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Three-body resonances are studied within the framework of a relativistic version of the
Faddeev equations, in which the input two-body amplitudes are assumed to be separable.
A first discussion concerns the simplest mmm and KKn systems in which only the p(765 MeV)
or the K* (890 MeV) resonance is taken into account. Compared to preceding works on a sim-
ilar subject, more flexible parametrizations are used, allowing us to consider a larger class
of two-body interactions and to better understand the influence of the main parameters in-
volved in the model. A more satisfactory agreement with experiment is also found in the
three-pion case and this for more realistic two-body amplitudes. The success is less con-
vincing for the KK case, but this might be due to the neglect of the two-body KK interaction.
Finally the study of the Knm case gives an insight into the constructive and destructive inter-
ference effects which can be observed when more than one two-body resonance is taken into
account. We add in the Appendix some comments about the properties one can reasonably
require for the input separable two-body amplitudes owing to potential theory or its relativis-

tic generalizations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the nonrelativistic case, the Faddeev equa-
tions! provide a useful tool for investigating three-
particle problems. Several groups have tried to
make relativistic generalizations with possible ap-
plications to higher-energy processes. They usu-
ally start from the three-particle analogs of the
Bethe-Salpeter equation® which may be written in
the Faddeev form after some transformations.?
When the particles are assumed to interact through
two-body forces only, this yields

T,=t;+y, t,G]T,;,

i=i

(1.1)

where T=3,T, stands for the three-body T matrix,
t; describes the scattering of the particles j and k&,
and G is the free Green’s function.

A peculiar difficulty of Eq. (1.1) compared to the
nonrelativistic case comes from the presence of
extra variables of integration - the fourth compon-
ents of the off-shell intermediate particles momen-
ta —which must be eliminated if the equations are
to be tractable numerically. A method for doing so
was first given by Blankenbecler and Sugar* for
two-particle scattering. Different procedures have
been proposed for the three-body case.*”” They
lead to equations still having the form of (1.1) but
with only the total energy as an off-shell variable
and a modified propagator, E? say, in place of GS.
A further simplification occurs when the input two-

[

body amplitudes can be approximated by separable
forms as might be expected when these amplitudes
are dominated by bound states or resonances.® The
T, matrix elements between states of given angular
momenta then satisfy one-dimensional integral
equations which may be amenable to practical com-
putations.

- In the present work, we restrict ourselves to
three-meson systems AAB or AAB in which two
particles at least are identical or charge conju-
gates. Previous numerical results have already
been obtained in the 777 case.’”*! However, addi-
tional investigations, both theoretical and numeri-
cal, would be useful to understand their deep sig-
nificance and reliability. One purpose of this paper
is to contribute to this task by looking at the three-
body resonances in the three simple nnm, KK,

and K77 (or Knm) systems.

Section II is devoted to a general treatment of
the basic integral equations. After the partial-
wave decomposition, these are written in a one-
dimensional form by assuming the two-body ampli-
tudes to be separable with respect to the initial
and final off-shell momenta.

In Sec. III we examine a rather simplified ap-
proach to the 777 and KK cases where either the
p or the K*(K*) resonance is taken into account
(Sec. T A). All the parametrizations given in Sec.
III B for the input two-body amplitudes are chosen
in order to ensure two-body unitarity (and thus
three-body unitarity)®~7 and to represent reason-
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ably well the phase shift in the neighborhood of the
two-body resonance. Other constraints are de-
duced by extrapolating results obtained within the
framework of potential theory. These are re-
viewed in a shortened way in the Appendix, on the
basis of a preceding work by one of us.’? Once the
two-body amplitude is chosen, the three-body inte-
gral equations are solved by techniques which are
explained in Sec. I C. On the other hand, Secs.
IIID and III F are devoted to a discussion about the
influence of the parameters involved in the model
on the three-body results. The latter are com-
pared with experiment in Sec. IIL E.'®

|

Section IV is devoted to the more complicated
Kum case,'* in which both the p and K* resonances
are assumed to contribute. This gives an insight
into the constructive and destructive interference
effects which can be observed where more than
one two-body resonance is taken into account in
the problem.

A general discussion about the reliability of the
results obtained in the present work and a short
comparison with those observed in a dispersive
model for the three-pion case are inserted in the
Conclusion.

II. BASIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

In explicit form, our starting equations read
<alazasle72szz | T:(s)])

=(§,0,05 71252 Taz | £:(0)) | )
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where the three-meson states (§,4,8;7,,72.7s.| are labeled by the momenta §; and the third isospin com-
ponents 7,, of each particle (we omit the initial state which plays no essential role in the present investi-

gations). These states are normalized according to

H Zwics(ai -a{)&"izri’z . - (2.2)

-1 rir-tr1o ’ ’ _
(8,805 T2 T22 Tse | ALAA5T . To.Tae) =
i=1,2,3

Correspondingly, we have

Ir-wru

<alaza371szszz‘ ti(ai) I ?ll%qu;'zTézTéz): 2w; 63(—‘31' - ﬁ{)ﬁ

’
TizTiz

(0727 | z?i(Ui) [4/8i75aThs) s (2.3)

where ( |1;(0;)|) is the usual two-body amplitude. w;=(q;>+m;%)'/* is the energy of the particle 7 and o; is
the squared invariant energy of the (j, k) subsystem. In the three-body c.m. system, these two variables

are related to the three-body invariant s through
g;=s+m;? —2w;Vs .

We choose for the propagator Ef the expression

2 2
E?(S’ Wy, Wy, (.()3):’77 Z) w; [< Z; wi) _S:] )
i=1,2,3 i=1,2,3

t

(2.4)

(2.5)

which indeed does not depend upon the index ;. With these conventions, the three-body unitarity relations

for T=37,_, 5 sT; read
T-T'=2%TT" =2T"T
provided that
F =11 = 2:8,1] = 2] 4,

for any £;.

(2.6)

(2.6")

Now, from Eq. (2.1) we can derive equations for the matrix elements of the T: between states of definite
total angular momentum and isospin. To define such states, we let one of the three particles play a priv-
ileged role, e.g., particle ;. In the three-body c.m. system, convenient labels are the following:

(1) The three lengths ¢, ¢,, ¢, of the momenta §;, which we denote more concisely as {g}.
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(2) J, the length of the total angular momentum; M, its projection along the z axis of a space-fixed
frame; A;, its projection along the z axis of a body-fixed frame. To define the latter, we use the helicity
corgvention,‘s- % j.e., the z axis is chosen in the direction of -§;=§; +{, The corresponding y axis lies in
the direction of §; Xq; with (4, j, #) ecyclic. A; is then nothing but the helicity of the (j, k) subsystem.

(3) The parity P. The appropriate eigenstates of parity P are®®

|TMAPY =3[ |[TMA;) +n(=)"""|IM - A;) ], (2.7

where 7 is the product of P and of the intrinsic parities of the three particles.

(4) I, the isospin of the pair (j,%), and 4 and d,, the total isospin and its third component.

Passing from the basis (§,0,8,7,,72.7s.| Of the Hilbert space to the basis ({q}JMA,PI, 99,| is completely
determined by Eq. (2.7) and the relation

(8,005 12 T22Tse| = AZ,> » 27+ 123 (8K Tiia [ilia] 89, (771 Toe | il ({a} TMA L, 98, | (2.8)
TMAT; 99,
with (z, j, k) cyclic. &; stands for the three Euler angles of the rotation which transforms the space-fixed
frame into the helicity frame having —q; as the z axis. Correspondingly, if we introduce the usual two-body
amplitude tfg of definite two-body angular momentum /; and isospin /;, we can expand (2.3) as

>

< 616253 T12T227T32 ' ti (Oi) | aiaéq:; Tiz TézTS'z>
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TAGALLI; 99,

XY 13(64, 0 (D, 04 1) Y10, OK LT, | Ty7]. i) ( 98, | 77] Li11,) (2.9)

with (i, j, k) eyclic. p; (p}) is the common value of the lengths of the (j) and (k) initial (final) momenta in
the (4, k) c.m. system. 6, () is the angle between the momenta of the particles (¢) and (j) in the same
c.m. system.

The preceding relations allow one to write two-dimensional integral equations for the matrix elements
{qtJMA,PI1;99,| T;|). These equations reduce to one dimension when the input two-body off-shell ampli-
tudes i,.lfi(pi,oi,p{) are assumed separable in p; and pj.

In fact, we restrict ourselves in this work to the use of separable forms of the type

I; I;
ok , &u; (Pi)gu, ()
tu, (P, Ui,Pi)=—T"—’_"' (2.10)
Diz,-((fi)
because of their simplicity and for comparison with preceding works. The condition of unitarity for such
representations is fulfilled by imposing

© ’

Do) =P - [ O ICAL (2.11)

’
(m j+ mp)2 0; —0;

where P(o) stands for an arbitrary polynomial of ¢ and p; for the phase-space factor
pi(0) =1p;(0)/Vo | (2.12)
with

{[0' —(m; ‘mk)z][o - (m; +mh)2]}1/2

pilo)= el . (2.12%)

The particular form of (2.9) and (2.10) then suggests the change of function

{qtoMA,PI, 99| T;) =({q} JMA,PI, 89,] t;]) +%}g;:(Pi)Y;j:"(9i,0)33:1"(4,')- (2.13)

As one can check, the functions of a single variable Bl,-\,:li(q,) possess well-defined symmetry properties

in the change A;—~ —A;, which follow from the corresponding properties of the parity eigenstates'® and of
the spherical harmonics. More explicitly, we have
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By g =n(=)'B4 " (a) . (2.14)

This makes it sufficient to consider only amplitudes B‘,' ’(q ) having A; =0 [mdeed from Eq. (2.14), some
of them for which A; =0 vanish identically]. The reduced set of amphtudes B,,‘I'(q ) satisfy integral equa-
tions which read finally

B @) =B )+ Y S G g

i=i II' A'>0

b 1A
f dq’; i Kju (q,,q )B,u (q) (2.15)
0

u,

The detailed expression of the inhomogeneous term B, of this equation is irrelevant for the present pur-

pose, i.e., the study of three-body resonances but not the Dalitz-plot distributions: This requires only the
properties of the kernel CK/D. The general form of the kernel X is
I ’ 1’ ’
gty q? +t w; + W+ w, &a(pi(0%)) gar(p;(0},))
K L dgAFN LE)—— » 2.16
il (CIHQJ) j . Eh i’ (q” q] g) TT (UJ, +wj+ wk)z -s [P,'(U;-k)]’ [Pj(cik)]l' ( )
with
E=cosxy,  @'=4°+47+2q:45E,
(2.17)
we= (g +m 22, op = (Wi W)l —q;
1/:\Fﬂ’ = ZWZEA'[pi(G;k)]Z[ Pj(oz{k)]llyf\(efy 0)Y1 ( )%[dAA (X:;)Jff]( )“A,di\_/\'(){ilj)] s )
(2.18

en=1(2) if A’=0 (=1).

In the expression for F, the two d functions are nothing but recoupling coefficients between the d1fferent i
and j angular momentum bases. The coefficients C,t I in (2.15) play the same role for the isospin.

The coupled system (2.15) can be further reduced, if we take into account the fact that two particles at
least are identical or charge conjugates. In the mw7 and K77 cases, Bose-Einstein statistics-impose the
full amplitude q,3,0;7,,T2.7s.| T'|) to be invariant in the exchange of two pions. In the KKr case, similar
symmetry properties occur with respect to the exchange of the K and the K if the initial state is an eigen-
state of G parity. Relations (2.8) and (2.13) imply correspondingly well-defined relations between the B
amplitudes, which are specified below for each system separately. When these relations are inserted in
Eq. (2.15), we find that different equations become equivalent, thus enabling one to consider only a re-
stricted number of them. In fact, we can always completely remove the coupling by channel indices j, but
this sometimes requires one iteration as done in Sec. IV for the K77 case. Finally, when only one type of
resonance is retained in each two-body system,'” only a coupling by helicity indices A; (or, equivalently, a
coupling between resonance +particle states of different angular momenta) remains.

r

III. DISCUSSION ON THE 77w AND KK7 CASES theless, numerous studies about the so-called D
and E mesons and about Dalitz-plot distributions.'®

A. Reduction of the Equations This time again, symmetry relations are imposed

For several reasons, the mnm system provides
a convenient field for testing the reliability of the
approximations introduced in the preceding sec-
tion. First, there is the large amount of experi-
mental information, especially as concerns the
three-body resonances. Next, there is the simplic-
ity, resulting largely from the identity of the
three particles. Indeed in this case, Bose-Ein-
stein statistics impose relations between the ampli-
tudes B; of Eq. (2.13). These read explicitly

B (q)= B3 (¢)= BM(q), (3.1)

with / +1 even.
Less experimental information has been collect-
ed as regards the KK7 system. There are, never-

on the amplitudes B;. They are obtained by ob-
serving that the KKn states of given G parity G
have well-defined symmetry properties in the ex-
change of the K and K doublets. More explicitly,
we must have

By (@) =G(=)"" kB (q) (3.2)
and

Bj3'3(q;)=0 unless G=(-)'s*s"", (3.27)

(The index 3 refers to the KK channel.'®)

As pointed out above, the symmetry conditions
(8.1), (3.2), and (3.2’) enable one to remove the
coupling through the channel indices ¢ of Eqgs.
(2.15). However, these equations still remain
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coupled through A, I, and I. A great simplification
occurs when only one type of two-body resonance
(i.e., one value of  and I) is kept in the problem.

Here, the two-body 77 and K7 amplitudes are
assumed to be determined only by the p(l=1, I=1)
and K*(1=1, I=3%) resonances, respectively. A
reasonable representation of the three-pion sys-
tem can be expected in this way in the 1.0-1.5-GeV
region where the three-body resonances —and in
particular the so-called A mesons —decay essen-
tially through 7p states. As concerns the KKm sys-
tem, the approximation seems less reasonable
since in many Dalitz-plot distributions, not only
the K* but also an /=1 enhancement in the KK
subsystem appear important. However, the na-
ture and the characteristics of this KK object are
not yet completely established (see, for instance,
Ref. 19). It would thus be difficult to include it in
an actual numerical calculation.

To retain only the p and the K*, which are both
1=1 resonances, allows at the same time a sim-
ilar treatment of the 777 and KK 7 systems, as
would indeed be possible within the framework of
SU(3) symmetry. In both cases, by omitting many
of the indices and summations which now become
unnecessary, we can finally reduce the integral
equations to

BYq)=B(q) + aC(9)

1 A N A (o
o> 5o J. 0K )Y ).
'=0,1

(3.3)

The value of o is —2G (G=-1) in the 777 case,
G in the KK case; the difference comes, among
other reasons, from the neglect of the KK interac-
tion, which implies that BQ§3’3 identically vanishes
in the KK 7 case. The isospin coefficients C(d) are
quoted in Tables I(a) and I(b). The two-body energy
invariant ¢ associated with the particle of impul-
sion g=(w? -m?)'? and mass m =m , or m is giv-
en as in Eq. (2.4).

B. Choice of the Two-Body Amplitude

To solve Eq. (3.3) we must first give the factors
g,(p) and D,(0) which enter the representation
(2.10) (for simplicity, the indices I and ¢{ are omit-
ted). In this connection, it is worthwhile to recall
that the experimental information that we possess
about 77 and K7 amplitudes only concerns on- and
off -mass-shell quantities from which it is difficult
to extract in a nonambiguous way® the off -energy-
shell amplitudes. It seems therefore more con-
venient to represent these amplitudes by simple
parametrizations allowing one to satisfy general
principles such as two-body unitarity and time-

TABLE I. The isospin coefficients C(9) of Eq. (3.3) ac-
cording to the value of 9, (a) in the mnw case, (b) in the
KK case,

()
g 0 1 and 2
c) 1 -3
(b)
g 0 1
Cc9) -1 -3

reversal invariance, and to take into account the
results deduced from reasonable dynamical models
of potential theory or of its relativistic generaliza-
tions. As an example, we briefly recall in the Ap-
pendix the amount of information that potential the-
ory can give. Many of the properties which are so
reviewed remain also valid in relativistic treat-
ments: They are found for instance within the equa-
tions of Blankenbecler and Sugar.*-2°-2!

Let us begin with a review of some simple para-
metrizations of (2.10) having two-body unitarity
built in and which a priori can be used in the prob-
lem.

The simplest one, which at the same time allows
us easily to fulfill the conditions (see Ref. 5 and
the Appendix)

gi(p)=0(p') as p-0, (3.4)
&i(p)=0(p~'2*?) as p-w (3.5)
(r is a positive or null integer depending on the po-
tential), is obtained by writing
21
with % an integer and u? real (see Refs. 6 and 9).
Another similar representation is

g2(p) (3.8)

Ry

P ¢80

g2 (p)=p*
h=1

with R, and u,? real. In both cases, the function
D,(0) is given by a dispersion integral like (2.11).
Note also that the singularities of g,(p) as given
by Eq. (3.6) and (3.6) lie on the negative real p*
axis. This agrees with an analogy often suggested
between g;%(p) and the N function of the usual ND™*
decomposition.?

The same analogy is also transparent through
the representation®

B _g-0, (" M] .
D,(0)= eexp[ - J;mﬁmk)z (0" =0)(o’'=0))

(3.7

[0, is some subtraction point. At infinity, D(o)
1
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=0(1) or O(c) depending on whether §,(c) tends to-
wards 0 or 7.]

2.2(p(0)) =D, (o) €% sins,(0)]/p(0) . (3.8)

m; and m, are the masses of the particles of the
two-body system which is considered; p(o) and
p(0) are given as in Eqs. (2.12) and (2.12’). The
constant € in (3.7) is suitably chosen equal to +1
in order that g,® be positive. §,(c) can be conve-
niently parametrized through an effective-range
formula of the type

2 2 2 \n
%S)p—ég-)- COt51(0)=a+b£§+C(‘£3> , (3.9)

with p, and p, the values of p(o) and p(o) at the two-
body resonance energy o,. The numerical integra-
tion of (3.7) gives D,(¢) and then g,%(p). The re-
sult can be represented by rational fractions
through least-squares-fit techniques. The final
analytic form of g,%(p) looks like Eq. (3.6’) but the
poles and the residues are generally complex, as
the analysis in the Appendix indeed suggests (see
also Ref. 11). A similar result is obtained in a
simpler way with a slightly changed effective-
range development deduced by replacing p(c) in the

left-hand side of Eq. (3.9) by p(0)/[o = (m,; —m,)*]*/2.

The main properties of §,(0) in the two-body physi-
cal region are not greatly affected and the proce-
dure allows an analytic integration of Eq. (3.7).
The missing factor appears again in the final rep-
resentation of g,*(p), which reads

n 7,
&’ (p)=[o - m; —m,)*]~/?p* Z 1_>—2+—ihlchg ’

(3.10)

with 7, and g, generally complex. (This factor
may be considered as simulating some sort of left-
hand cut.)

Now the question concerns the precise-values of
the parameters involved in the above representa-
tions. Besides conditions (3.4) and (3.5), we have
to require first that D,(¢0) vanish on its second
sheet at a point o, (0, =Reo ) whose position is
well determined from the characteristics of the
two-body resonance. As discussed in the Appen-
dix on the basis of rather reasonable two-body
interactions, other general constraints can be im-
posed on the analytic properties of the g;%(p), but
they still leave some freedom for determining this
function completely, unless some peculiar para-
metrizations are used. In this connection, it
seems equally natural either to assume that (2.10)
reduces to the on-shell amplitude for p?=p'?= P?,
or to impose instead the correct off-shell behavior
in the vicinity of the resonance pole. The simple

h=1

o

form (2.10) or (A8) does not enable one to fulfill
both properties simultaneously (see the Appendix).
Therefore the function g;(p), which in the three-
body equations best accounts for the effects of the
initial two-body amplitude, can only satisfy each of
these two assumptions in a more or less approxi-
mate way, according to the energy region.

Let us nevertheless assume for a time that the
second is fulfilled, which by the way is enabling
one to easily build up a framework for further dis-
cussions. As examined in the Appendix, the §,(0)
function is then above all a convenient intermedi-
ate quantity whose relationship with the experi-
mental phase shift makes full sense only near ¢
=0,. Then only 5;(0) and its first derivative at g,
may be reasonably expected to equal the corre-
sponding experimental quantities, which are sim-
ply related to the position o, and the width I", of
the two-body resonance. These two quantities en-
able one to fix two parameters of the problem,
which together with the asymptotic behavior (3.5)
is sufficient to determine » and 12 in (3.6) and
P(0) in (2.11), provided that the latter is a con-
stant. Some freedom remains, however, for the
other less rigid representations and the resulting
5,(0) functions, although very similar in the vicin-
ity of 0,, may differ largely elsewhere. This leads
us to consider the three main types of g;%(p(0))
and 6,(0) functions which are illustrated in Figs. 1
and 2 for the 77 case as an example [5,(0) is al-
ways assumed to vanish at threshold]. The three
types may be differentiated by the values of any
one of the parameters in Eq. (3.9). Here we have
chosen ¢ which governs the deviations of Eq. (3.9)
from the usual scattering-length formula. Two
values of this parameter appear of particular im-
portance, namely c=c, and ¢ =0 with

€= —ay/(n -1), (3.11)
where ay=4p,?/T Vo, is the inverse of the scatter-
ing length obtained by fitting the mass of the two-
body resonance when ¢=0 (see Ref. 23 for the 77
case). Indeed just at ¢=¢,, the two-body scatter-
ing length is infinite (¢=0), while at ¢=0, the
three-body equations do not necessarily converge.
In this context type I corresponds to ¢ <c,, type II
to ¢, <c <0, and type III to ¢ >0.

The consideration of these three types as well
as continuous variations of the free parameter ¢
in (3.9) will allow one to understand better the in-
fluence in the model of the parameters related to
the two-body amplitude. Note that this can also en-
able one to compare our results with those of pre-
ceding works. Indeed, type I in Figs. 1(a) and 2(a)
is just that obtained with the simplest parametriza-
tion (3.6), used in Refs. 9 and 10. On another side,
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FIG. 1. The three types of g% (p (0)) factors considered
in the 7w case. Curve (a) illustrates type I and is ob-
tained with the representation (3.6). Curves (b) and (c)
illustrate types II and III. They have been obtained with
the representation (3.10) with respectively ¢= —0.33 and
c¢= +0.33 in the corresponding parametrization (3.9) of
6;(0).

type II in Figs. 1(b) and 2(b) just corresponds to
the choice — the on-shell one — which is mainly used
in the dispersive on-shell model of Refs. 24 and 25.
(Other applications of the same type of model may
be found in Ref. 26.)

Owing to the discussion of the Appendix, let us
now look at the ability of each type to represent the
true two-body amplitude #,(p, 0, p’) needed in the
basic three-body equations.

Type I illustrated in Figs. 1(a) and 2(a) appears
in this context to exhibit several unpleasant fea-
tures: The more inconvenient concerns the singu-
larities of the g;%(p) which lie deeply inside the
analyticity parabola ®(.?=4) introduced in the Ap-
pendix, Eq. (A7’). (Indeed, for c =c,, they lie near-
by the physical region and the two-body threshold.)
On the other hand, as the behavior of the associated
8,(c) function (negative scattering length) sug-
gests, this type might correspond to repulsive two-
body forces,?” which seems somewhat unreason-
able for a resonant amplitude and does not agree
with the experimental information.

Type II [Figs. 1(b) and 2(b)], whose related 6,(c)
function almost coincides with the experimental
phase shift, appears much more realistic. In this
case, the relevant singularities lie outside analy-
ticity parabolas ®(u?) corresponding to reasonable
ranges for the interaction.

THREE-MESON RESONANCES...
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81 (0")

FIG. 2. The §,(0) functions corresponding to the three
g;* factors of Fig. 1. The left- and the right-hand ordin-
ate scales are associated, respectively, with curve (a)
and curves (b), (c).

Type III [Figs. 1(c) and 2(c)] seems less satis-
factory since the related singularities lie general-
1y just near or even slightly inside the parabola
®(4). But in this case, one can argue that these
singularities, which concern a relatively high-
energy region, also simulate some inelastic cuts
lying on the positive real axis. On the other hand,
in the low-energy region the related §,(0) function
agrees with the experimental phase shift, and this
type, like the preceding one, seems to be associ-
ated with rather reasonable attractive forces.?”

Let us remark for completeness that, whatever
the type of g,2(p), the functions [D,(0)]™* appear
well represented in the vicinity of 0 =0, by essen-
tially the same Breit-Wigner formula, except for
a normalization factor which depends on ¢. For
convenience we have imposed on all these func-
tions the condition

[D,(e )] =i Im[Dy(0 )] =i/p(o,)

[see Eq. (2.12) for the definition of p(c)], which
gives rise to the curves of Fig. 3. With this con-
vention all the g;(p) satisfy g,?[ p(o,)]=1 [remem-
ber Eq. (3.8) with 6,(c,)==37] and have nearly the
same small derivative at 0 =0, as is taken into
account in Figs. 1. Clearly the domain of o values
where these two properties remain valid is more
or less extended according to the position of the
singularities of g;%(p). So, the g;%(p) of type Il re-
main flat because these singularities are removed
far away from the physical region. On the con-
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IDI!

FIG. 3. The |D|™! functions corresponding to the three
g;° factors of Fig. 1. The ordinate unit is such that their
common maximum value equals unity.

trary, the g,%(p) of types I and III possess sizeable
enhancements near the values o/ #0, where 6,(0)
crosses +37 again. As a consequence, for a given
value of n, the area delimited by the g,%(p) and the
real axis, i.e., the mean value of the g,%(p), is
generally larger for these two types. To obtain com-
parable mean values with g,%(p) of type II, we must
indeed let them decrease slowly at infinity, i.e.,
take n small or ¢ nearly equal to zero.

C. Numerical Treatment

All the functions g,%(p) and D,;(0) which have been
retained in the calculations are such that Egs. (3.3)
are of the Fredholm type. The predictions of the
model concerning the three-body resonances are
then obtained by studying the Fredholm determi-
nant D(Vs ) and the eigenvalues associated with
these equations. Remember that the three-body
resonance poles lie on an unphysical sheet reached
as indicated in Fig. 4. At such points one of the
eigenvalues becomes equal to unity, and corre-
spondingly (Vs ) vanishes.

The numerical treatment of the integral equa-

FIG. 4. The Vs analytic continuation needed for
locating the three-body resonance poles in the n7wm case.

o

tions (3.3) is, however, greatly complicated by

the presence of moving logarithmic singularities

in the kernels. Several recipes have been used to
overcome these difficulties.”® Our own experi-
ment in another approach of the three-body prob-
lem?%'2° has led us to follow as often as possible a
method first applied to the Faddeev equations by
Hetherington and Schick and by Barbour and
Schult.?® The main trick consists in replacing the
integration path by another equivalent one which
can be easily parametrized and which lies far
enough from the singularities of the integrand. By
doing so, fewer mesh points are needed for the nu-
merical integration. In the present problem, it is
sufficient to turn the ¢’ contour of Eq. (3.3) into the
lower -half complex plane as is done in Ref. 29.
[The asymptotic behavior of g;(p) guarantees the
validity of the transformation.| By keeping at the
same time the variable g on the same contour this
is sufficient for our purpose —we can so rotate it
without distortion as long as no singularity of the
integrand is reached. This is not a very restrictive
condition if g;( p) only possesses real left-hand sin-
gularities [as in the representations (3.6) and (3.67)].
As is well known, the interest of the procedure is,
however, greatly restricted when g,(p) possesses
complex poles on both sides of the positive real g’
axis.?®

In practice, we generally proceed in two steps.
In the first one, we try to obtain information about
the existence of the three-body resonances by re-
maining on the physical sheet of the V's variable.
This needs no new transformation of Eq. (3.3).
Afterwards, provided that the path of integration
can be sufficiently rotated, we perform a direct
search for the three-body resonance pole by going
on an unphysical sheet as shown in Fig. 4.

In all cases we begin thus by plotting both the
variations of the largest eigenvalue (Vs ) of K/D
and the variations of |D(Vs)| ™2 when Vs runs
along a parallel to the real axis. The distance
Imv's = 0 is suitably chosen to allow at the same
time a reasonably good numerical integration; it
is taken equal to zero when the g’ contour in Eq.
(3.3) can be rotated. Note that the interest in con-
sidering X(vs) instead of the largest eigenvalue
A(Vs) of the full kernel aCK/D is that X(vVs)does
not depend on the isospin and G-parity coefficients:
The curves X(Vs) versus Vs can thus be used for
examining several 9¢ states at the same time.

The presence of a three-body resonance is re-
vealed in this way by a bump in |D(Vs)|™. Also,
the difference

ReX(Vs) —[aC(9)] ™

[or equivalently ReA(v's) — 1] takes its smallest
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values. At the same time, |[ImX(Vs)| is small
and the product

[dReX(VS)/dVs | ImX(V5)

is positive.

It happens that in almost all the cases of inter-
est, the variations of X(Vs) present a typical dis-
persive form which enables one to fit the curve
[X(Vs)] ™! by the linear development

(A(Vs)] " =pVs -7,

where B and y are two complex parameters. Cor-
respondingly, |D(Vs)|™® is rather well represented
by

(3.12)

A

(/s = ’ 1- aC@)X(Vs)

2

, (3.13)

_} A
Tl 1-aC@)/(BVs =),

where the constant A stands for the contribution
of the smaller eigenvalues. The extrapolation of
the two formulas (3.12) and (3.13) enables one to
determine the position of the resonance poles with

o5t X
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FIG. 5. The plots of the largest eigenvalue A versus
ReVs obtained with the three g,? factors of Fig. 1 in the
JP =17 (9=0) mrm case (ImvVs =0.4m,). The solid curve
is the real part, the dashed curve the imaginary part.

a'rather good precision when the resonance is not
too broad.

D. Influence of the Form Factors

The above procedure has been applied for differ-
ent 96(JP) values and for different types of form
factors g;(p).

Let us first look at the variations of the results
with respect to the latter.

This can be conveniently studied by varying con-
tinuously the free parameter c¢ in the expansion
(3.9). By so doing, we generally observe a close
relationship between the variations and the size of
the eigenvalues X(Vs) and [D(Vs)|™® and that of the
mean value of the factor g;2(p), or Z2(p)=p *'g2(p).
This is already illustrated by the three curves of
Fig. 5 obtained in the 4%(J*)=07(17) nnm case with
the g,%(p) shown® in Fig. 1. The fact is indeed not
very surprising for one might have expected g pri-
ovi that the larger the magnitude of g;(p) over the
integration domain (|D|™ is nearly the same for
the different two-body amplitudes; see Fig. 3), the
larger the kernel of the three-body equations and
the larger the eigenvalues. (Note however that the
effects of other factors or constraints like unitari-
ty might have changed this assertion.) This ex-
plains why eigenvalues of sufficiently large magni-
tude —that is here, whose real part is nearly equal
to unity (see Sec. III C) —are observed essentially
for ¢ values near the points ¢=c, or ¢ =0 where
the mean values of the g,%(p) become also suffi-
ciently large (see the end of Sec. III B).

‘Still starting from Eq. (3.9), we have also tried
to understand how the three-body results depend
on the detailed properties of the factors g,?(p), in
particular near the c values leading to large eigen-
values, and which therefore are the most interest-
ing ones for our purpose.

A first possibility is then to take ¢ nearly equal
to ¢,- In this case, a careful examination of the
expression (2.15) shows that the existence of a
sharp low-energy peak in g;? or g (this becomes
sharper and closer to the two-body threshold when
¢ tends towards ¢,) makes the diagonal elements
of the K matrix the most important. Moreover,
one can show that ReK(q’,q’) [ImK(q’,q’) is small-
er] presents a peak at small (nonrelativistic) ¢’
values, i.e., near o=(Vs —m)? [see Eq. (2.4)]. An
insight into the properties of the eigenvalues of the
kernel K/D is thus obtained by considering

(\/3_"")2 /dq’ 1 ’ ’ ! !
Tr(K/m:L do' 5L S K@/ (@0, a' (@)

(3.14)

The variations of this quantity with respect to Vs
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can be estimated by looking at the relative position
of the peaks and zeros of Kdq’/ds’ and 1/D. In
particular, one can roughly predict that the imag-
inary part of Tr(K/D) becomes maximum (at the
same point the real part vanishes) when o,,=0,
with o, (0,) the position of the maximum of
ReK(q’, ¢’) (Im[1/D(0")]). As o, lies near (Vs

— m)?, one thus understands why the point M in
Fig. 5(a) lies near the particle + resonance thresh-
old (V's =m +V0,) as shown by the complete numer-
ical treatment. On the other hand, the numerical
calculations show that the positions of the three-
body resonances are rather stable with respect to
a change of n or ¢ in Eq. (3.9) (the stability of
their widths is less satisfactory). This may be al-
so understood qualitatively by noticing that neither
the position of the peak of g,2(p) or Z;2(p) [this
peak remains between the threshold and o, ; see
Fig. 1(a)] nor the position of the corresponding
peak of K(q',q’) in Tr(K/D) [Eq. (3.14)] drastically
changes. Thence the curve X(Vs) and the position
of the bump of |D(Vs)[™ remain rather stable.

A second possibility for observing large eigen-
values is to take c nearly equal to zero in Eq.

(3.9). In this case, the largest contribution of the
kernel K(q’, ¢') in Tr(K/D) [Eq. (3.14)] comes from
high (relativistic) values of ¢’. This enhancement
in K(q’, q’) is, however, generally much broader
than the peak observed for ¢ near ¢, which makes
more difficult any interpretation of the main fea-
tures of Fig. 5(c) in terms of K and 1/D contribu-
tions. One can nevertheless argue that this en-
hancement is still again closely related to that of
g:(p). As the latter which can now vary between
0, and «, the former is very sensitive to varia-
tions of the parameters n and ¢. This, with the
help of Eq. (3.14), explains why the three-body re-
sults are much less stable than in the preceding
case ¢ ~c,. In particular, for a givenn, the loca-
tion of the three-body resonances may be very de-
pendent on the value of ¢. The latter has therefore
to be chosen in order to fit one of the experimental -
ly best established three-body resonances, after
which predictions on the other 9%(J¥) resonant
states can be made.

This discussion reveals that, besides the 1/D
resonance pole, the detailed properties of the
2,%(p) may play an important role in the types of
calculations performed here or in similar pre-
ceding works.?* Ag the relevant peculiarities of
the g,%(p) either concern energy regions on which
we have little information or even appear unjusti-
fied, as, e.g., the low-energy peak of the g,%(p)
of type I, the reliability of the corresponding three-
body results may be therefore somewhat doubtful.

This leads us naturally to return to the discus-
sion of Sec. III B about the ability of each type of
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£,2(p) in Fig. 1 to represent the physical situation.

In this context, the apparently more realistic
two-body amplitudes to be used are of type II [Fig.
1(b)]. Unfortunately the corresponding three-body
results appear rather disappointing. First, large
eigenvalues with ReX(Vs) =1 can occur in this case
only if large contributions from the rather un-
known high-energy part of the integration are in-
cluded (» must be taken small or ¢ <0 nearly equal
to zero). This is one negative aspect, although
the possibility of such contributions is not exclud-
ed in the problem (a discussion about their possi-
ble significance is reported in Ref. 25). More incon-
venient is the fact that the variations and the signs
we then generally observe for Rex(vs) and Imx(Vs )
are not compatible with the existence of three-body
resonant states of positive width [they are such
that the product dRex(vs)/dVs . ImX(Vs) is negative;
cf. Sec. IIIC]. This result differs from that ob-
served elsewhere with a dispersive on-shell model
in which the w, for instance, can be found under
these conditions.?® This discrepancy might be due,
among other reasons, to the effects of the extra
singularity at Vs =0 encountered in the present
model.*°

Finally, true three-body resonances have
been observed in the present calculations essen-
tially with type I (¢ = ¢,) and type I (¢ >0). Owing
to the discussions of Sec. III B, it seems natural
to consider as the more reasonable and the more
acceptable ones, the results obtained with the
gi%(p) of type III whose behavior above o, further-
more provides a convenient cutoff in the high-
energy region. These will be mainly taken into ac-
count in what follows. Although their physical
meaning is more questionable, the results deduced
with choice I will be nevertheless also mentioned
for comparison. Indeed, the tables will show that
among the three-body resonances obtained in this
case, one series possesses the same quantum num-
bers as those observed with choice III. Taking into
account the above discussion of Tr(K/D), we see
that this mainly follows from a certain symmetry
between the properties of the two-body amplitudes
of types I and III with respect to the two-body
resonant mass ¢,: According to the type, the peak
of the g,%(p) and the point where 6,(0c) crosses +37
again are encountered on one or the other side of
o, (see Fig. 1). This gives rise to a correspond-
ence between the signs and variations of Rex(vs)
and ImX(vs), which allows one to predict with
some accuracy in which quantum numbers three-
body resonances can occur for one type, once they
are known for the other. We shall take for granted
this mainly mathematical property in Sec. IV when
using the type-I amplitude which in other respects
allows the easiest calculations.
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TABLE II. Masses and widths in MeV of the reso-
nances obtained in the mam case. The quoted numbers
are rounded to 50 MeV and the too broad enhancements
are not reported. When they are sufficiently different,
two sets of values are reported for the main resonances
printed in italic in Table II(a): The first one is associ-
ated with the inverse squared Fredholm determinant,
the other (in parentheses) with the position of the true
resonance pole on the unphysical sheet.

g=0 9=1and 2
JP M r M T
(2)
0~ 500 <100 1250 250
(1050) (200)
1 1450 150 500 < 100
1+ 500 100 1150 200
(1050) (150)
27 500 <100 1300 300
(1050) (200)
2t 500 150 1200 <300
(1150) (350)
(b)
0~ 1050 <100
1~ 850 <50 2000 300
1* 1050 150
9~ 1100 150
A 1400 <250

E. Comparison with Experiment

The results obtained with type I are given in
Tables II(a) (777 case) and ITI(a) (KK case) [the
quoted values® have been more precisely deduced
with the representation (3.6) and (3.6”)]. Those ob-
served with type III are given in Tables II(b)
and III(b). Table II(b) concerns the mn7m case and
has been obtained with the representation (3.10).
The free parameter ¢ —the same for all J —has
been chosen in the related representation (3.9) in
order to nearly give the masses of the better estab-
lished A mesons. Table III(b) concerns the KKm
case® and has been obtained by choosing ¢ in order
to nearly fit the mass (1420 MeV) of the E meson.®

In what follows all the values quoted in these
tables are however not treated on an equal footing.
First, there are in Tables II(a) and III(a) low-mass
resonances which are related to the low-energy
part of the curves X(Vs) [i.e., to the point » in Fig.
5(a)]. These, owing to the remarks of the preced-
ing section, are only quoted for completeness and
are printed in small roman type.*? Similarly,
in Tables II(b) and III(b), there are high-mass
resonances which correspond to the high-energy
part of the curves X(Vs) in Fig. 5(c). Probably
several inelastic effects can change their charac-
teristics, and moreover the present numerical
treatment does not enable one to determine them
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TABLE III. Masses and widths in MeV of the reso-
nances obtained in the 9=0KKr case. The conventions
are the same as in Table II.

G=-1 G=+1
g M r M r
(@)
0- 1350 100 1650 150
1~ 1650 <100 1250 <50
1+ 1150 50 1550 <100
1200 50
27 1300 50 1700 <250
2+ 1300 50 1600 100
1200 50
(9]
0~ 2200 200 1400 <50
1" 1500 <50
1t 1450 <50
2 1400 <50
2F 1950 150

with a sufficient accuracy. The few which are re-
ported are therefore also printed in small roman
type.

Our attention has been mainly focused on the in-
termediate-energy resonances which are printed
in italic type in the tables: They correspond to the
highest-energy part of ReX(vs) in Fig. 5(a) and to
the lowest-energy part in Fig. 5(c) (i.e., to the
point R in these figures). In Table II(a), they are
generally characterized by two sets of values.

The first one follows from the examination of |D|7%;
the second one (in parentheses) gives the posi-

tion of the nearest resonance pole which can be
specified in this case by rotating the ¢’ path in Eq.
(3.3) (only the first set is reported when the dif-
ference between the two is small, as is the case
for a sharp resonance). One may ask which of the
two sets can the most truly represent the experi-
mental information: Probably a thorough analysis
of the latter would also require the calculation of
the Fredholm numerator of Eq. (3.3), or at least
the calculation of the most important eigenfunctions.
In Tables II(b), III(a), and III(b), only information
deduced from the consideration of |D(vs)|™2 on the
real axis is reported with, if necessary, the help
of formula (3.13).

1. The Three-Pion System

The =1 and 8 =2 vesonances. The two isospin
states 9 =1, 2 are degenerate in the present model.
To break up this degeneracy it would be necessary
either to include other n7 effects such as the low-
energy /=0 enhancement, or the f, or to take ac-
count of other channels such as the KK or KKn sys-
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tems®® (the latter is here studied independently). As
already noticed elsewhere,'® the conservation laws
imply that many of these new effects do not con-
tribute to the 9 =2 channel, to which our results
therefore mainly apply, for representing the true
anm situation.

Tables II(a) and II(b) indicate resonances in the
JP=0", 1%, 27, and 2% states.’® No experimental
report seems to concern the 9=1 (or 9=2) 0~ ob-
ject. But the 1" and 2~ candidates (despite their
large widths) may be associated with the A,(1080
MeV) and the A, (1180 MeV) mesons whose exist-
ence seems compelled by works like those report-
ed in Ref. 19. The 2* peak might correspond as
well to the 4,(1300 MeV) meson whose existence
seems now beyond any doubt, as to the eventual
1320-MeV 9=2 p~ 7~ object.®* However, we must
specify that the 2* enhancement appears as very
broad and scarcely distinguishable in the present
calculations. Perhaps the coupling with another
channel might reinforce this bump and explain its
possible splitting into narrower resonances®-3¢ as
observed in several experiments.!® The KK chan-
nel seems of particular importance in this respect:
First, the KK system is found in the decay prod-
ucts of the A,; next, recent two-body calculations
give evidence for a KK resonance in the 1300-MeV
region.?”

The 9 =0 resonances. With the form factors of
type I, small and ill-defined enhancements, which
are not mentioned in Table II(a), are observed in
the 1* and 27 states. Indeed in these two states,
the integral equations (3.3) are coupled, and gener-
ally several important eigenvalues are found. The
most important one gives rise to the above 9=1, 2
resonances, and the second one to the =0 small
enhancements.

The 1~ state deserves more attention. In addi-
tion to the 1450-MeV object of Table II(z) already
mentioned in Ref. 9, one indeed finds in Table II(b)
a resonance which possesses almost all the char-
acteristics of the w meson.?'3® Although near this
low-mass resonance the reliability of our calcula-
tions can be still more questionable than at higher
energies,'® this agreement with experiment is
somewhat satisfactory since it happens in an 9¢(J%)
state and in a region where our approximation of
keeping only one 7m wave (=1, [=1) in the prob-
lem can be best justified.

2. The KEr System

Remember that in the present approach, the
mnm and KK systems are both described by the
same type of integral equations (3.3). This means
that if we neglect in a first step the difference be-

tween the masses of the K and = particles and be-
tween the characteristics of the K* and p reso-
nances, we can as well examine the KKr reso-
nances with the help of the curves X(V's) drawn in
Figs. 5 for the mnm case. The only new parameters
are then the coefficients @C(g). This is precisely
what we should have assumed in an SU(3)-invari-
ant formalism. Under these simplifying assump-
tions, a KK7 resonance is thus expected every
time that a 777 resonance is observed, provided
that the coefficients aC(9) are nearly the same in
both cases. The 7mm and KK7 9 °(J¥) states which
can be so put into correspondence'® are easily found
by comparing Tables I(a) and I(b). From the re-
sults of Tables Ii(a) and II(b), we can therefore
expect the KK7 resonances to occur in the follow-
ing states: 0%(07), 0*(1%*), 0*(27), 0%(2*), and
07(17). Note moreover that the coefficients «C(9)
corresponding to the isospin 9 =1 are one-third
those corresponding to 9 =0. As a consequence,
with each 9 =0 KK 7 resonance may be associated
an 9=1 object which may be expected to have a
larger width, to be less easily distinguishable and
displaced towards the maximum of ImX(vV's) in
Figs. 5(a) and 5(c).

Now, we must superimpose on these predictions
the effects of the differences of masses and widths,
which can be thoroughly estimated only after the
complete numerical treatment of Eq. (3.3). This
yields the results quoted in Tables III(a) and ITi(b).
For simplicity, we have given only the 9 =0 reso-
nances in these tables, it being implicitly under-
stood, as just discussed above, that correspond-
ingly resonances may occur in the g =1 isospin.
Precisely, the experimental evidence for an 9=1
(1540 MeV) K*K +K*K resonance (the F,) has been
reported.™

We observe that in both Tables III(a) and III(b)
all the KK resonances predicted from the nn7
case are present, but have a higher mass. At the
same time, the enhancements in the KK7 case are
much sharper and more easily distinguishable than
in the 777w case. This seems mainly due to the
narrower width of the K* compared to the p.%%°
Note also that because of parity and G-parity con-
servation the results in the G=+1, J¥=1- and 2"
and in the G = -1 [Eq. (3.2’)] states cannot be af-
fected by the inclusion of the KK enhancement if
this as believed is I=1, 1=0.

The G =+1 rvesonances. Almost all the experi-
mentally observed KKn resonances have G=+1, as
the E(1420 MeV) and the D(1285 MeV) mesons.
Both Tables®? ITI(a) and ITII(b) offer four candidates!®
which have again J* =07, 1%, 27, and 2*. Remem-
ber that in Table III(b), the 0~ enhancement has
been associated with the E meson by choosing ¢ in
Eqgs. (3.9)-(3.10) consequently. Note, however,
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that 1* does not seem completely excluded for this
resonance and that the neglected KK enhancement
is 50% observed in the E decay products.*® Our
choice of ¢ might thus not be the most adequate®;
in fact, a displacement of the 0~ peak could de-
crease the rather too great masses of the 1* and
2~ candidates that we should have been tempted to
associate (especially the first) with the D meson.
But still more in this case the neglect of the KK
interaction might be an irrelevant approximation
[the m(KK),., decay mode of the D meson is pre-
dominant].® Lastly, many of the difficulties which
were encountered in the 2 777 case appear here
again when we try to compare the 2* candidate of
Table III(b) with the experimentally observed
f'(1515 MeV). But one can state that the two-body
KK decay mode of the f’ is largely predominant and
that there is only a weak indication for a K*K + K*K
decay mode'® (the f’ is also found in the calculations
of Ref. 37).

The G =-1 resonances. These resonances may
a prioyi also decay into three pions and should be
therefore more thoroughly studied by considering
the two m7m and KK 7 systems simultaneously (see
for instance Ref. 36). The only important reso-
nance which is obtained in the present model is a
1~ object for which no experimental evidence
seems yet to have been noticed.

F. Further Remarks and Discussions

In Sec. IIID, we began with a discussion about
the influence of the mean value of the form factor
g,(p) on the three-body results. As examined
elsewhere,?® this indeed provides a particular
example of the effects of the strength of the pr7
potential, which depends on the p-7m coupling and
consequently on the mean value of the two-body
amplitude (see another example in footnote 39).

But of course these quantities alone are not suffi-
cient to explain all the observed results. An ex-
ample which shows that the detailed shape of the
two-body amplitude is also of some importance
appears by comparing Tables II(a) and II(b). In
both cases, large mean values of the g,%(p) and
thus large X(Vs ) as well as three-body resonances
can be found in the 0-(1-) state. However, in the
case of Table II(a) [type I of g,2(p)], it was not
possible to put the resonance mass in coincidence
with that of the w meson because of inconsistencies
with the sign of ImX(¥'s ). This sign is indeed
closely related to the two-body scattering length®®
which is somewhat unrealistic for type I.

In other respects, it was also shown in Sec. IIID
that for some choices of the two-body amplitude
the bumps of the related g,%(p) may play an impor-
tant role. These indeed reveal the existence of

nearby singularities and one can now try to rein-
terpret many of the conclusions given in Sec. III D
in terms of the effects they induce in the three-
body results.

More generally, one can ask which singularities
and which related mechanisms may be at the ori-
gin of the main features described above, for in-
stance the typical dispersive form of the curves
A(Vs) and D(Vs ) [see Figs. 5(a) and 5(c)] for some
choices of the two-body amplitudes. We have two
sources of information for answering this question.

On the one hand, general considerations on the
analytic properties of the kernel K of Eq. (3.3) as
well as on its trace [Eq. (3.14)] can give an in-
sight into the main analytic structure of the eigen-
values and of D(V's). Two sets of singularities
may then be expected te play a role in the problem.
First there are the three-body threshold, the par-
ticle + resonance threshold, and the so-called
Peierls singularities*! induced by the singularities
of the Green’s function and of the 1/D part of the
two-body amplitude. Next there are singularities
resulting from those of the form factors g;(p(0)).
A singularity o, of the latter generates among oth-
ers an end point singularity in K(q’, ¢’) which by
pinching with the resonance pole of 1/D in Eq. -
(3.14) yields singularities at

Vs = wot (wy® =m?+0,)? (3.15)

with

g
w°=_LZm -m

or

o= 30, +m?>
0" (20, +m?)1?

(these formulas concern the three-pion case with
m =m_). As one can verify, many of these singu-
larities can directly communicate with the physical
sheet, in contrast with the Peierls singularities
which are generally hidden by the resonance +par-
ticle cut. They can, moreover, lie near the phys-
ical boundary when the singularities of g, lie near
the physical region.

On the other hand, there are the results of the
present calculations which are well represented
through Eq. (3.13) and which show that at the end
of the numerical treatment all the expected singu-
larities are nearly equivalent to a single pole at
Vs =v/B.

The problem is then to disclose some relation-
ship between the equivalent pole and one particular
singularity which can thus be considered as pre-
dominant. This is in fact a difficult task because
several singularities can lie in the same neighbor-
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hood of the Riemann sheet and the weight of each
singularity (i.e., the discontinuity across the cor-
responding cut) generally depends on complicated
factors. A natural way to proceed is to vary a
parameter of the model on which only a few of the
main singularities can be reasonably assumed to
depend.

Among these parameters, there is the coefficient
¢ in (3.9) which affects the position of the singular-
ities induced by the g; (note that the other main
singularities do not — or scarcely — depend upon
this parameter, but their weights do). By varying
¢, one can therefore hope to disclose the effects
of such singularities which may be expected to
play an important role according to the discussions
of Sec. IIID. By so doing, we find effectively that
over large domains of ¢ values, the position of the
equivalent pole Vs =y/B is essentially determined
by that of one of the singularities (3.15). Many of
the remarks in Sec. IIID about the dependence of the
curves X(Vs) on the details of g;(p) can even be re-
interpreted by simply identifying y/B with such a
singularity. [Predictions for |D|™ are less easily
obtained since Eq. (3.13) depends moreover on the
weight of this singularity.] This is especially true
for ¢ near ¢, (i.e., for g factors of type I) in which
case one singularity (3.15) lies very near the reso-
nance +particle threshold. A similar correspond-
ence is also found for g;(p) factors of type III hav-
ing singularities not too far from the physical re-
gion.

These remarks confirm the importance and even
the dominance, for some choices of the two-body
amplitudes, of the effects induced by the factors
g,%(p). As discussed in Sec. III D, this can make
rather questionable the physical meaning of the
related three-body results, since the relevant
peculiarities often reveal some unrealistic or un-
reliable properties of the associated two-body
forces.

At the same time this seems to leave no possi-
bility for easily observing the effects of the reso-
nance-plus-particle threshold and of the Peierls
singularities.*’ Many results nevertheless show
that the former may play a role which, if not dom-
inant, is revealed by the fact that ImX(Vs ) be-
comes mainly sizeable for s values greater than
(o, +m ;)% But no definite information has been
obtained concerning the latter. One might think
that both effects could be better analyzed with
form factors of type II [Fig. 1(b)], whose singulari-
ties lie far away from the physical region and thus
can be expected to induce small effects. But in
this case the present calculations show that the
eigenvalues are then generally small, unless the
convergence of the integral at infinity is decreased,
in which case they appear mainly dominated by a
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slowly varying background associated with very-
high-energy contributions.

The mass of the two-body resonance provides
another parameter that can be conveniently varied,
as first done in Refs. 9 and 10 with the type-I
representation (3.6), which is completely deter-
mined from the characteristics of the two-body
resonance. Our results in this case indeed still
again disclose the dominance of one of the singu-
larities (3.15) which remains near the resonance-
plus-particle threshold and also behaves like Vo,
for large o,. The method is of less interest for
choice III of form factors because, in this case,
the result might be very dependent on how the
parameter ¢ is simultaneously chosen (see Sec.
I D).

Also, for this reason, the procedure does not
enable one to clearly disclose any correspondence
between the masses of the resonances quoted in
Tables II(b) and III(b) and that corresponding to a
simultaneous overlap of the two-body resonant
bands in the Dalitz plot.!>*? At this stage, two
simple conclusions can nevertheless be drawn
about this subject:

(1) In the present approach, three-body reso-
nances can obviously be obtained when only two of
the three pairs of particles can resonate. This
is in fact what happens for the KKr system, where
the neglect of the KK interaction makes the notion
of the three-band intersection meaningless.

(2) However, had we neglected the effect of one
resonant pair of pions in the study of the 77 sys-
tem, we should have cut the same curves ReX(vs )
as before by the straight line [C(9)]~! instead of
[2c(9)]-'. The peculiar dispersive forms of these
curves [Figs. 5(a) and 5(c)] show that the resulting
three-body resonances are shifted towards highest
ImX(vVs ) values. As a consequence, their widths
become larger and the bumps in |D|~2 less impor-
tant. In this case, the thvee resonant paivs intev-
fere thus constructively. We cannot, however,
argue that this is a general feature for three-body
reactions. In the following section, the Knm sys-
tem will indeed offer us simple examples of de-
structive interferences.

1IV. Knm SYSTEM
A. Equations

The Knrm system' appears experimentally dom-
inated over a large domain of energy by the effects
of the p and the K*, two types of resonances which
have been considered separately in Sec. III. This
case provides thus the best field for a simple ex-
tension of the preceding results to three-body sys-
tems in which several types of two-body reso-
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nances are simultaneously involved. Note also
that because of parity conservation only the re-
sults in the J¥=1- and 2' states may be affected
by the coupling with the two-body K7 channel.
The integral equations follow from Eq. (2.15)
and from the symmetry conditions imposed by
Bose-Einstein statistics which read in this case

By (q)=(=)"" """k BY (q) (4.1)

and

J

BMq) = BMq) +Cyy (8) —=

AN =0

+2C;1,(9) Cr 1 (8) —1-7 > f

AN =0,1

where the kernels ;K; have the same expressions
as in Eq. (2.16). The isospin recoupling coeffi-
cients C,(9) and Gy (9) =C;,(9) are given in Table
Iv.

Because of the presence of the double integral
term, the numerical treatment of Eq. (4.2) is
more difficult and requires more computer time
than that of Eq. (3.3). For this reason, we have
limited ourselves to the form factors g,(p) given
by Egs. (3.6) and (3.6') [Fig. 1(a)] enabling one to
easily rotate the path of integration and to deal
with not too large matrices. From the analysis
of Sec. III F, we may hope to obtain in this way
some insight into the g¢(J¥) states in which the
most important three-body resonances can be ob-
served. The results regarding the positions and
the widths of these resonances are probably more
questionable.

Note moreover that the double integral term in
Eq. (4.2) is precisely the only one which involves
the 77 interaction. By neglecting or including it,
we can thus estimate the relative importance of
the effects of the K* and of the p resonances.

B. Results

The largest eigenvalue A(Vs ) is shown in Fig. 6
for JP=1-, 9=%. This curve exhibits a typical
double dispersive form and appears as a combina-

tion of two curves of the type illustrated in Fig. 5(a),

TABLE IV, The isospin coefficients C;;(9) and CH 9)
= C,s,(g) of Eq. (4.2) according to the value of 9.

g
CII(g)
Cus(g) = c,a,(g)

cofp | co e
cofes | rofeo

_(32,)1/2 _(%)1/2

1 00 ’ ’ ’
|5ty T [ dasimi? 4,0 (@, 0|8V @),
3 3 ' 0
Ag=0,1
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913313(%) 0 unless l,+1, even (4.17)

with

I=lyx=1, I=Iyx=3%, l,=1,=1, I,=I,=1

(the index 3 labels the 77 channel). We can get rid
of the coupling through channel indices by one
iteration [BAL‘SI3 is replaced by its integral expres-
sion in terms of B)f and BJf]. This leads finally
to

l”d/AI{l\, : /BA’ ’
20) 1f° 4’ 1 K3 (¢,4")B" (q")

(4.2)

r

one of them being associated with the K*r#, the
other with the K p threshold. Of course this is

only an example of the possible combinations of
two such curves. Other forms may arise, accord-
ing to the relative value and sign of the isospin
coefficients C;;(9) and C;,(9). These various
forms clearly illustrate the influence of differences
in the masses of the particles, which goes against
SU(3) symmetry.

The results regarding three-body resonances can
be obtained in two steps. First, we can neglect
the second integral term in Eq. (4.2). This ap-
proximation leads to a set of resonances which
can be put in close correspondence with the re-
sults of the wrm and KKw cases, according to the
sign and the magnitude of the coefficient C;,(9).
[Note also that the same relationship does follow
from SU(3) symmetry).] Without further lengthy
calculations, we can thus predict bumps in the 9
=3, JP=0-, 1*, 2-, and 2" as well as in the 9 =3,
J¥ =1- states, which is confirmed by a thorough
numerical treatment of the truncated Eq. (4.2).

Then the p resonance is included. This can give
rise to rather different effects according to the

\
-

FIG. 6. Plot of the largest eigenvalue A versus Vs
in the JP =17 (9=3) K7 case. The solid curve is the
real part, the dashed curve the imaginary part.
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magnitude and especially the sign of the isospin
coefficients. Destructive effects are clearly ob-
served in the 9 =3, JP=0" and 2- states (see Fig.
7): The original large bump in |D|-? finally re-
duces to small enhancements whose observation
would probably require many more refinements
in the experimental analysis. On the contrary,
new bumps appear in the § =%, JF=1* and 2' states
and we can argue that in these states there are
sizeable three-body resonances only after the in-
sertion of the p.

The final results are reported in Table V. The
conventions are the same as in Table II(a): The
main resonances are written in italic type, and
the true resonance pole, when sufficiently differ-
ent from the position of the bump in |D|-?, is
mentioned in parentheses; the low-energy bumps,
associated with the lowest part of the eigenvalue
curve, are here again printed in small roman type.

The 9 =% vesonances. The experimental analy-
sis often shows a broad enhancement in the energy
region 1.2-1.5 GeV, which is probably due to a
combination of a background and of one, two, or
more true resonances® [namely, the C(1240 MeV)
and the K,(1320 MeV)]. Besides there is the
better-known K,(1420 MeV). Table V also offers
candidates in this energy region. Note however
that experimentally the decay products of the reso-
nances appear dominated by K*n states while the
present analysis indicates a greater influence of

A

D172

v

k.8 9KTp 10 ¥

Vs/my

FIG. 7. An example of the destructive interference
effects observed in the K mr case. The dashed curve is
[D] 72 versus Vs for J” =0~ (94=%) when only the K * res—
onance is taken into account. The solid curve is the final
result after the inclusion of the p resonance.
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the p in their production.* We must also empha-
size that the K, (J¥=2"%) does not clearly follow
from our calculations: This time again we can ar-
gue that an important coupling with a two-body sys-
tem (the K7 system in this case) might have been
neglected. [Note also that the K,(1420 MeV) is
found in the two-body model of Ref. 37.]

The 9 =3 vesonances. The experimental evidence
of such resonances is not yet compelling. The
existences of a 1175- and a 1270-MeV meson have
been reported nevertheless in a few works.* Table
V also indicates three-body resonances in this
energy region but we have seen that the corre-
sponding bumps may be small because of destruc-
tive interference effects.

V. CONCLUSION

New predictions about three-body resonances
have been obtained within the framework of a rel-
ativistic extension of the Faddeev equations. Com-
pared to similar preceding works,® ¥ more elab-
orate numerical techniques as well as less rigid
parametrizations of the two-body amplitudes have
been used. This allowed for more realistic two-
body forces, resulting in a better agreement with
experiment which makes more encouraging the use
of the model as a tool for investigating the rela-
tivistic three-body problem [see Sec. III E and in
particular, Table II(b)].?

Of course many approximations still remain as-
sociated with this approach. On one hand, in the
three-body integral equations:

(i) Only the longest-range part of the resonance-
particle potential is retained, which can make
crossing poorly satisfied; moreover, the “reduc-

TABLE V. Masses and widths in MeV of the reso-
nances obtained in the Knm case. The conventions are
the same as in Table II(a). The |D|™2 bumps in JZ =2*
are small and broad, so that, correspondingly, no width
is given.

9=3 9=3
J? M r M r
0” 850 150 1150 100
1 1450 <150 850 100
850 200
1 1450 200 900 250
(1350) (100)
850 200
27 850 150 1550 100
950 100
2t 1450 1400
(1350) (<250) (1300) (<250)
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tion procedure” which leads to our basic equations
allows one to keep only one part of this potential.

(ii) Three-body forces, in particular the pion
pole in the J¥=0- state, as well as couplings with
other channels are neglected.

On the other hand, as concerns more particularly
the two-body input amplitudes:

(i) Only a single wave, [=1, is retained in all J
states and over the whole range of energy integra-
tion.

(ii) A separable approximation with energy-inde-
pendent form factors is used, which is mainly
justified by simplicity requirements.

It remains that the complexity of the full three-
meson problem makes necessary the considera-
tion of such simplified approaches, each one tak-
ing into account only some particular aspects of
the question. Reasonably, from the comparison
of their results there will emerge a more satis-
factory picture of the physical situation. In this
connection, no elements of comparison are avail-
able as concerns the KK and Knr cases. But it
is worthwhile to note that for the nmm system many
features observed in the present work were also
found in an on-shell model based on dispersion
relations.?*?® In the latter, three-body unitarity
can be only approximately fulfilled; however, the
pm potential as well as the analytic properties of
the three-body amplitudes could be represented in
a more satisfactory way. In both models indeed,
similar conclusions can be reached about the influ-
ence of the parameters related to

(i) the strength of the pr7 potential, and in partic-
ular the strength of the p-7m coupling which de-
pends on the mean value of the two-body input
amplitude;

(ii) the shape of the two-body interaction, name-
ly, its associated singularities, and on the other
hand the sign and size of the two-body scattering
length on which the characteristics of a low-mass
resonance like the w can be very dependent®®;

(iii) the contribution of the high-energy part of
the integrals.

For many of these parameters, especially in
the present approach, we however just possess
general information of plausibility (see, for in-
stance, the Appendix) which makes some choices
more or less realistic. In view of their sensitivity
to these rather unknown quantities, the predictions
concerning the detailed characteristics of the
three-body resonances may be therefore question-
able. Nevertheless, a rather good agreement be-
tween both models and experiment has been found
as concerns the quantum numbers of the states in
which the pm forces associated with the rescatter-
ing processes summed up in the equations are
“attractive” and in which a three-body resonance

can reasonably happen. These last results may
therefore be expected to remain valid in more
elaborate approaches to the pr system.
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APPENDIX

The equations satisfied by the two-body off-en-
ergy-shell amplitudes involved in the reduced
equations (2.1) may be considered as relativistic
generalizations of those encountered in nonrela-
tivistic potential theory: They indeed possess the
same general structure but also contain convenient
kinematic factors warranting relativistic covar-
iance. Correspondingly, the solutions of the two
types of equations exhibit similar features which
can be conveniently expressed in a given partial
wave in terms of analytic properties. For reasons
of simplicity, we examine below,* as an example,
the nonrelativistic case with the methods previ-
ously used by one of us'? (for the complications
arising in the relativistic case, see for instance
Refs. 20 and 21). The basic potentials are chosen
of the Yukawa type*® because of their close rela-
tion with exchange of mass processes usually con-
sidered in the relativistic case. This study en-
ables one to better understand the physical mean-
ing of the parameters introduced in Sec. III B.

1. Review of Some Results of Potential Theory

Remember first that it can be shown on rather
general grounds*® that the two-body off-shell par-
tial-wave amplitude #,(p, P, p’) exhibits factoriza-
tion properties with respect to p and p’ at the poles
in the “on-shell” variable P (here P, p, and p’ de-
note magnitudes of momenta in the two-body c.m.
system?®”). Since this amplitude indeed possesses in
the P plane all the poles (and no other) of f,(P?)
=f{,(p, P, P), it may be written as

Zt(P,P,P’)=7z(p’ P)fl(P2)’V;(pl)P)+TI(P’P,1)’)’
(A1)

where 7,(p, P) and 7,(p, P, p’) have no poles in P.
The function 7,(p, P) is therefore defined up to an
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arbitrary function which vanishes at the poles.
The choice in Ref. 12 was based on considerations
of analyticity. This led to taking simply

P O(p, P =2 §(prIWV@) filr, -Prdr,  (A2)

where j, is the spherical Bessel function and
f,(r, =P) is the irregular solution of the Schro-
dinger equation behaving like expi(Pr +1Im/2) as
¥ —o. The potential®®

~or

V) =f°°o<a> € do, p>0 (A3)
i

s

is assumed analytic in the right-hand plane Rer >0
and well behaved at the origin and at infinity, i.e.,

]

o

Vr)=0@r"1"¢), e<l, asr-0

|[V(#)|<const ¥Ye™#7, >0, N real and finite,
as 7— .

(A3')

Equation (A2) provides the simplest expression
which can be built with the available potential-scat-
tering functions for the residue at the poles, but it
does not have certain other desirable properties
which may be wanted both for the decomposition
(A1) and for the corresponding 7,(p, P). In particu-
lar the separable part should conveniently satisfy
by itself two-body unitarity, if it is expected to ap-
proximate the full off-shell amplitude. This is the
case if »,(P, P)=1 [then 7,(P, P, P)=0] and if
7:1(p, P) is real for real p and P. These properties
are satisfied by the combination

"0, P) =55 () [f,(—P) "3V £, P+ (<) 1P [T 310V £, =P dv] (49)

(1)

— 1 ©o
EN,(ll)Jz) fo 3PV @)@ (r, PPrdr, (A5)

which differs from 7(p, P) by a term which vanishes at the poles in P. f;(P) is the Jost function and

fi(P) - fi(-P

N,(P?) = 2P

) E—P’fﬂoj,(P'r)V('r)gpl(V,Pz)r dr. (A57)

The function ¢,(», P?) is the regular solution of the Schrddinger equation of energy P2, behaving like »**!/
(21+1) 11 at the origin. As defined through (A5), p~'P-'»,(p, P) and thus 7,%(p, P) are obviously even func-
tions both in p and P. Note that these functions are the same as those which were first introduced by

Noyes* and Kowalski.*

The principal interest of an integral representation like (A5) is to express in a simple way the form fac-
tors in terms of well-known functions of potential theory.*®* By assuming the properties of these functions,
we can therefore easily deduce those of the form factors, especially with regard to the off-shell momen-

tum p.

In this connection, we note that the integral in (A5) a priovi converges only for |Imp| -y + | ImP|<0
(remember that p-! is the range of the potential). For real values of P, this integral thus defines an ana-
lytic function in a strip of the p plane enclosing the real axis. Such a domain of analyticity can be extended
both in p and P by rotating the contour of integration as done in Ref. 12. An additional extension is ob-
tained by performing the analytic continuation separately for the two integrals in (A4) and in another rep-

resentation of »,(p, P) which reads

-p!
-7,(p, P) NP

and which is equivalent to (A5) at least in the vicin-
ity of p=0and P =0 (4™ and »® are the spherical
Hankel functions of the first and second kind).

One finds in this way that »,(p, P) is analytic, on
the one hand outside the dashed domain in Fig. 8(a)
and on the other hand outside the dashed domain

in Fig. 8(b). This shows that »,(p, P) may be con-
sidered as analytic everywhere in the p plane ex-
cept along four vertical cuts starting from®® p
=+Pxip as shown in Fig. 9(a). [The related cuts

[ [ VI, P - [ UV, P dr] (A6)

—
of »,%(p?, P) in the p® plane are shown in Fig. 9(b)
for real and positive P2.]

Further branch points of 7,(p, P), p=+Pxnip
(n integer) as well as the analyticity domain of the
function 7,(p, P, p’) in (A1) or of the full amplitude
#(p, P, p’') can be determined in a similar way.!2
As concerns the latter, singularities are found at®

tpxp’=nip, P=xp-nip,

AT
P=-niy/2, (an

P=xp'—niy
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( integer > 1). All have the same physical origin
as the usual singularities P =+nipu/2 of the on-
shell amplitude.®? Note that for real p and p’,
#,(p, P, p’) is free from singularity in the upper
half P plane. On the other hand, for the real and
positive P?, p?, and p’? values involved in the
three-body equations in the scattering region, all
the branch points in the p? and p’? planes lie out-
side the parabolas ®(u?) defined by

pPor p®=(x+iu)?, xreal (A7)

and shown in Fig. 10. These parabolas indeed
bind a domain of analyticity for 7,(p% P, p"?)
=p=tp'~'i,(p, P, p’). Clearly, the larger the i,
i.e., the shorter the range of the two-body forces,
the larger the extension of this domain and the
farther the singularities from the physical p? and
p"® positive values.

The threshold and asymptotic behaviors in p of
ri(p, P) and {,(p, P, p’) are also easily derived from
the integral representation (A5) and from that
(2.12) of Ref. 12 [¢,(r, P, p’) in the latter has the
same relevant properties as ¢,(r, P?)]. For both
functions, the threshold behavior can be deduced
by expanding the Bessel function at small p values
in these representations, which gives o(p"). Ina
similar way, the asymptotic behavior is related to
the sine transform of V(»)p;(r, P?) or V(¥)t;(r, P, p’).
One gets O(p~"7?) for € >0 in (A3’), O(p~') for -2
<e<0, and so on, which shows that, as expected,
the asymptotic behavior depends on the shape of the
potential near »=0.

Lastly, let us remark that, instead of starting
as in Ref. 12, from previously known results of
potential theory, one can as well deduce all the
above properties from a direct analysis of the

Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation for £, (p, P, p’).

This has been done in Refs. 20 and 21. By the way,
integral representations of #;(p, P, p’) in the off-

shell variable p have been written down, the meth-
od used in Ref. 20 being more easily generalizable

// A
Z

_

A

W&

P+ip

/
|

N\E

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. Determination of the analyticity domain of the
form factors 7,(p,P) in the p plane: (a) as deduced
from the representation (A4), (b) as deduced from the
representation (A6).
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®
) P+ip \(P+i,u)2
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FIG. 9. The resulting cuts and branch points (a) of
7,(p,P) in the p plane, (b) of »,2(p,P) or p~'v,(p,P)
in the p? plane.

to relativistic equations like the Bethe-Salpeter
ones.*

2. Comments on the Reliability of Some Simple
Separable Approximations
Now we may try to take advantage of the above
results to get information on some separable ap-
proximations of the form

s = pt prr B (D7)
(b, P p) =p" b S

(A8)
which may be used in the three-body equations for
representing the true f,(p,P,p') amplitude asso-
ciated with (A3). The threshold and asymptotic
behaviors as well as two-body unitarity can be
easily introduced in (A8). Indeed, two-body uni-
tarity makes this representation almost deter-
mined once g,(p) =p' g,(»%) is known [see Eq.
(2.11)]. Clearly, however, this single-variable
function alone cannot accurately account for all
the peculiarities of the three-variable amplitude

FIG. 10. The parabola @ (1) defined in the p? (or p’?)
plane by Eq. (A.7') and outside of which lie the singu-
larities of the off-energy-shell two-body amplitude in-
volved in the three-body equations.
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#(p, P, p’). One can nevertheless require that
the singularities and associated cuts of t$(p, P, p’)
stand for some average of those of ,(p, P,p’) in
the three-body integral equations. This means in
particular that

(i) in the P plane, D,(P?) can only have singu-
larities in the lower half part, which is trivially
satisfied owing to Eq. (2.11);

(ii) in the p® plane, g,%(p) can only have singu-
larities outside the smallest analyticity parabola
®(u?), that is, @(4) for the 77 case.

This supplementary nontrivial condition, togeth-
er with the fact that, as assumed in the present
calculations, D,(o)'1 has a well-defined resonance
pole on its second sheet, is not yet sufficient to
determine (A8) completely, unless some peculiar
parametrizations are used. Further assumptions
whose reliability is more doubtful must then be
made:

(A) A first possibility is to assume, as many
authors do, that ¢5(p, P,p’), which indeed stands
for some average in the three-body equations of
the true 7,( p, F, p’) amplitude, also reduces for p?
=p’?= P? to the on-shell one #;(P%). Then g,(p)
=[N,(p*)]*”2, while according to (2.11) and to (3.7)
the related functions D,(0) and 6,(c) are, respec-
tively, the true on-shell D,(0) function of #,(P?)
=N,;(P?)/D,(P?) and the experimental phase shift.
But the above analyticity requirements associated
with the rather reasonable interaction (A3) are
then no longer necessarily satisfied, since theoreti-
cally N,(p*) may have singularities at p*=—2/4,
which lie inside ®(y?). [In practice, however, the
requirement of analyticity can be fulfilled by choos-
ing consequently the parametrization of N,(p?).]
Simultaneously, the residue at the resonance (sec-
ond sheet) pole 0= P,? becomes proportional to
[N (p*) ][N, ( p?)]/? instead of

Rl(pyp,)z5(PR)’rgl)(p,PR)NI(PRZ)T(II)(pI7 PR) )

(A9)

which follows from (A1) [+ (p, P,)=7,(p, Pp)].
This means that the off-shell dependence in the
vicinity of the resonance pole cannot be the correct
one associated with (A3): -Indeed, the analytic prop-
erties of N,(p?) and »#(p, P,) are different, the lat-
ter alone being automatically compatible with the
analyticity requirements.

(B) Contrarily, it is equally natural to assume
the correct off-shell behavior near the resonance
pole, that is, to take™ [see Eq. (A9)]

&i(p) =[&(PR)V2#{V(p, PR)N,(PRD)]V?, (A10)

which does not give again, when inserted in (A8),
the true on-shell amplitude 7,( P?) for p%=p’2=P2,

MENNESSIER, PASQUIER, AND PASQUIER 6

In other words, the procedure corresponds to just
keeping'? the separable part of (Al) with the off -
shell dependence of the form factors at the pole. In-
deed (A8) is only truly valid near this point, which
moreover corresponds to the most conspicuous
feature introduced in the present three-body
model. In this case, the function D,(P?) in (A8),
which is related to g,%(p) through Eq. (2.11), has
only to equal the on-shell function D,(P?) at P>= P2
where both indeed vanish. Therefore, the phase
8,(0) of 1/D, [see Eq. (3.7)] appears above all as

a convenient intermediate quantity and has no rea-
son to equal the experimental phase shift except
near the resonance energy [in fact, because P2

is complex, the condition D,;(Pz?) =0 can be ex-
pressed in terms of conditions over 6,(0) and its
first derivative at o, = ReP;’].

To satisfy simultaneously the analyticity require-
ments and the basic assumptions retained in (A)
and (B) would necessitate considering energy-de-
pendent representations of the type

[ (p,p,p)= B2 D 4D P)

5 (2 (A11)

with

&b, Pp)=[&(PR) V7V (b, PR) [N,(PR)]V?
and

&*(P,P)=N,(P?),

that is, according to (2.11), D,(P?)= D,(P?), which
means that the §, function entering a representa-
tion like (3.7) for D,(P?) would be identified with
the experimental phase shift. The choice g (p, P)
=[N, (P*)]"?,(p, P) associated with the separable
part of (A1) satisfies these two constraints but, as
is well known, leads in the three-body equations
to difficulties due to the singularities of N,(P?)
[among others, the trace of the kernels in (3.14)
would then not be real below the three-body thresh-
old; see, for instance, Ref. 9]. This does not,
nevertheless, preclude the possibility of finding
other two-variable functions g,(p, P) which do not
possess this defect. Assuming, for instance, the
contributions of those singularities (A7) which de-
pend on both the initial and the final variables be-
ing negligible ~ this is mainly true near the reso-
nance pole —we can indeed build functions having
only the two complex cuts of Fig. 9(b).

To conclude about the choice (A8), we can argue
that the functions g,(p) and D,(P?), which in the
three-body equations best represent the effects of
the true #,(p, P, p’) amplitude, can only satisfy
each of the above assumptions (A) and (B) in a
mere or less approximate way according to the
energy region. Therefore, in the calculations,
we have retained some aspects of both possibilities.



6 THREE-MESON RESONANCES...

First, we have kept an arbitrariness on the 3,
function as is found in (B), which allows us

among other things to easily relate our results
with preceding ones. On another side, we have re-
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tained the reality properties of the g;(p), which
are easily warranted in (A) but would have re-
quired the consideration of at least two separable
terms with (B) (see footnote 53).

*This work has been the object of a communication at
the Birmingham Conference, 1969 [J.-Y. Pasquier and
R. Pasquier in Three-Body Problem in Nuclear and
Particle Physics, edited by J. S. C. McKee and P. M.
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11,. D. Faddeev, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 39, 1459 (1960)
[Sov. Phys. JETP 12,1014 (1961)] .

2E. E. Salpeter and H. A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. 84, 1282
(1951).

3D. Stojanov and A. N. Tavkhelidze, Phys. Letters 13,
76 (1964); V. P. Shelest and D. Stojanov, ibid. 13, 253
(1964) .

‘R. Blankenbecler and R. Sugar, in Proceedings of the
Twelfth International Conference on High-Enevgy Physics,
Dubna, 1964, edited by Ya. A. Smorodinskii ef al. (Atom-
izdat., Moscow, 1966); R. Blankenbecler and R. Sugar,
Phys. Rev. 142, 1051 (19686) .

% . A. Alessandrini and R. L. Omnés, Phys. Rev. 139,
B167 (1965).

8D. Freedman, C. Lovelace, and J. M. Namyslowski,
Nuovo Cimento 43, 258 (1966).

TA. Ahmadzadeh and J. A. Tjon, Phys.Rev. 147, 1111
(1966); J. M. Namyslowski, 4bid. 160, 1522 (1967);

R. Aaron, R. D Amado, and J. F. Young, dbid. 174, 2022
(1968); N. Mishima, S. Oryu, and Y. Takahashi, Progr.
Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 39, 1569 (1968). Another some-
what equivalent procedure based on a more detailed
knowledge of the analytic structure of the Bethe-Salpeter
amplitude is reported in Ref. 20.

8C. Lovelace, Phys. Rev. 135, B1225 (1964).

9J. L. Basdevant, Phys. Rev. 138, B892 (1965); J. L.
Basdevant and R. Kreps, Phys. Rev. 141, 1398 (1966);
141, 1404 (1966); 141, 1409 (1966); J. L. Basdevant,
thesis, Universite de Strasbourg, France (unpublished).

3. 1.. Basdevant and R. L. Omnés, Phys. Rev. Letters
17, 775 (1966); in Three-Pavticle Scatteving in Quantum
Mechanics, edited by J. Gillespie and J. Nuttal (Benja-
min, New York, 1968), and communication at the Four-
teenth International Conference on High-Energy Physics,
Vienna, 1968 (unpublished).

113, F. L. Hopkinson and R. G. Roberts, Nuovo Cimento
59, 181 (1969).

"T3. Y. Guenndgués-Pasquier, Nuovo Cimento 42, 549
(1966) .

31t is worth mentioning that the results obtained with
G parity G= +1 in the KKn case equally apply to the
KK (or KKm) systems.

l4The study of this system was the object of a prelim-
inary report, G. Mennessier, J.-Y. Pasquier, and
R. Pasquier, Orsay Report No. TH 68/26, 1968 (unpub-
lished).

15M. Jacob and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 7, 404

(1959); L. F. Cook and B. W. Lee, Phys. Rev. 127, 283
(1962); D. Branson, P. V. Landshoff, and J. C. Taylor,
ibid. 132, 902 (1963); J. Werle, Phys. Letters 4, 127
(1963); Nucl. Phys. 44, 579 (1963).

165. M. Berman and M. Jacob, Phys. Rev. 139, B1023
(1965).

11t is worth mentioning that in the KKm and K77 cases,
the same result remains valid even with an arbitrary
number of two-body resonances in the KX and nm sub-
systems, provided that there is only one resonance in the
K (or Km) subsystem.

18p . Baillon et al., Nuovo Cimento 50, 393 (1967); Ch.
d’Andlau ef al., Nucl. Phys. B5, 693 (1968).

1B, French, in Proceedings of the Fourteenth Intev-
national Confervence on High-Enevgy Physics, Vienna,
1968, edited by J. Prentki and J. Steinberger (CERN,
Geneva, 1968).

25, v. Pasquier, part of a thesis to be submitted at the
Université de Paris-Sud (unpublished).

2D, D. Brayshaw, Phys. Rev. 167, 1505 (1968).

2R. Omnés, Nuovo Cimento 8, 1244 (1958).

BM. G. Olsson, Phys. Rev. 162, 1338 (1967).

MR. Pasquier and J.-Y. Pasquier, Phys. Rev. 170, 1294
(1968); 177, 2482 (1969), and numerical results about
the three-pion resonances, Ref. 25.

®R. Pasquier and J.-Y. Pasquier (unpublished).

%1. 3. R. Aitchison, Nuovo Cimento 51A, 249 (1967).

¥"Note that this remark makes full sense only if we
believe — although this leads elsewhere to other difficul-
ties —in assumption (A) of part 2 of the Appendix. Indeed,
to our knowledge, a correspondence between the sign of
the scattering length and the nature of the two-body for-
ces is usually considered only for the on-shell amplitude
and this on the basis of qualitative results observed with
some particular choices of potentials. It seems more
difficult to obtain something similar for the behavior of
the off-energy-shell amplitude £, (p,P(0),p’) near p = 0.
Such a behavior indeed depends on P and p’ .

%83ee, for instance, I. J. R. Aitchison, Cambridge Uni-
versity report, 1966 (unpublished).

7. H. Hetherington and L. H. Schick, Phys. Rev. 134,
B935 (1965); 139, B1164 (1965); 141, 1315 (1966); I. M.
Barbour and R. L. Schult, ibid. 155, 1712 (1967).

0gimilar results are also observed in the other J ¥
channels, but with often many more difficulties because
of the coupling of the equations (e.g., J P= 1% or 27), or
because of the more complicated angular functions in-
volved in the kernel (e.g., J¥=2").

3 Note some discrepancies between the results of Table
II(a) and those given in Refs. 9 and 10.

2 Almost all the low mass resonances put for complete-
ness in Tables II(a) and IlI(a) are indeed not observed
experimentally. Comparatively, the absence of so many
unexpected resonant states appears at first sight as one
nice property of Tables II(b) and II(b).

B0Of course, owing to conservation laws, each 9%(J P



1372 MENNESSIER, PASQUIER, AND PASQUIER 6

channel is differently affected by the contribution of
other two-body components, couplings with inelastic
channels, or omitted three-body left-hand cuts. This
might be simulated by choosing differently (according
to the J) the values of the parameters, namely ¢ in Eq.
(3.9). The procedure would have then resulted in a
much better agreement with experiment in each J, in
particular the characteristics of the w can be much
better reproduced than indicated in Table III(b). By
keeping for all J the same ¢ value as done in the pres-
ent work, one gets nevertheless a simpler and more
consistent picture in all quantum states of the pm K *K),
if not of the full mrm KK7), system.

%R . Vanderhagen et al., Phys. Letters 24, 493 (1967).

$This possibility is examined in Ref. 20 with methods
somewhat analogous to those of Ref. 36.

%R. E. Kreps and P. Nath, Phys. Rev. 152, 1475 (1966).

313, L. Basdevant, D. Bessis, and J. Zinn-Justin, Phys.
Letters 27, B230 (1968).

30ne does not reasonably expect to find the ¢ meson
under the present approximations, since its three-pion
decay mode is largely dominated by the KK one. Note,
as regards the w, that attempts for finding it in terms of
mp interaction have been first made by G. F. Chew, Phys.
Rev. Letters 4, 142 (1960), and A. Ahmadzadeh, LRL
Report No. UCRL 11749, 1964 (unpublished).

¥ Taking into account the influence of the mean value of
the two-body amplitude on the three-body results, one
can however expect such a property to be only true for
types I and III, as discussed in Ref. 25. Indeed, it is
shown in this reference that a different but in some
sense more natural effect can be observed with type II,
namely that the narrower the two-body resonance, the
broader the three-body one (the higher its mass).

“Note that this result from decay analysis may indeed
not be contradictory with ours on the related three-body
resonance, since the former concerns the complete solu-
tion of the equations, while the latter concerns only the
Fredholm determinant.

YR. F. Peierls, Phys. Rev. Letters 6, 641 (1961); 12,
50 (1964); and D. D. Brayshaw and R. F. Peierls, Phys.
Rev. 177, 2539 (1969). See also the work of C. Schmid,
Ref. 42.

“A. H. Rosenfeld, LRL Report No. UCRL 16462, 1965
(unpublished); C. Schmid, Phys. Rev. 154, 1363 (1967).

#N. Barash-Schmidt, A. Barbaro-Galtieri, Leroy R.
Price, A. H. Rosenfeld, P. Soding, C. G. Wohl, M. Roos,
and G. Conforto, Rev. Mod. Phys. 41, 109 (1969).

“This is part of a separate work by two of us (J.-Y.

P. and R. P.) which provides the natural extension of
Ref. 12 and is inserted here for completeness (see also
Ref. 20). The two authors thank Professor K. Chadan for
discussions about this work.

$0f course, there is no well-established reason for
believing that the true off-energy-shell meson-meson
amplitude can be built up on the basis of such a local
potential. Perhaps it is easier to admit, owing to some
analogy with other problems, that this potential repre-
sents the longest-range part of the interaction —note,
however, that the lowest exchanged state is already com-
posed with two pions — while the shortest one requires
the introduction of “nonlocal” terms, often approximated
by separable forms. Then, as the following analysis
indeed suggests, one can argue that the first part gives
rise to the most restrictive constraints on the analyticity
domains and therefore is the most relevant for our dis-
cussion.

K. L. Kowalski, Phys. Rev. Letters 15, 798 (1965);
15, 908 (1965).

4p2 js denoted s in Ref. 12. In relativistic kinematics,
P is related to the squared energy-invariant o through an
equation like (2.12") (In this Appendix, the use of P,
instead of o, as the on-shell variable of f, , allows one
to handle expressions like those currently encountered
in the nonrelativistic case.) Similar relations hold for
the off-shell quantities p andp’ and the corresponding
off-shell squared invariant energies.

8. P. Noyes, Phys. Rev. Letters 15, 538 (1965).

“See, for example, R. G. Newton, J. Math. Phys. 1,
319 (1960).

1n relativistic approaches, similar formulas are found
but p has to be considered as the mass of the particle
(or of the system of particles), whose exchange gives
rise to the two-body forces.

S'T. Regge, Nuovo Cimento 9, 295 (1958); A. Martin,
ibid. 14, 403 (1959); 15, 99 (1959).

%R. Pasquier and J.-Y. Pasquier (unpublished) .

50f course, an additional term associated with 0%
=P }f‘f has also to be included in order to warrant the
reality properties of g;2(p).



