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Using SU(2) x SU(2) current algebra and pion-pole dominance, we derive from the Ward
identities an exact crossing-symmetric expression for the mr scattering amplitude. We make
approximations which are suitable at low energy for those three- and four-point functions of
the problem which cannot be determined from the constraints of current algebra. We para-
metrize these functions in terms of propagators and polynomials exhibiting the correct anal-
yticity properties. Form factors, analytic in the cut plane, are expressed in effective-
range form, and the s- and p-wave amplitudes are constructed in terms of them. The exis-
tence of resonances in the 7m system is not assumed, and soft-pion estimates are not used.
Instead all the parameters are free to be varied. We determine all the free parameters of
the problem self-consistently by imposing the constraints that follow from elastic unitarity.
The scheme predicts all the features of low-energy w7 scattering, the only input parameters
being m, and F,, the pion mass and decay constant. Among our principal results are the
s- and p-wave scattering lengths, the corresponding phase shifts, and the determination of
an important parameter which measures the isospin T'= 2 component of the o commutator,
g% . The details of the method predispose scattering lengths to be small. We find that
unitarity prefers the T'= 2 component of 0% to be small relative to the 7= 0 component.

As a consequence, our scattering lengths are in excellent agreement with those obtained by
Weinberg. The 7'=J =1 phase shift exhibits a p resonance around 915 MeV with a width of
210 MeV. The T =2, J=0 phase shift is small and in agreement with experimental results.
The T = J= 0 phase shift displays acceptable behavior at low energy; we offer physical argu-
ments to say that its higher-energy behavior is less reliable than that of the p wave at the
same energies. We discuss our results and analyze the predictive power of the method
presented. Finally, we suggest some improvements on our calculations, including possible

applications to related problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

For more than a decade, the problem of deter-
mining the amplitude for n7 scattering has pre-
sented a challenge for theoretical physics to solve.
In the absence of a fully developed theory of had-
rons, an ultimate solution continues to be an over-
ly ambitious goal. Many approaches to an approxi-
mate solution have evolved, and contributed to the
unfolding of several features of the problem. The

principles of S-matrix theory (including Lorentz
invariance, analyticity, unitarity, and crossing
symmetry) are cornerstones of hadron dynamics?
and have long been advocated as the means by
which a self-consistent solution to the nw problem
may be found. I hadronic theory is to include, in
addition, the content of the algebra of vector and
axial-vector currents,? then any treatments based
purely on S-matrix theory are to be viewed as part
of the prehistory of the problem. The low-energy
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pion scattering theorems® predicted on the basis

of partial conservation of axial-vector current
(PCAC) and current algebra are results which pure
S-matrix theory is at a loss to confirm. On the
other hand, to base the formulation of 77 dynamics
jointly on current algebra and on S-matrix methods
would be to prescribe a scheme more powerful
than either is separately. An approach of this kind
has recently been adopted by Schnitzer?; our ob-
jective in this work is to provide a thorough analy-
sis of a similar method.

The hard-pion techniques of Schnitzer and Wein-
berg® provide the basic sort of framework for this
analysis. In this approach the constraints on the
off -shell amplitudes which follow from equal-time
current algebra are summarized in a collection of
Ward identities. These authors studied the three-
point functions of the A, p7 system and solved for
the mass-shell amplitudes in meson-pole-domi-
nated (tree) form. The procedure was extended to
four-point functions by Gerstein and Schnitzer.®

The system of Ward identities also admits the
application of methods for extending the hard-pion
analysis of three-point functions beyond the ap-
proximation of pole dominance in the squared mo-
mentum-transfer variable . The technique’ treats
the cut-plane analyticity of the form factor f(¢)
and the propagator A(¢), and has been applied to
the A, pm system”™® and to the A,om system.®"'* The
scheme of Ward identities, augmented by the
smoothness approximation,® leads to an expression
in which Im f~! is a known function for 4m, ?<¢
< 16m,? (the nw region). I f(0) is given, then an
effective-range solution results in which f and A
are analytic functions with the 77 cut. The phase
of f gives the corresponding 7w phase shift in this
interval and the resulting partial-wave amplitude
T(¢) is unitary there. As a method for calculating
T(#), the procedure is incomplete. The partial
wave is given by an effective-range formula with
one parameter, an effective range, which must be
regarded as input. Moreover, the implications of
crossing symmetry for the full 77 amplitude 7'(s, ¢)
are not maintained in that, as an effective-range
result, T(¢) has no left-hand cuts. Thus the s- and
p-wave amplitudes obtained in this way from the
three-point functions are provisional results, and
to go beyond them we must turn to an analysis of
the four-point functions.

When the Ward-identity procedure for the four-
point functions of the #7 problem is carried out,® a
crossing-symmetric amplitude for T(s, ) results,
involving the form factors (f’s) and propagators
(A’s) as functions of each of the channel variables
s, ¢, and . The partial waves T(s) are projected
and the objective is to impose the unitarity con-
straints,

ImT(s)=p(s)| T(s)I?,
Im f(s) = p(s) f*(s)T(s),
ImA(s) = p(s)| f(s) 7,

valid in the 7w region (p is the 7w phase-space fac-
tor). These amount to constraints on the parame-
ters which include the effective ranges of the three-
point function problem. The unitarity constraints
can be satisfied only approximately. A thorough
evaluation of the solution of this problem is pre-
sented. It is evident that this approach permits a
self-consistent determination of all the parameters
which, at the level of the three-point functions,

had to be among the input. Thus, to advance to the
level of the four-point functions and impose uni-
tarity is to achieve a closure of the parametriza-
tion of the 77 problem. Of course, the only phase
shifts which can be obtained in this way are those
whose quantum numbers correspond to local opera-
tors which have been explicitly introduced in the
theory. For our purposes these are the s- and p-
wave phase shifts.

The results also include the other features of in-
terest in the low-energy nn problem. In particular
the method yields the pion electromagnetic form
factor and the pion-to-pion matrix element of the
o commutator. The latter operator is of consider-
able concern to us. For complete generality we
permit it to have both isospin-0 and -2 components.
There is a parameter in the formalism which
serves to give a measure of the isospin-2 part.

It is remarkable that the unitarity constraints force
this parameter to correspond to an isoscalar-
dominant 0 commutator. As a consequence, scat-
tering lengths like those obtained by Weinberg?® are
among the results. It should be noted in advance
that, as in Ref. 4, the method does not allow for
strong left cuts of the partial waves and therefore
is predisposed to give small scattering lengths.

We emphasize that, while the procedure is based
in part on analyticity and unitarity, it does not em-
ploy partial-wave dispersion relations. The Ward
identities themselves provide relations among anal-
ytic functions and permit us to implement analy -
ticity locally rather than over the whole cut plane.
The program is one of imposing, simultaneously,
the constraints of current algebra and of unitarity
along lines of the sort recently advanced by Schnit-
zer.* The program is thoroughly analyzed to es-
tablish the extent of its predictive power. We de-
part from Schnitzer in several instances, especi-
ally in the treatment of quantities related to the o
commutator. No assumptions are made about the
occurrence of p or ¢ resonances in the 77 system;
these are to be in the output of the problem, in all
three channels symmetrically, if the scheme pre-
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dicts them. No use is made of low-energy results plitudes are projected. The form taken by the uni-
as input data. The only input parameters are m, tarity relation is given. In Sec. III we show how
and F,, the pion mass and decay constant. the constraints of analyticity and elastic unitarity

In Sec. II the techniques of hard-pion current al- are used to determine all the parameters of the
gebra are used to formulate the 77 problem. The problem in a self-consistent way. In Sec. IV we
most laborious details of the construction have present our results and in Sec. V we conclude with
been relegated to the appendixes. A smoothness some observations and possible future applications
hypothesis is employed and the s- and p-wave am- of the scheme presented.

II. 7w AMPLITUDE AND UNITARITY

The hard-pion methods of Refs. 5, 6, and 12 provide the techniques which we utilize to obtain our start-
ing point. The structure of the current-algebra amplitude for the process m,(q,) +m,(q,) = m,(g5) +m4(g,) has
been developed in Appendix B wherein we have derived the Ward identities for the four-point functions of
the axial-vector currents. The exact crossing-symmetric expression for the nr scattering amplitude on
the mass-shell is given by Eq. (B6) when we take g,2=-m 2 (i =1 to 4):

FATs, 8) =] qyon Gsa Qa0 T ono( G55 @1s 92) o2 =mm 2
= (2F1rzfab0d(s) + Aabcd(s) +F1rz(glz - 'rnﬂ2 + zs)ﬁabécd + Eabeecde(u - t){FTrzF(s) - %[AV(S) - CV] })

- (2F7rzfade(t) + Aacbd(t) + Frz(%lz - nl'n’2 + 2t)aac5bd + €cu:eebnie(u - s){F,,zF(t) - %[Av(t) - CV] } )

- (2F'n2fadc"(u) + Aadcb(u) + Fnz(%lz - ’n’rr2 + zu)ﬁmbbc +€Me€cbe(s - t) {FnzF(u) - i—[AV(M) - CV] }) .
®

All quantities appearing in (1) have been defined in the appendixes. In summary: T%%(s,t) is the on-shell
7w amplitude; T5,%(4s; 41, ¢;) is the part of the four-point function of axial-vector currents which is free of
vacuum contributions and of pion poles in the mass variables g;%; f*°(s) and A®%(s) are the form factor
and propagator of the ¢ commutator (in the notation of Ref. 11); F(s) and A,(s) are the form factor and

propagator of the vector current (in the notation of Ref. 7); C, =A,(0). The ¢ commutator, defined by

0®(0)6(x) =[A%(x), 5, A%(0)]5(x,),

has in general both isoscalar (7'=0) and isotensor (7 =2) components. Therefore, its pion-to-pion matrix
element has two form factors fr(s), T=0 and 2; correspondingly, there are two propagators Ap(s), T=0
and 2. The important parameter I, appears in the coupling of the operator ¢*(0) to the pion:

(2a)

0%9(0)6(x) = —[A%(x),0°(0)]6(x,) (2b)
(w2 (u(ge)|0™%(0)|0) = F, 3 14Prp., (2¢)
T=0,2
in which PT is the isospin projection operator. The parameters I, and I, satisfy!
(2d)

21,-51,=6m,2.
I, serves as a measure of the isospin-2 part of ¢®*. Thus it also provides a measure of the departure of
the calculated scattering lengths from those obtained by Weinberg.® An important feature of this project is
that [, is determinable as a result of applying the unitarity constraints.

Our knowledge of the quantity T ”,,M(qs, a5 ) is quite limited. To proceed we adopt a smoothness hypoth-
esis analogous to that of Ref. 5 in order to express it in terms of propagator functions and appropriately
parametrized coupling polynomials. This is the following ansatz:

pyxo(qa, @ )= A (q,)A ((I2)A (CI3)AA17(114) aen(qs; a9 %) (3a)
where
1558 1(253 @1» @) = €ae€aceT ey (01> BIAYs (@1 + BTG 15 (a5, —q,)
a“]( =4, qz)Aukt(s)FOd“(q:h -q,) + 8400caTupo 1
+€gce€ave aey(_qu _qs)Ays(q1 - 43)r31,5 (=2 =4,
“"”(—ql ’ "q:;) A“kl(t)rum( =4 —q4) + 6m:bldeﬂlGBﬂ
+€age€nce ey (01> =4 AY5(q) = 4)To55 (g, )

+1—-ad ( q1 -q.l)A“M(u)FCb”(qs: ‘b) + 5aziﬁcb'rumeﬂ (3b)
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In (3b) the vertex factors I'ys, and I'yy’ are constructed to be as smooth as possible in their momenta.

This is achieved by giving them minimal momentum dependence:

CaTap =1 @) =71005(d2 = @)y +72[ Oy (@ + @1)g = Bpy (G + @1)r] +¥5(Bcry o = Oy Gic) 5 (3c)
CAzr&'gj("Ip a,) = dap TE §1'P£bu . (3d)
=0,2

The construction endows T;Z{‘o with the cuts which correspond to sigma and to vector propagation. Any
residual structure may be taken to be of polynomial form for the purposes of a low-energy analysis. Thus
the remaining terms of (3b) with minimal momentum dependence are

C447a89n = Fnz["hoaaéen +15(8ap 08y + 00y Og6)] - (3e)

In these equations v, , 5, &7 (T=0, 2), and 7,2 are constants. The parametrization is the most general,
consistent with crossing symmetry. The constants which appear are among the set of parameters to be de
termined by application of the unitarity constraints. It will be shown that these constraints relate the cou-
pling parameters of Egs. (3) to the analogous constants appearing as coupling parameters in the three-
point functions.

The smoothness ansatz of Egs. (3) for the four-point amplitude and of Egs. (A7) and (A17) for the three-
point amplitudes represents the major source of model dependence in this treatment of 77 scattering. The
construction specifies the amplitudes to have the relevant cuts, and prescribes the discontinuities on the
cuts to be simply proportional to the discontinuities of less complex analytic functions, the propagators.
We note that, for the #m amplitude, Eqgs. (1) and (3) imply a suppression of features which correspond to
double-spectral functions. This is certainly consistent with our viewpoint of implementing analyticity only
locally, and it limits the validity of the calculation to the low-energy region.

When we contract q,,, 4,,, ¢, and ¢,, into Eq. (32), use Eqgs. (3b)—(3e), and go to the pion mass shell,
we obtain

[qlpqzu 93294 oT‘;‘zb:go(%; 15 qz)]«ﬁ:-mﬂz = €gpe€orelt = ) Ay (S)hy(s)+ 75 hT(s)AT(s)PZ.bcd + F;Qabﬁcd = (s, t,u)

T=0,2
+€g0e€pae(S = u)Ay (£) 1y (2) + TE ()AL (8P L5 + F,26,000q Z(2,5,u)
=0,2
+ €mie€¢:be(t - S)Av(u)hl(u) + Z} hT(u)AT(u)P'ardcb + F'rrzaadﬁbc E (u’ t: S) ’
T=0,2

(4)

I

responding propagator functions A,(s) and Ax(s),
respectively. The derivation of these equations has
been sketched in Appendix A; the Ward identities

where

hy(s)= (%7123 - Y™, ),

hp(s)=&%g(s), T=0and?2, are
E(s, t,u)=n,g(s) +n.[ 2(t) + g@)], fr(s) +1p=[Tp(s =2m,%) = 1]Ax(s)/F,? (5)
g(s)=(3s - m,2)?, and
Y12=Y1 =72 and Y =y, +v,. F(s)=[2F,? - Cy +(1+Ts)Ay(s)] /2F,2. (6)

If we rewrite (5) as
fr(s) +lp= 1",-(8 - ar)Ar(S)/sz ) (7

where

Expression (4) becomes part of the 7 amplitude,
via Eq. (1). The polynomial growth which is ap-
parent in (4), particularly in the = terms, reminds
us again that our construction is not expected to
apply outside of the low-energy regime.

At this juncture the 77 amplitude (1) has assumed
the form of a crossing-symmetric expression in-
volving form factors, propagators, and polynomi-

ar=2m, 2+,

then (6) and (7) imply that we must have

-1 =1 = 2=
als. As such, it is a relationship among analytic F(-T™")=1-Cy/2F,*=Fr (8)
functions which exhibit all the low-lying cuts. and
Furthermore, the form factors and propagators
Sr(ag)==1r,. (9)

themselves can be related one to the other by ap-

plication of similar techniques. The Ward identi-
ties for the three-point functions give equations re-
lating the form factors F(s) and fr(s) to the cor-

We can now realize an expression for T%%(s, f)
which is given entirely in terms of form factors or
in terms of propagators.
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The next step is to consider the requirements of
elastic unitarity. The unitarity constraints are
best implemented in terms of partial-wave ampli-
tudes. The 7w scattering amplitude T%°(s, £) can
be decomposed in partial waves as

167W
k

T%s, t) = >3 (21 +1) exp(i6,4)
IT

X 8ind,p P,(cos6)P L,

where §,; is the phase shift and W, 2, and 6 are
related to the Mandelstam variables s, ¢, and # in
the c.m. frame:

s==(q,+ g2 =W?=4(m2? +%?),
—2F%(1 - cosb),

t=—(q, =)
u=—(q, — q,)* =-2F*(1 +cos¥) .

The partial-wave amplitude T,, is defined by
T,r=€xp(id,7)sind,;/p;,

where p, is the phase-space factor. At low energy
only the s- and p-waves are important and for
these p,=k/167W and p, =k3/67W. The unitarity re-
lations in the elastic region (4m,?< s < 16m,?) are

AND J. J. BREHM 6
for the form factors and propagators. Equations
(6) and (7) then also imply that

Im fp = poT'7(s -ap)l fr lz/Fﬂz (13)

and

ImF=p,(l+Ts)|F2/2F 2. (14)

We now proceed to construct the partial-wave
amplitudes Ty, and 7T, from the full amplitude
T®%(s, t) in (1). To do this we substitute (4) in Eq.
(1) and eliminate the propagators in favor of the
form factors utilizing Egs. (6) and (7). When we
project the 7=0 and 2 s waves and the T'=1 p
wave, we obtain

Tor=(frHr +¥7)/F,* and T,,=(FH,+¥,)/F?,
(15)

where
1

hp-1 )
1+Ts &

B I'r(s = ar)

HT -2 and Hl=2 1.

The ¥ functions in (15) contain the terms having
left-hand cuts and polynomials:

Wo=1,+51,~ J +I(Hy+1)

ImT,p=p,| T;r 2 10
=il Tir| 10 (31, + 2mg) () + 31, + 4m,)(5% 4 317),
for the partial waves, and \I/2=%(ZIO+IZ+J)+l2(H2+1) (16)
= *7 d ImA,. = 2 11
Pfr=pofflor and Tndr=polszl (1D +2m,(8) + o, +m)(s* +509),
as well as
; W, =3(215 =51 = J') —=5(n, =my)s ,
= * A = 2
ImF=p,F*T,; and ImAay =p,|F| (12) in which v =4%% and
—d
Ir) 5 . sHp ([ fr(8) +17] 0
=—f dt + ’
J Ve (4m,? =t -2s)| F() - FpJ2H,(t) s+Fp(4m,? =3s) an
7
Iz 3 (o 2 sHp(O)[ fr(@) +17] . 0
=§f at (1+—> +3
J’ - Y7 (am,2 =t =25)[F() - Frl2H,() 1+ Fp(4H, -3)

Note that we have converted the integration
f_ll dcosé to the form (Z/V)f_ou dt using cosé=1
+2t/v.

It is straightforward at this point to impose the
unitarity constraint (10) on the partial waves in
(15), with the help of Egs. (13) and (14). We see
that over the elastic interval, 4m %< s<16m2
we must have

| frHp+¥ 7 P=HpTp(s = ar)l fr B, (18)
and
| FH, +¥,P=3H,(1+Ts)| F2. (19)

We can make Eqs. (11)—(14), (18), and (19) con-

i
sistent in a neighborhood above threshold if we re-
quire that

Hp=Tyr(s =) and H,=3(1+Ts), (20)
and that each ¥ function vanishes in a neighborhood
of threshold to some leading order in a power ser-
ies in v. The ¥ functions of course still give the
left-hand cuts of the partial waves in (15) when
continued to s <0, as demanded by crossing. The
relations (20) tell us that several parameters in (4)
are now determined. These are y,;=0, y,2=TI%
and ¢,%=4T';2. Hard-pion physics thus establishes
the following forms for the partial waves:

T0T=[I1T(s ~aq)fr +\I’T]/F1r2 (21)
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and
T, =[2(1+Ts)F+¥,]/F2. (22)

Over the whole elastic interval, Egs. (18) and (19)
now provide a unitarity relation of the form

11+Z,P=1, (23)
where

Zp=¥p[Tp(s —ap)fp]™ (T=0and 2) (24)
and

Z,=2¥,[1+Ts)F|™*. (25)

Relation (23) constrains each Z, as shown in Fig.
1.

This completes the formal development of our
problem. The three lowest partial waves (21) and
(22) have been extracted from the crossing-sym-
metric amplitude (1), augmented by the smooth-
ness ansatz (3). The objective now is to determine
all the parameters introduced so far and all those
to follow by imposing unitarity (23) and by de-
manding the vanishing of the leading terms in the
expansions of each ¥ function in (16). The form
factors in (24) and (25) are to be constructed to
satisfy (8), (9), (13), and (14). This is by no
means the unique solution. It is, however, the one
most consistent with the set of constraints (10)—
(14).

II. PARAMETRIZATION

The unitarity equations (23) provide the key con-
straints which must be satisfied over the whole
elastic interval (4m,*< s<16m,?). In order to
utilize them, we first need explicit expressions
for the form factors f; and F. Equations (13) and
(14) imply that the imaginary parts of f,~! and F~?
are known functions in the elastic interval on the

AR
N

FIG. 1. Argand representation of the unitarity rela-
tion [1+Z,|2=1. The complex function 1+ Z, should
lie on the unit circle as shown. Note that at threshold
Zp=0.

7w cut. Following the method of Ref. 8 we can con-
struct effective-range solutions for the form fac-
tors having the correct cut-plane analyticity. The
form factors so constructed must also satisfy Eqs.
(8) and (9). o '

To begin with, we shall express F and immedi-
ately make a simplifying observation:

7v(1 +T's)Y(s) +4m,>
487F,?

where b is a constant and Y(s) is the analytic func-
tion,

F(s)= (1 +bs + >—1 , (26a)

1, Vs V7 4.
v(s)= 1 (/o) (2 i), w20,
(26b)
When condition (8) is imposed on (26a), we obtain
(1_b, _md \
Fr~<1 -7t 12112F,,2) . (26¢)

Let us now turn to an examination of the p-wave
unitarity equation of (23) with F(s) as given in (26).
We note that the terms in |1 +Z,® growing fastest
with s are all accompanied by the factor I'. We
shall eliminate this rapid growth by setting I' =0.
It follows from (26¢) that F.=0, i.e., that C,
=2F,?. We hasten to point out that this is not a
derivation of the Kawarabayashi-Suzuki-Riazuddin-
Fayyazuddin (KSRF) relation'® but rather a reflec-
tion of the fact that the p-wave unitarity relation
of (23) favors a value of I' close to zero. Our
choice I'=0 is a welcome simplification in that it
reduces the number of unknown constants in our
problem and, of course, it is also a parametriza-
tion of the propagator A, which has been widely
employed. We note that if I' =0, then the Schnitz-
er-Weinberg parameter 6 =-1 (see Appendix A).
Phenomenologically, this is not the optimum
choice®” for the value of 8; nevertheless, it does
provide p and A, decay parameters which are not
unsatisfactory. From the point of view of dynam-
ics, we are inclined to believe that departures
from I'=0 are to be understood only in the con-
text of multichannel inelastic unitarity. Once the
choice I'=0 is made, Eq. (25) becomes

Z,=2¥,/F, (257)

and Egs. (16) and (17) are rewritten in their final
form,

Vo =1,+5I, —J + [ ,T(s —2m,%) +(3n, +21n,) g(s)
+5(n, +41,)(s® +307),

U, =321+ I, + J) + LT,(s =2m, %) +2n,2(s)  (27)
+5(ny +1,)(s? +317),

W, =5(215 =515 = J') =5 (n, =n5)s
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where
Iy 9 (0 3Tt = ar) fr(0)
2 _
J -v 4m, 2 -t -2s)F(t) -s
| g o oy (STl =an) f2(0)
==z dt (1 + —) +
Jgry Ve (4m 2 —t - 2s)F(2)

In the previous section it was shown that our
scheme for satisfying elastic unitarity included the
requirement that, when each ¥ function is expand-
ed in powers of v, the leading terms in each ex-
pansion should vanish. We shall require that each
¥ vanish to O(v). Near threshold, v is small and,
in the integrals in (28), the integrands are to be
evaluated for ¢ close to zero. We therefore can
use a linear parametrization of f;(¢) and F(f) under
the integrals in (28) for small v. From soft-pion
estimates!* we expect the values of ¢, and @, to be
small also. (Reference 11 supplies the estimate
Tp'=-2m,? implying ay=0.) Thus we paramet-
rize our form factors linearly for v near thresh-
old as follows:

F(t)=1+tF, a.nd fT(t)=—lT+(t—aT)fT" (29)

Note that f;() in (29) conforms to Eq. (9) and that
the constant F’ in (29) is related to b in (26).
There is now a total of eight parameters free to be
varied; these are L, a,, az, My, M S, £, and
F’. Our requirement that each ¥ vanish to O(v)
provides six constraints among these eight un-
knowns, so that two parameters remain free. We
take these to be o, and o,. All the others are
given in terms of these as follows:

fo! =3m 2(12m,? ~4a, - 5a,)
x{(atg — a) [3(4ay + 3ty +6m,?)
+4m (5T, +4T,)]}*,
_3(Bap—4m,?) Jo' 2
l,= BT, (- atg) - 5m, 2 [apa, =2m (e, +a5)],
30
F'= f(Toae? = Toa,?)/12m,* = 3 £,/(T, = Ty), (30)
m=r'[5ay +a, —20m *(T, - T,)]/15m,*,
Ne=fo' [Baty +Tay +20m, 4T, - T,)] /30m,2,
VARSI
in which we recall that T , = (a,,, = 2m,%)"! and
that 27, - 51,=6m,%. The parameter space a, Vs
a, is shown in Fig. 2. All of the six parameters in
(30) assume a wide range of values as we vary a,
and a,. We have displayed this by plotting the

curves F’'=0 and «, [,=0, and 7,=0.
To determine the values of o, and a, we finally

2 Tp(ar +3v)

(28)

%ZTI‘T

1

appeal to the unitarity constraints (23). The ef-
fective~range constructions of the form factors f,
and F needed in (23) should conform to Eqs. (29).
We express our analytic form factors as

Jr(s)= <"lr-2[lr +(s —ag) fr']+Br(1 =s/ag)?

o re g,
and
where
- [ror [11;(:;—2 Y(az)] nfo /oL o)
and ’

b==F'-(67F,)2.

Equation (31) appears to be more involved than an
effective-range expression ought to be. Actually

FIG. 2. Parameter space (a,, a,). The plotted curves
indicate where =0, =0, and F' =0 and =.
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its form has been contrived to satisfy the addition-
al requirement that f(0) in (31) should match f5(0)
in (29). In doing this we ensure a smooth transi-
tion between the linearized form (29) for imple-
menting the conditions on the ¥’s and the analytic
form (31) for implementing the unitarity condition
over the elastic interval. Expressions (31) and
(32) go into (24) and (25’), and the constraints list-
ed in Egs. (30) are incorporated. A search over
the parameter space of Fig. 2 is then to be con-
ducted to find values of @, and o, such that Egs.
(23) are satisfied to optimum accuracy. It is clear
that by this procedure we can only satisfy the elas-
tic unitarity constraints approximately. Once the
parameter search is completed then we may re-
gard the crossing-symmetric expression (1) as an
amplitude determined from a self-consistent dy-
namical method adequate for a description of low-
energy ww scattering.

IV. RESULTS

Our parameter search to determine o, and a,
has two phases. The first is a survey and con-
sists of calculating each of the quantities |1 +Z[?
in the elastic interval (4m,?< s< 16m ?) for a
wide range of points in the parameter space
(ag; @5). We immediately notice that the departure
of |1+Z,? from unity over the whole elastic in-
terval is small only for points in a neighborhood of
the line where F’ =0 (see Fig. 2). The selection of
acceptable values of o, and o, is further narrowed
down when we implement an important constraint
imposed by analyticity. We note that form factors
fr (t) and F(¢) given by Egs. (31) and (32) can have
poles on the negative ¢ axis and the positions of
these poles move as we vary the parameters a,
and o,. These poles of course are physically in-
valid; they may arise only when the effective-
range expressions for the form factors are used
far outside of their domain of validity. Thus the
parameters must be such that the poles can only
occur at locations far removed from this domain.
We note that as we increase v the integration in-
terval [ -, 0] in (28) extends increasingly to nega-
tive values of ¢. This situation is illustrated in
Fig. 3. A logarithmic branch point can develop in
the ¥ functions for positive v if the offending poles
are not kept far enough to the left on the ¢ axis.
We observe that, for those values of o, and a, for
which F’ is not sufficiently positive, there are poles
of f,(¢) and F(¢) which move to the right on the neg-
ative ¢ axis and intervene in the integrations from
which the ¥ functions are obtained. This undesir-
able situation can be avoided if we bound F’ from
below. We adopt this provision and further reject
those values of o, and a, for which |1+Z,F>1.25
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anywhere in the elastic interval. The second phase
of our parameter search consists of calculating the
areas under the quantities |1+Z ;[ over [4m, 2,
16m,?] for those values of a, and a, obtained in
the first phase. We then select those parameters
which minimize the areas under consideration.
The best fit to (23) by this procedure is obtained
for parameters (a,, ) in the region (a,m,2,
a,m, %) =(1.07,1.57) to (1.12,1.52). We find that
the intermediate point (a,m, 2, a,m,~%)=(1.10,
1.54) is the most suitable choice. In Fig. 4 we plot
|1+Z4? over the elastic interval (4m, %< s< 16m,?)
for each of the three isospin chamnels 7=0,1, 2.
In each case the broken curves correspond to the
extreme values of (a,m,%, a,m, %) =(1.07,1.57)
and (1.12 and 1.52); the solid curve corresponds
to the ideal choice (1.10,1.54). For the T=0 plot,
the broken curves corresponding to the extreme
values of (a,m,"2, a,m,~?) almost coincide and
therefore only one broken curve is shown in Fig.
(4a). We consider it remarkable that unitarity
should select such a small region of the (ay, a,)
space and thereby determine our parametrization
of the 77 amplitude so unambiguously.

We take @,=1.10m,2 and a,=1.54m,? to be the
values determined in our parameter search and we
now proceed to outline the features of our results

—
elastic cut
v-plane
remote  «—
pole -v
t-plane
region of
integration

FIG. 3. v plane and £ plane. For given v on the elastic
cut, the range of integration in¢ from Eq. (28) is shown.
The form factor pole at ® must be kept remotely to the
left of the point ¢ = —v as v is increased.
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for this particular case. We find from Eq. (30)
that the slopes of the form factors f, and F as-
sume the values

£’ ==0.057,
' ==0,023,
and
F'=0.022m,"2,
The couﬁling parameters 7, and 7, are
n,=0.054m, "% and n,=-0.0T1m, 2.

We can highlight our results by focusing on the
scattering lengths and drawing a comparison with
the soft-pion values.® If we define the scattering
lengths a;, by

i 2k

6 8 0 214 16,
0.8t () S M
0.8
12 F
Lk
1.0 3 8 16 12 CEENIR
ool (b -
(b) sm’
0.8}
142, \
L2} -
- sm_
' 6 8 o 12 14 16
1.0 ! . ____'_____‘____'_____'__
0.9} (c) ﬁ‘\s\\~\ }
0.8} -

FIG. 4. |1+2Z4%vs sm ;"2 over the elastic interval;
(a) s wave T=0, (b) s wave T =2, and (c) p wave T'=1.
In each case the solid curve corresponds to (aym, 2,
aym, %) = (1.10, 1.54), and the broken curves to the ex-
treme values (1.07, 1.57) and (1.12, 1.52). The direction
of the arrow indicates how the unitarity fit changes as
we vary (egm, 2, aym,”?) in the direction from (1.07, .
1.57) to (1.12, 1.52).

6
@~ = (kP eotd, 1)y - (33)
Then from Eqs. (21) and (22) we have
Trp(dm,? - ag) fr(dm,?)
Gor = 32am, F 2
and (34)
F(4m ?)

M= dm F 2
The numerical results are
6.69, T=0

Ay = "x
oT — 2
821F:" | 903, =2
and (35)

1
ay,= W(l.l()) .

These findings are in excellent agreement with
those obtained by Weinberg?®:

7, T=0
alp= ot
°T™ 327F,? 5. =2
and (36)
1
Voot
0T rm F

From the outset we have dealt with a ¢ commuta-
tor 0 which has both 7'=0 and T'=2 components;
results (36) were obtained for o® isoscalar. Thus
the distinguishing feature of the outcome of our
analysis is the result we obtain for 1,, the param-
eter which serves as a measure of the 77=2 com-
ponent of 6%, We get

1,=~0.48m,* so that I;=1.80m 2. (37)

Our conclusion is that unitarity selects ¢ to be
dominantly isoscalar; if this were not so we would
have no reason to expect the agreement we. get be-
tween (35) and (36). Note thatunitarity has select-
ed a, and o, to lie in a region near the curve on
which 1,=0 (see Fig. 2).

The s~ and p-wave phase shifts can be calculated
directly from the partial-wave amplitudes (21) and
(22). These equations imply that

tand,, =Im fr[Re fr + ¥ /T (s = ap)]™?
and » (38)
tand,, =ImF(ReF +2¥,)"t,

We have computed the s- and p-wave phase shifts
well beyond the four-pion threshold for ¢.m. ener-
gy close.to 1 BeV. In Fig. 5 we have plotted the
phase shifts in bands. The broken curves corre-
spond to the phase shifts for the extreme values of
(agm,™2, aym,~?): (1.07,1.57) and (1.12,1.52), and
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the solid curve for the ideal value (1.10,1.54). The
p-wave phase shift in Fig. 5(b) shows a broad p
resonance with m,=915 MeV and I, =210 MeV.
The s-wave T =0 phase shift, §,,, in Fig. 5(a)
rises slowly to about 20° and then climbs very
sharply implying a very narrow ¢ resonance with

180 e
160} /

140}
120}

100}

8,7 (deg)
o
)

——

== - — —

180

160

140

120

100+

3,, (degq)

80+

200 600 800 1000

W (MeV)

FIG. 5. Phase shifts: (a) the s waves, (b) thep wave.

m,=865 MeV and I"' ;=30 MeV. The present ex-
perimental situation for the T'=J =0 77 phase shift
is not altogether clear. Experimental analyses
exist which favor either the down-up or up-down
solutions.'* The trend of our phase shift §,, is to
resemble the down-up solution although it rises
more sharply than the phenomenological data seem
to suggest. We shall return to a consideration of
these findings in our concluding section. The s-
wave T'=2 7w phase shift, 6., is featureless and
exhibits a weak repulsive force in this channel.
This is in agreement with the present experiment-
al results.!®

V. CONCLUSION

The basic goal of this investigation has been to
construct a low-energy 77 scattering amplitude that
satisfies the required properties of crossing sym-
metry, cut-plane analyticity, and elastic unitarity.
The approach toward such a construction originates
with the Ward identities for the three- and four-
point functions of the 7n7 problem. These expres-
sions contain the dynamical content of current al-
gebra which enters via the equal-time current
commutation relations; the Ward identities provide
exact representations of the amplitudes under con-
sideration. The construction contains functions
such as F,,,(q,p), f$3)(q,p), and Tio% (gs; 1 ¢2)
[see Eqgs. (A6), (A16), and (1)] which cannot be
specified by current algebra alone. These quan-
tities, however, enter only in forms in which they
are multiplied with appropriate momentum varia-
bles and therefore admit approximations for small
values of the momenta. The smoothness approxi-
mation is made wherein these functions are pa-
rametrized in terms of propagators and polynomi-
als having minimal momentum dependence. The
resulting amplitude is then limited in its validity.
to the low-energy regime. Unitarity provides the
additional constraints which we utilize to determine
the free parameters of the problem. We have been
able to satisfy elastic unitarity approximately for
the three partial waves which are important at low
energy. From the outset we have incorporated only
a minimal number of input data in the problem.
Thus the predictive aspects of this scheme become
apparent once we have determined all the param-
eters by imposing the constraints of analyticity
and unitarity.

One of the most important of our conclusions is
that unitarity prefers the ¢ commutator, 0%, to be
dominantly isoscalar. Evidence for this feature is
the small value we obtain for I, relative to [, [see
result (37)]. The remarkably close agreement be-
tween our scattering lengths and those of Weinberg
is attributable to this. Weinberg’s results were
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obtained under the assumption that ¢ is purely
isoscalar whereas we allow 0% to have a T'=2 part
as well. A priori, confirmation of the Weinberg
scattering lengths need not have followed had I,
not been small.

When we turn to our predictions for the phase
shifts, we are reminded that only elastic unitarity
has been invoked. Phenomenological phase shift
data do not exist below 600 MeV, so, in the inelas-
tic region where we can compare with data, we
must question the extent to which our extrapolated
phase shifts are reliable. Where data are avail-
able, the T'=J =1 phase shift, §,,, and the T=2,

J =0 phase shift, 5, are in qualitative agreement
with the experimental results. Our 7'=J =0 phase
shift, &, does not rise above 20° in the elastic in-
terval; it then rises very sharply around 850 MeV.
This rapid increase is even faster than that of the
down-up phase shift solution for §,,. Our low-ener -
gy construction is expected to break down with in-
creasing energy. The rapid change in §,, has its
origin in polynomial growth, not in any physical ef-
fect that has been incorporated in our treatment of
the problem. It should be noted that, for the s~
waves, ¥, and ¥, [see Eq. (27)] grow as s?, while
for the p-wave, ¥, grows as s. Thus, arithmeti-
cally, we cannot trust our s waves as far out in en-
ergy as we can our p wave. There is a far more
important physical consideration to add to this ar-
gument. Inelastic contributions to the unitarity re-
lation become appreciable with increasing energy.
The first two-particle effect to become important
would be the contribution from KK intermediate
states. Phase-space considerations tell us that 6,,
should be strongly influenced because the KK ef-
fect is in an s state; much less so is this the case
for 6,, where the KK effect enters in a p state. Of
course, §,, is unaffected by the opening of the KK
channel. We therefore consider our predicted 7'=J
=1 phase shift more reliable at higher energy than
that for T=J=0. The strong effect in the s wave
due to the presence of the KK threshold around

980 MeV has also been reported'®:'” experimental-
ly. The experimental analysis of Flatté ef al.'”
suggests that the opening of the KK channel is re-
sponsible for a rise in the phase shift §,, from 90°
to about 180° between 900 and 990 MeV. We there-
fore do not believe that our calculation reliably
predicts §,, to have a narrow ¢ resonance; an anal-
ysis of this effect should await a calculation that in~
corporates inelastic channels, especially KK. In
the elastic interval, of course, we consider our
phase shifts as definite predictions. To confront
these results for §,, with data, it appears that a
Pais-Treiman analysis'® of K,, decay'® is neces-
sary. On the other hand, for the p wave, the argu-
ments presented above permit us to accept the

validity of our phase shift, §,,, well into the in-
elastic region. This amounts to a prediction of

the p resonance in the 7=J =1 channel with m,
=915 MeV and I' , =210 MeV. Readjustment of the
mass and width of the p to slightly lower values is
expected to follow if the KK effect could be included
in the calculation. Qur 7'=2, J =0 phase shift, 6§,
lacks any significant structure and is in reasonable
agreement with the experimental result.’> We con-
sider it noteworthy that in the elastic interval our
phase shifts for all three partial waves agree quite
well with those of Brown and Goble.?® This is not
unexpected because theirs is a calculation based
on the unitarization of Weinberg’s soft-pion nn
amplitude.®

It is clear from the discussion of our results
that some improvements on our calculation sug-
gest themselves. We recall from Fig. 4 that we
have been able to satisfy the elastic unitarity con~
straints of Eq. (23) within a departure which be-
comes as much as 20%. We could improve upon
this by means of a more extensive parametrization
in which I is not taken to be zero and the smooth-
ness approximation of Eq. (A17) for f{)(q,p) con-
tains terms in addition to the one proportional to
8,,. This would result in an increased number of
free parameters in the problem and would allow us
to implement the vanishing of the ¥ functions to
O(v?). It is clear that this would improve the
agreement with unitarity and extend the validity
of our calculation. Furthermore, the physics of
the problem demands that we ultimately incorpor-
ate the effects of inelastic channels such as KK to
enable reliable predictions to be made for the T
=J =0 phase shift in the inelastic region.

Finally, we turn to a consideration of problems
peripheral to the present work. One example de-
serving immediate attention is to investigate the
effect of 77 scattering in the ¢ channel of 7N scat-
tering. The objective would be to examine the pos-
sibility that these effects modify the 7N o term, as
evaluated by Cheng and Dashen.?® The quantity in
question is the nucleon-to-nucleon matrix element
of 0® in which only ¢7=° plays a role; knowledge of
it from experimental 7N data bears in an important
way on questions pertaining to the breaking of
chiral symmetry.?® The result of Cheng and Dash-
en suggests that the breaking of SU(2)xSU(2) and
the breaking of SU(3) are of comparable order.
Brown, Pardee, and Peccei®® have examined the
N amplitude on the pion mass-shell and confirmed
the findings of Cheng and Dashen. Reference 23
does not explicitly include features arising from
t-channel 7w scattering, and Schnitzer ?* has pro-
posed a method for introducing them. Schnitzer’s
analysis employs the results of his 77 investiga-
tion.* It would appear that our treatment of the =7
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problem could be used for this purpose too. This
is unfortunately not the case. Our construction is
effectively constrained not to modify the 7N o
term.?+?¢ This is apparent if we refer to Eq. (5),
regarded as a function of /. The desired modifica-
tion factor, called for by Schnitzer, is just

F2L 1) + L)A,(2)

(in our notation), evaluated at the point ¢=2m 2,

In our treatment this result is -1, independent of
I',. To examine the question raised by Schnitzer,
a more extensive parametrization of f{7)(q, p)
would be necessary. This sort of modification has
already been suggested in the preceding paragraph
and should be carried out.

The generality of our technique suggests that it
could be employed to investigate a similar prob-
lem, namely K7 scattering. We note that the ¢
channel of K7 scattering includes the states 77 and
KK. Thus a thorough treatment of K7 scattering
would include in its analysis the resolution of
questions raised earlier about the effects of cou-
pling the 7w and KK channels. Moreover, a study

of this process along the lines of the present for-
malism would provide a determination of quanti-
ties related to the matrix elements for K,, decay;
thus this would provide a new solution to the K,
problem itself, a problem of great theoretical and
experimental interest.?” Needless to say, K7 scat-
tering would be considerably more involved than
the present investigation of 77 scattering.

APPENDIX A: THREE-POINT FUNCTIONS

The Ward identities for the family of four-point
functions of axial-vector currents contain the

_three- and two-point functions which also enter the

problem. These quantities have been studied in
the earlier literature.”!’ In this appendix we shall
review those two- and three-point functions of
primary interest to us and also show how the pa-
rameter I" of our text is related to the Schnitzer-
Weinberg® parameter 6, without making any refer-
ence to p-meson dominance of the vector current.

The three-point functions for the vector and
axial-vector currents of SU(2)xSU(2) are, in the
notation of Ref. 7,

Wie(q,p)= [ dxdy e+ (0| To, Ax(x)0, A%) V5(0)10),

Wie(q, )= [ dudy et 9401 To, A0 A% () V5(0)10) (a1)

Wits(a, p)= [ dxdy e (0| TAZX) AL (5) V5(0)10)

in which a, b, and c are isospin indices. The first of Egs. (Ai) for ¢=3 is related to the off-shell electro-
magnetic form factor of the pion. On shell, the pion form factor F(¢) is defined by

(4w w,)/*(n(qa)| VS(0) | 7(pD)) = —ie o F()Qy

(A2)

where @ =p +q and i=—(p — g)®>. In terms of (Al), we have
(Awgw,)"*(n(ga)| V5(0) | m(pb)) = —F,"*m,~*[(m,® + ¢*)(m,* + pYWR(q, )]p2 g2 om 2, (A3)
where the pion decay constant, F,=94 MeV, is defined by

(200,172 (012,48(0) | 7(pb)) = 6, Fym,? .

The spectral representations for the vector and axial-vector propagators are

f dy ei”<0| TV.'i(y)Vi(O) ‘0> = _iﬁbc[A:)\(k) - CV6046X4] )

F2q,q
-igx a — s _r fptyv
fdxe o <0ITA,,(x)A?,(0)I0>——zﬁab<A[.‘.,(q)+ q£'+ m}

where

k kR k .k
ATEAR) = by, 1) B = 4" ) +=5" Cras

Py, a(%)
AV.A(_kz) = f ffk—z‘ dx,

and

(A4)
-(Ca +F1r2)6[146v4) s
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(K=

(We assume pion-pole dominance for the spin-zero part of the axial-vector current from the outset.) The
spectral functions p;, and p, are related to 0| Vi(x)V}(0)|0) and (0| Aj(x)A}(0)|0) in the usual way.

The three-point functions in (A1) satisfy Ward identities which follow from the current commutation re-
lations. The Schwinger terms which appear in these are assumed to be ¢ numbers throughout this paper.
Pion-pole dominance, already manifest in (A4), can be employed for the expressions in (Al) as well. In
this way off-shell form factors are introduced. In the notation of Ref. 7, they are denoted by Fy(q,p),

F,(q,p), and F,,,(q,p), where, e.g.,
[Fy (g, 2z =p2emp2=F(1)Qy -

The following exact relation was obtained in Ref. 7, with k=p — ¢

pz

1 2
FAL(0,0) = = 0,00 Fun(@2)+ 5 (5L 1 = 04) [Cy = &y (-12)].

(A5)

' The quantity i€acFun (g, p) is the part of W3 (g, p) with no pion poles in either of the variables g* or p.

On shell (A5) becomes

Fﬂz[F(t) - IJQ)\ =[qpvapu)\(q5p)]a2=p2=-m1r2 + %[Av(t) _CV]QX .

The smoothness ansatz® is adopted for F,,:

Fyu)\(q) p) = A;ﬁx(q)Aga(p)A‘):n(k)[P16aBQn + rz(ao(nkﬂ - Gﬁnku) +Fs(6a nPB + Gﬂnqa)]

(A6)

(A7)

in which I';, T',, and I'; are constants. With this hypothesis we obtain
[quvau)\(q, p)]q2=p2=—m"2 =CA2[%t(r1 - Fz) - mn-z(rl +F3)]Q)\Av(t) .

In (A6) we must have F(0)=1, therefore, I', +I,=0.
Our final hard-pion expression for F(f) follows:

2F2[F(t) -1]=(1+THA, () -Cy, (A8)
where I'=C (", = T,). Equation (A8) appears as
Eq. (6) of the text.

It only remains to relate I'" to the Schnitzer-

Weinberg parameter 6. To do this we multiply
(A7) by k&, and consider the case p®=q% we get

[k)\Fyu)\(q; p)]bz-—-qz =cACVr1AA(_q2)(qpqu - pupu) .
But F,,, satisfies the Ward identity”

k)\va)\(q, p) = A;?u (CI) - Aﬂ‘u(p)
so that in general

1
[k)\Fuu)\(q,p)]ﬂ:qz = 'q—z [CA - AA("qz)](quqv - pppu)

When we compare these two expressions, we see
that A ,(-¢® is pole-dominated:
2
- &
Au(-q%) = m ,

where m ;= (C,C,T,)”" and g,*=(C,T',)™. The pa-

rameter § is defined by®
I,=T,(2+06)

so that
I'==C, I, (1+9)

=_1_1"“_,,2 1+5
Cy /my® ~

T
In the last step we have used the first Weinberg
sum rule’?:

Cy=C,+F?.

Note that we have nowhere made any reference to

the p meson.
We shall also need the two- and three-point func-

tions of the 0 commutator and the axial-vector cur-
rents. Here we adopt the notation of Ref. 11. The
operator o is defined by

[Ag(x), 8, A3(0)]6(x,) =0™(0)6(x) . (A9)

Vector current conservation implies that 0% is
symmetric in ab and in general has isospin 7'=0
and 7'=2 parts. Another commutator that plays a
role is

[A%(x), 6"°(0)]56(x,) == 0®¢(0)5(x) .
The Jacobi identity requires that ¢ satisfy
0°%(x) =07 %(x) = 8,8, A(x) = 00,9, A (x) .
We introduce the constants 7, and [, defined by

w,)*(n(qgd)|c™°(0)|0)=F, > I1,PL,.,

T=0,2

(A10)

where PT denotes the projection operator for iso-
spin 7. The Jacobi identity above imposes an im-
portant constraint between [, and I,:

21,~51,=6m,2.

The three-point functions that concern us are

(A11)
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Zabcd(q,P) = f dxdy e-iqrn’ﬁy
x{0| 79, 45(x)3, Aj(y)0*(0)|0),
Z),","""(q,p) .__f dxdy e—iqx+i1>y

x(0] 79, Ai(x) Ay(y)0*(0)|0),

(A12)

Eabcd(q’ p) f dxdy e-mx+my

X(0| TAZ(x) A%y)o*(0)|0) .

The first of these is related to the off-shell onm
form factor f%(q,p). On shell, the orr form
factor f®°(¢) is defined by

(4w,w,) "2 ((ga)|0°(0)| m(pb)) = =f****(t) . (A13)
Since 0°? has 7'=0 and 2 components, we write

£ = 3 Fr(OP Goes - (A14)

T=0,2

The two-point functions we need are

AP p) = f dy e (0| TA%(y)o**(0)|0)

by Fy p
- p2+m"2 bacd > (A15)
Ao (R = f dz e*2(0| To™(z)0°*(0)| 0)

= 6,500 F, *m,2(2m)20(R) — i 3
T=0,2

AT(t)P:‘bcd ’

where

220)= [ 2 pale)

and
lbacd = Z lTP;at;d .
T=0,2

In complete analogy with the treatment of the
matrix element of the vector current (A2), we can
proceed to generate the Ward identities and to ex-
tract all pion poles. This has been done in Ref. 11
and the resulting on-shell exact relation is

sz[fT(t)+l ]+AT(t) [qppuf(T)(q,p)]az 1>2=—m,r .
(A16)
The quantity

E f(T)(qrp)Pabcd fade(q’p)

T=0,2

is the part of = ""c"(q, p) which is free of the vacu-
um contribution and of pion poles in ¢ and pZ.
Other off-shell form factors,

fZDCd(q’p) =ZT; fz(/T)(q; p)P:bM
and

fabm(q: P) =§> f(T)(q’P)PZ‘bcd ’

are related similarly, in Ref. 11, to Z%%(q, p) and
=% (g, p), respectively. The smoothness ansatz
to make is the analog of that of Schnitzer and
Weinberg?® in the case of the vector current:

F N, 0) =8 fo (@A (PIARD( TBgg) . (ALT)
When we introduce (A17) into (A16) we get
F‘na[fT(t)+l1‘]=[rT(t—2mn2) -1]ax(#), (A18)

where I'z = 3C,2y(T). This appears as Eq. (5) in the
text.

APPENDIX B: FOUR-POINT FUNCTIONS

The general structure of the 77 scattering amplitude, satisfying the current-algebra constraints, can be
obtained by deriving the Ward identities for the four-point functions of axial-vector currents. In this ap-
pendix we show how the Ward identities for the four-point functions are obtained, leading to an exact cross-
ing-symmetric 77 amplitude on the mass shell. A similar derivation has been carried out in the paper of
Gerstein and Schnitzer.® The development of the formulas is presented here from the beginning, in order
to establish our own notation and to coordinate the derivation with that reviewed in Appendix A.

The four-point functions we need are

M (g5 4y, G5) = f dxdydz e*(1**%27=%%)(0| To, Ai(x)3,, A}(y)d, A5(2)8,4%(0)]0),

MT(qs; ¢y, %) = f dxdydz ' (17927~ (0| T8, Al(x)9, A%()9, A5(2) A%(0)10),

ML qs; qy5 q2)=fdxdydz ¢ (ur+a¥=e2) (0| T8, Af(x)8, Al(y) A% (2) A%(0)10) , (B1)

u)\o s @y @) = fdxdydz et (artapy=as®) (| T9, Ay, (0 A} (v)A%(2)A%(0)10),

M PS5 a1y @) = f dxdydz e'(1¥+%29=93%) (0| TA} (x) A}, (y) A5 (2) A%(0)10) .
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As in the case of the three-point functions we can generate a set of Ward identities among the M’s of Eqgs.
(B1) by application of the equal-time commutation relations. These Ward identities relate the quantities

in (B1), (Al), and (A12) as follows:
QaocM g5 @1» @) = =M P (gs; 4y, @) ~[Z°°* (g5, @) +Z° (g5, @) + 2 (~qy, @)1,

qs)\M)\c (255 91> 22) = -ngbw(%; qy> %) + €cdeW?;be(-‘Ip ) _[z?ac("k: -q,) +Egbc(_q1, -4,)]
a2

m
+@UCa+ F) 5 Sanbead(1+ 00)( 010 = Guad o)
Gy M v)\o (%; D) @)= ZMabed(qzy s qz) +E (qM —Ch) [ebce o)\( ~q1> —q4) + €. Wiy (~q,, qs)]
. m
- 1(2m*(C, +sz) _2”_‘!'_2 [64205:5(q1 = 4.) (g5 = 254624) %4 6
q, +m"
+ 6410513416(q!. - (Is)(%o - q446 04)q3)\] ’ (B2)

[/} pM::;z(‘Is; q, @) = iMﬁ'i%d(qs; > %) —[eabeW%ev (g5, —aq,) + €aceWZZ‘i(q4, @)+ €adeW§\b:c(%’ 2)]
= (2m)*(Cy +Fn2)[‘5ab5c46(‘h + )5, — (12451;4)&4 (g5) +84:0540(qy = g5)(gs = ‘1345xq)530(‘12)
+0,465,0(qy = 4,)(qy 5 — 944 04)A @)1,

where

Hha
Ad(q)=24,(q) +F,? qz—:mi-g —(Ca+ F,?)53,0 04 -
T

The (c-number) Schwinger terms in the current commutators are the cause for all the noncovariant terms
appearing in (B2). The offending terms in (B2) are proportional to momentum 5 functions. These are ex-
actly canceled by the vacuum intermediate-state contributions in the other terms of (B2). The Z’s defined
in (A12) have vacuum contributions; so do the M’s of Eqs. (Bl). These may be split off from the M’s as

follows:
M (g3 ¢, 42) =[M (455 @15 @) )vac + 1455 01 42)
and similarly for the other M’s. To give an example of one of the vacuum contributions, we have

(B3)

1 ~
[M'ii'f”(qa; a1 %) ]vac = (1) *m *F? ('6ab‘5ca5(‘h +qp) —3 2 A‘)fo(q:,)
G+ My

+ F? 33840
(q32 + mwz)(q42 +m,
The family of M amplitudes, specified as in (B3), can then be used to define a corresponding family of off-

shell amplitudes. This is the next task.
Throughout this paper we consistently employ pion-pole dominance for the spin-zero part of the axial-
vector current. The diagonalization of the four-point functions which incorporates this is as follows:

z) [64:6546(qy = g5) +8,2105,0(q, = CI4)]> .

_ BF 4
M qy; qy, @) = i ﬁr—((‘l—————) *Hgs; @1 @) 5
i 3

M‘ﬂbcd(q.q q),:___y_nls_lq‘l?___(Tabcd(q.q q)__ﬁ'ﬁﬁ’_Tﬂde( ; q ))
o 35 1> 92 thl(qi2+mw2) o 35 15 G2 (I42+m1r2 935 Q15 92/ ) >

4
My erz
?=1(qi2 + m1r2)

Fﬂ‘q3)\

M«;\bocd(%; Qi ) =1 [T%Cd(qs; @ @) - -‘132—"'77—2 T?ybca(%; @G> %)
™

Fa. Figs)
~Eim? (T‘i““'(ch; @ @) = o7, 7 T e 4 qﬁ)] , (B4)
™ ™
—ab m2F,_ | - F_q.
M:l;\%d(qsi @ %) =~ qlz_: m:z [T:’;\gd(qs; q1s AR q2z:_ :';lwz {’f,"’(qs; %> %)

Fo gz F.q,
- W( To (~ s 41, —g5) + '—ﬁ—z T%gs; @, qz))
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Foq, Fra,
- ﬁf( TS5 @ =) + 3 s T4 @ ‘Iz))

Fy’qsn s <

Frq,
(‘Is m 2)(% m z) :‘cb(%; a,=q,) + —2"_”77'“”(‘135 %) ‘Iz)):’ ’

Q"+ My

— F.q,
M%o(ass @ qz)=z[ nodss @1 @) + —sz“— TG (453 41 %)

F,q. F_q,
+ "'ELEL—z( pxo(qsp @ qy) + ___uE_ Ta (g5 D) ‘I2))

@ +m, 2em,?
Fr s Fra,
- Eim? < Toe (=as; =as, @) + —~—q121 e Toa (=5 -q3)>
™
Frq, F aQ1py
- q421 ”: 2( v'),jla(%, -5 %) + z, :n F] x:b(qsi Gy -‘I4))
m
I"“ll'2 G2y I3 chad F1I'q1 ] abed )
- (@2 +m,2) (g2 + m,?) (Tllo (=a1; =5, @) + a2 +mp? T3 (55 q1s %)
Flg, 96

Fra
<deu (a5 —q45 (13) + —'L T‘;\bac(%; Qs qz))

T (g +m, g7 +m,) Zim,?

+ F, wzqs)\q4o (
(q:i2 + mwz)(q42 + mwz)
F1r3q2u 932940 dbca F"fql | abed( )
+ (422 T mﬂz)(qsz . m"z)(q4z . mﬂz) (Tp (g5 =445 ‘Iz) + qlz ; mﬁz T qs; a15 @) ] .
In the first of Eqs. (B4) we have defined the off-shell amplitude T%%(gs; g,, ¢,) for the process of interest:
To(qy) + Mol gs) = 7 g5) + M4l q).

The next step is to obtain the constraints among the 7T’s which follow from (B2) and the relevant three-
point function Ward identities. We find

Faq
Tzd:b("‘hs -Gs, —q,) + mL Mﬂ(%’ 9 ~ q4))

%05 053 au @) = F T°°as; 4y @) = Fpes [(0® + ) 2% 0 00) + (05”4 %) 752 1)
+(g5’ +mn2)fabcd( -a, )],

I Tk (055 @1y @) = Fy T2 (43 a1y @) = €ape€cacFo(=1s @)

1
= Fom 2 L@+ ) (=g =0 + (9" + M) 1 (=, 0] - Tas 5 /0 ),

q +m, 2
o T3 (855 @1 %) = ~Fy TS0 (455 01 @) =~ /36" (dsy =00) + €nce€ateFor( =1 =4a) (BS)
m m

1
+€Me€aceF)g( /D) qs) '*‘ [%ofx ("41: _Qs) +43xf“ (““In "514)] ’

0T (555455 Gy %) = =F; Tones (a5 44 %)+ z[qzyf“"’“(qs, =0y = QoS54 @) = Gr S o (~ s =)

—[ €ave€caeProv (G35 =qs) + € aco€ase Fonld4,q,) + edeecbero(qs’ 2]

It is now straightforward to obtain the final Ward identity for the n7 scattering amplitude by contracting

%y, gs), and g, into the last of Egs. (B5) and then using the first three relations in (B5). Our final result
for the off-shell 77 amplitude is given by

F AT g5; 41y @) = Gy oy T30 Gao T foro(dss s G2)

F 2
+ g [+ g+ m,2) f2~qy, @) +(q® + @.” + m,?) (g, —3s)
w
+(@.? + g + m2) o g5, qy) + (9% + g% + m,2) F (g, @)

+(g.% + g% + m,2) 4 gy, @) +(a,® + a2+ m,2) (g5, )]
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(k=2

+€ape€ e 25,2 [ (0s = 45) oF o(~ 1> @) = (0 — @), F, (g5, —44)]
+3[Cylt = u) + (g, - 0,), (0 = ) A%, (g5 +q) ]}
+ €ate€ncel 2F, [ (85 + BB (=1 =) = (24 + 1) o F (55 42)]
+5[Cyls = 1) +(g5+ 4), (01 + 40) BVo(d2 = 45)] (B6)

+€a0e€0061 2F,7 [ (04 + @) o Fo( =1 =) = (5 + 43 F (455 @)
+ %[CV(S - u) + (Q2 + q4)y (Ch + q:;) OAZU(qZ - q4)] }

1
= =5 [(0,%+ &*+ m,2)(g" + 4. + m, D) A () +(q)® + g5 + m,*) (@, + g, +m, P)AT (1)

My

+(q? + g +m, ) (g® + g + m, ) A% )]

2

F
+ %1_2' lz(babocd +84c05a + 5rzdélzt,~)(%w"1r2 ~s=t=u)

m

= F,2[645004(28 = 1,2) + 0,054 (2 — m,%) +0,4,6,,(2u — m,?)],

where the parameter 7, has been defined in Appendix A, and where the variables s, #, and » are defined by

s==(q+q,)?, t=-(q,~-4), ==(qy ~q.)?.

When Eq. (B6) is taken on the pion mass shells (¢;*=~

2 i=1to 4), we obtain Eq. (1) of the text.
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