same can be done for j = 2,

W %(fil"‘zfél)'f‘%(fi’— é’)coszﬂ’
+(3f0J—4fi]+fﬁl)(C05219'—%)2, (98)

where we have used the shorthand notation
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=1 F 2, (99)
=31 Flo P+ FL ) = Fly 2, (100)
=3 (1 Fao P+ | F2p0 2 ) =| Flyo * . (101)

We performed complete numerical and analytical calcula-
tions for many of the pp annihilation channels at present
under study at LEAR, and we found that the results ob-
tained with covariant tensors and with covariant helicity-
coupling amplitudes always coincide.? Here we report
some explicit calculations to explain in more detail this
aspect.

A. pp(1t) > pm

The first case we discuss is the decay pp — pn°, p —
w+t 7~ from the P, protonium state. Following our no-
tation we denote as a,b the momenta of the pions com-
ing from the p decay, as ¢ the momentum of the recoiling
neutral pion. The four-velocities of the p and of the pp
system are denoted as u and w, respectively. The decay
is of the type 1 — 1~ + 0~ so that the orbital angular
momentum ! has to be even by parity conservation.

Firstly, we consider the case [ = 0, which corresponds
to (77) in the tensor formalism. Here the scalar product
of (91) is the contraction between the spinor of the initial
helicity 1 P; state

oH(L) = ;}r (0; 1, +4, 0),

oh(0) = (00, 0,1), (102)
and the p spinor
eH(+) = :Fﬁ (05 1, %, 0),
4(0) = (E”;; 0, o, %’;), (103)
where p = (a + b) is the p four-momentum in the pp

helicity frame. Hence, (91) gives (see also Chung [1],
Eq. (59))

Fim = Co1 [a*(i)@(:t)] = Cos,

Fho = [0 (0)3(0)] = Cor ( 22) = 1Con

P

(104)

These terms have now to be inserted in (97) to obtain

W1 —1+0)x1+(y*—1)cos®¥'. (105)
Since ¥, has the same meaning as 6 in (71), from (85)
the identity between this result and (77) is assured. The
noncovariant result (uniform distribution) is obtained by
putting v = 1. This corresponds to set all the three
amplitudes of (104) equal to the same complex constant
Cos.

We note that (105) relies on covariance, Lorentz

2Apart from Eq. (128) of Chung [1] that should read Féo) =
[(g0/m)? +1/2]gr*.
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spinors, and spin rotation matrices only, whereas (77)
is obtained with pure tensor calculus.

Now we treat the case with ! = 2. In this case the
tensor describing the d wave in the pm helicity frame is
given by (44) with the ingredients given by

u, = (1;0,0,0),
l,‘ =Cy — (a + b)ll = (l0;0707l2)7

-t

|l| [l# - (l : ’ll.)’u,“] = (01070’1)'

(106)

The amplitude T'(1 — 1 + 2) is given by (56) and (103)
and (106):

T.(1 = 1+2) =g, oM’

= g#p‘I’yMﬁ = ‘DVM;W' (107)

Following (91) the covariant helicity-coupling amplitude
is then given by

Fo = Cnn 0™ (X) 8 (A) My
= Ca1 {[Lo (V)] [£o™ ()]

+3[@(N)e* ()]} - (108)

With the same notation of (104) the helicity components
are

F—}-IO =F!,,=—-Ca, F}, =2Cx (%—) , (109)
p

This equation is analogous to (59) of Chung [1], apart
from the factor {2, which in our case is missing because
we use normalized spin tensors.

By inserting (109) into (97) we obtain

W1 —1+2)ocl+ (4y% —1)cos?d

which, due to (85), is identical to (79).

B. pp(11) — f2(1270)7

Here we refer to the decay pp — fom, fo — nw from
1P, ,3 P, protonium states. The lowest order allowed an-
gular momentum is [ = 1. In this case the tensor ampli-
tude A(1 — 2 + 1) involving a spin-2 particle produced
in p wave is given by (27), (63), (103), and (106):

TABLE II. Covariant helicity-coupling amplitudes for the
decay J — j + ! with j = 1, as a function of v from (85).

J =g+ Fy, Filo
0— 1+1 ¥y 0
1140 y 1
1—1+1 0 1
1— 142 2y -1
2 > 1+1 NEY %
2 = 1+2 0 1




2258

Tu(m) = Gupw™ L, =

m=mi+mz

D (1mylms | 2m) G, 87 (m1)® (my) L,
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(110)

When contracted with the initial state spinor (102), which is orthogonal to the same four-velocity of g, this amplitude
transforms into the covariant helicity-coupling amplitude (91):

Fjo = Ciz

A=m,+m3
The covariant helicity components are, in the same no-

tation of (104)
2
Folo = \/;01272,

(112)

1

Fizo =0, \/5012%

1
F:tl(]—

which are analogous to Egs. (116) of Chung [1], apart
from the factor I, that in our case is missing due to spin
tensor normalization.

Using (98) we obtain

W1 —2+1)

o v2[1 + 3cos® ¥ + 9(v* — 1)(cos? ¥’ — 2)?]. (113)

This result, taking into account (85), is identical to (80).

If one uses the factors FY, reported in Tables II and
III, and (85), (97)-(101), all the distributions (76)—(84)
are easily obtained. In this way the already-mentioned
identity of the tensor formalism with the covariant he-
licity formalism can be explicitly shown for all the cases
considered.

VI. DALITZ PLOTS

Here we make some comparison between Dalitz plots
calculated with the covariant and noncovariant spin for-
malisms. As in the previous sections, the examples are
taken from the low energy pp annihilation into three pi-
ons, with the production of a resonance: pp - Rmz —
T1T73.

The Dalitz plots are obtained in the standard way, by
weighting Monte Carlo phase space events with the term

|Few(mg) A,..(J = 5 +1)%, (114)

where A(J — j +[) is the tensor amplitude (covari-

TABLE III. Covariant helicity-coupling amplitudes for the
decay J — j + ! with j = 2, as a function of - from (85).

J—>J'+ll Fgo Fiio Fiao
0 — 242 v+ 3 0 0
1241 V2 2 0
1— 242 0 y 0
2 — 240 242+ 1 v 1
2 —2+1 0 3 1
2 — 2+2 %72 -1 iy -1

D" (Imadmy | 2X0) [0 (A) 8 (m1)][®(m2)L].

(111)

r
ant or noncovariant) describing the spin dynamics, and
Fpw(mpg) is the Breit-Wigner (BW) function describing
the two pion m 7, resonant state. For this function we
choose the form [17]

mo Lo

F; =
Bw(m) mZ —m2 — imel'(m)’

2j+1
T(m) =T, (%) =,

where m and mg are the effective and the nominal res-
onance masses, ['g is the nominal width, Q and Qo are
the moduli of the break-up three-momenta of the two de-
cay products, in the resonance rest frame, corresponding
to the masses m and myg, (Q/Qo)**! is the centrifu-
gal barrier factor, j is the spin of the resonance. The
BW function is not multiplied by any additional cen-
trifugal barrier factor, because here we return to use the
unnormalized tensors defined in Secs. II and III. Func-
tions more sophisticated than (115) could be employed,
but they are not important in this context.

The first case we present is the annihilation at rest
pp(1T~) — pm from the ! P; protonium state with p and
7 in a relative s wave. The mass and width of the p
resonance are fixed at 770 and 149 MeV, respectively.
We recall that the covariant spin distribution for relative
angular momenta [ = 0 is given by (77). This equation
gives also the noncovariant result (the flat distribution)
under the condition z = 0.

The result is shown in Fig. 2. We see that the covariant
distribution differs noticeably from the noncovariant one.

The annihilation into three pions has been studied
experimentally at LEAR by forming S and P wave
protonium states with an antiproton beam stopped in
a gaseous hydrogen target. The data of the reaction
pp — T~ 7 in protonium P waves have been reported
by the ASTERIX collaboration [7]. The waves 3P;(177F)
and 3P,(2%%), with the production of the neutral p only
are also present in the reaction in flight pi —» wtata™
recently studied at LEAR by the OBELIX Collaboration
[13,14]. New data in P wave will also be available from
the low pressure target technique developed recently by
OBELIX [16].

All these experiments have used in their published
analyses the noncovariant spin formalism. In this context
it is interesting to note that the covariant result presents
a bump, due merely to the reflection of the p spin, ex-
actly in the region where the existence of the new res-
onance 2t AX/f,(1520) has been recently claimed by
ASTERIX [7] and confirmed by Crystal Barrel [8] and
OBELIX [14].

(115)
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The correct cosf dependence is obtained in the non-
covariant Zemach formalism by summing two [ = 0 and
! = 2 relative orbital angular momenta between p and
m [7]. This corresponds, in the covariant formalism, to
the sum of the amplitudes (47) and (56), which give the
angular distributions (77) and (79). We note, however,
that in the noncovariant approach the dependence on z
of (71) is lost and that the complex coeflicients for the
coupling of the two angular momenta assume completely
different values.

It is not our intention here to go further into the dis-
cussion and to draw any premature conclusion about this
new meson AX/f2, because the signal is evident also in

3p, —=(fm°)p fp—=mom°

the channel pp — #°n°n® studied by Crystal Barrel,

where the p resonance is not produced. We note only
that the assignment 2%+ has been recently questioned
by Crystal Barrel [18], showing that the spin parity as-
signment is strongly dependent both on the initial states
involved in the decay and on the model used in the anal-
ysis.

The second case we report refers to the annihila-
tion at rest pp — 7°7°7®, which is at present un-
der study at LEAR by the Crystal Barrel Collaboration
[8]. In particular, we show the channel pp(1*+,2%+) —
f2(1270) 7%, f — 7%7° from the 3P;,® P, protonium
states with f and 7 in a relative p wave. The spin dis-

3p, —= (1), fp—=mome

] a | 003f b
0.04F 8 ﬂ FIG. 3. n°#° invariant mass
3 i for the reaction at rest
] 002} i pp(CP)  —  (f2(1270)7°),,
0.03f f2 — w°7® (a) and
a o ppCP) — (f2(1270)7°),, f2
0.02-_ — 7%7° (b). Solid and dashed
lines are obtained with the co-
E ooty variant and Zemach noncovari-
0.01F | ant spin tensor formalisms, re-
F 1 [ ]]ik spectively.
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tributions are given by (80) and (83), with a value of
22 ~ 0.152 smaller than in the previous pm case due to
the higher f; mass. The 7%7° invariant masses are shown
in Fig. 3. They are obtained with the weight (114), prop-
erly symmetrized as requested by the presence of three
identical particles in the final state, with mgo = 1274 and
' = 185 MeV for the nominal mass and width of the
f2(1270). The covariant tensor amplitudes are obtained
by (63) and (65), where unnormalized tensors have been
used. The Zemach noncovariant amplitudes are taken
from [5,7,8].

Although the differences between the covariant and
noncovariant (z = 0) distributions are not so large in
these channels, they could be of some importance when
high statistics data samples are analyzed with refined
models.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The results of this paper can be summarized into three
main points.

Firstly, we have shown that the use of the covariant
Cartesian tensors to describe the spin dynamics of a de-
cay process leads to results different from those obtained
with the so-called Zemach tensors, that are noncovari-
ant. We have shown explicitly that the noncovariant
approach is incorrect, because it does not consider the
Lorentz boost from the produced resonance to the initial
frame. This final boost cannot be neglected, because in a
covariant theory the rotations do not commute with the
translations.

Secondly, we have shown that, for all the cases con-
sidered, the decay amplitudes obtained with the covari-
ant spin tensors are identical to those coming from the
more usual helicity formalism when the helicity-coupling
amplitude is made covariant with the method recently
proposed by Chung [1]. This result is not surprising,
because Chung’s method relies on the use of covariant
spin tensors and spinors in each helicity frame. How-
ever, the helicity amplitude is intrinsically noncovariant,
whereas the tensor formalism is fully covariant, so that
the found identity is not completely trivial. Because of
these results, the use of the helicity frames appears as
an unnecessary complication (at least when only massive
particle of integer spin are involved in the decay), be-
cause the tensor formalism is fully covariant and in our
opinion easier to use and to code.

Finally, we have shown that the covariant decay ampli-
tudes give angular distributions in some cases drastically
different from the noncovariant ones. This fact, although
implicitly contained in the general paper by Chung [1], is
explicitly shown here for the first time, since in [1] only
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the differences on the branching ratio determination are
discussed, and no angular distribution is calculated.

This last point is probably the most interesting one,
because it could have some important practical conse-
quence. We have discussed this aspect in some detail in
Sec. V for the low energy pp annihilation, but our con-
clusions apply to meson spectroscopy in general, in all
the cases in which light resonances (around the p mass)
are produced.

In a phenomenological analysis of real data, the decay
amplitude is usually written in terms of many partial
waves which contain the coherent contribution of sev-
eral resonances. The resonance strengths and the relative
phases between resonances are left as free parameters to
be adjusted by fitting to the experimental distributions.
Because of the large number of waves and free parame-
ters, satisfying results (good x2) are obtained also with
the use of noncovariant (Zemach or helicity) amplitudes.
This is a very common situation, since, as already noted
by Chung [1], most, if not all partial waves analysis pro-
grams violate the covariance requirements. However, one
can hardly assign a reliable physical significance to best-
fit parameters obtained with an a priori incorrect model.

The direct experimental test of covariance versus non-
covariance is in principle possible, but in practice very
difficult. One should search for channels where light and
narrow resonances are produced incoherently in only one
partial wave. An example is represented by the decay
pp — ¢m° at rest, which comes by 38;,! P, protonium
states only. Starting from the 'P; state at rest, only
the I = 0 relative wave in the final state contributes
significantly. Since P wave protonium states can be
selected by means of the x-ray tagging technique [19]
or with the use of very low pressure hydrogen targets
[16], one could test directly the covariant prediction (77)
W(l = 1+0) =1+ 22cos?6 [with z =~ 0.7 (see Fig. 1)]
with the noncovariant one (the flat distribution). Un-
fortunately, the decay pp — ¢n° seems to be strongly
depressed in P wave [20].

Nevertheless, since covariance must be a general re-
quirement of any decay amplitude, we think that in me-
son spectroscopy the covariant spin formalisms should be
employed more extensively.
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