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We derive formalism for determining 2+ 7 — 2 infinite-volume transition amplitudes from
finite-volume matrix elements. Specifically, we present a relativistic, model-independent relation between
finite-volume matrix elements of external currents and the physically observable infinite-volume matrix
elements involving two-particle asymptotic states. The result presented holds for states composed of two
scalar bosons. These can be identical or nonidentical and, in the latter case, can be either degenerate
or nondegenerate. We further accommodate any number of strongly coupled two-scalar channels. This
formalism will, for example, allow future lattice QCD calculations of the p-meson form factor, in which

the unstable nature of the p is rigorously accommodated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical predictions of hadron structure are entering a
new era. The precise determination of form factors for
stable hadronic states is already well under way [1-4] and
resonant form factor studies are not far behind. Indeed, the
first lattice QCD (LQCD) calculations of resonant J — 2
and 1+ J — 2 transition processes were published less
than a year ago.1 These studies considered y* — zz [5] and
y*n — nx [6] transitions. In Ref. [6], the Hadron Spectrum
Collaboration determined the y*z — zz amplitude for a
range of energies and for various virtualities of the external
photon. The resulting fit was analytically continued to the
p-pole, thereby giving a first principles determination of the
y*n — p form factor. This result illustrates that resonance
properties beyond masses and widths can be obtained from
LQCD. Encouraged by the growing progress in this field,
we present here the formalism needed to study generic
2 4+ J — 2transition processes in LQCD. This will make it
possible to determine elastic form factors of resonances as
well as various two-to-two transition amplitudes. Before
describing the formalism derived in this work, we briefly
motivate it in the context of LQCD studies of multiparticle
observables.

In numerical LQCD the theory is placed in a finite,
discretized Euclidean spacetime. For simple observables,
such as single hadron masses and spacelike form factors,
truncation and discretization of spacetime and restriction
to Euclidean time have little effect on the extracted
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observables. For matrix elements of two-or-more-hadron
states, by contrast, these modifications have significant
consequences. The first issue is that, in a compactified
spacetime, it is no longer possible to define asymptotic
states. Thus the QCD eigenstates that arise in finite and
infinite volume are fundamentally different. In addition,
LQCD calculations can only provide numerical results for
Euclidean correlators with nonzero statistical uncertainties.
For such results, the analytic continuation required
to access Minkowski-time transition amplitudes is an
ill-posed problem (see for example Ref. [7]).

It turns out that one can overcome these issues in certain
cases by deriving model-independent relations between
finite- and infinite-volume observables. For example, the
finite-volume energy spectrum of two [8-18] and three
particles [19-22] can be used to determine, or at least
constrain, infinite-volume scattering amplitudes. In the
two-particle sector, this formalism has made it possible
to determine scattering amplitudes in channels with reso-
nances from numerical LQCD [23-36]. By parametrizing
and analytically continuing the scattering amplitudes
into the complex energy plane, some of these investigations
also offer systematic determinations of resonance pole
positions.

The present work is based in an idea closely tied to
the relation between finite-volume energies and scattering
observables, namely that finite-volume matrix elements can
be used to extract infinite-volume matrix elements with
two-particle asymptotic states [5,12,13,16,17,37-43]. The
latter are referred to throughout this work as transition
amplitudes. In earlier work we derived the relation
needed to map finite-volume matrix elements to arbitrary
1+ J — 2 processes [42,43], thereby summarizing and
generalizing previous studies. It was partly this formalism
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that made the calculation of the y*z — zz amplitude
possible [6]. In this article we demonstrate how this
formalism can be extended to extract 2 + 7 — 2 transition
amplitudes. In the context of our field theoretic analysis,
these transition amplitudes, which we collectively denote
W, are defined as the sum of all infinite-volume Feynman
diagrams with four external hadron legs and one external
current (see Fig. 5 below).

Although the study of 2 + J — 2 systems bears simi-
larities to that of 1+ 7 — 2, the former is significantly
more complicated for two reasons. The main new sources
of complication are summarized in Fig. 1. First, the infinite-
volume 2+ 7 — 2 amplitude, W, possesses kinematic
singularities that are absent in 1 + J — 2 systems. These
are due to diagrams in which a single hadron propagator
connects a 2 — 2 scattering amplitude, which we denote
as M, with a 1 + 7 — 1 transition amplitude, labeled w
[see Fig. 1(a)]. A divergence occurs if external kinematics
are chosen to put the intermediate propagator on-shell.
This divergence has nothing to do with bound states
but is instead due to the possibility of arbitrarily long-
lived intermediate states between physically observable
subprocesses.

The second complication in the finite-volume study of
2 + J — 2 systems is that the summands of finite-volume
loops include terms with two poles that share a common
coordinate. These singularities arise from two-particle
loops in which the current couples to one of the two-
particles in the loop, possibly injecting energy and momen-
tum [see Fig. 1(b)]. The new singularity structure leads
to a new type of finite-volume function which is absent
in studies of two-particle scattering and 1+ J — 2
transitions. The issues of singularities in the infinite-
volume transition amplitude, VV, and new pole structures
in the finite-volume loops are in fact closely related.
Understanding how to accommodate these new features
is the primary focus of this work.

As the derivation presented in this article is lengthy, we
think it helpful to summarize our main result here. We derive
a relation between two-to-two finite-volume matrix ele-
ments, denoted by (E, P, L|J(0)|E, P;,L), and the

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Types of subdiagrams that distinguish 2 + 7 — 2 from
the simpler 1+ J — 2 processes. These include (a) divergent
diagrams associated with intermediate particles going on-shell
and (b) two-particle loops with an insertion of the external
current. The latter lead to a new finite-volume function, inves-
tigated for the first time in this work. This new object is defined in
Eq. (60) and discussed in detail in Appendix B.
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two-to-two transition amplitude, labeled W(P,, p, P;. k).
The finite-volume matrix element is defined using a local
current 7 (x), evaluated at the origin for concreteness. This
current is sandwiched between two finite-volume states,
each labeled by energy E,, total momentum P and box
size L. In this work we only consider cubic finite spatial
volumes with periodic boundary conditions. The subscript
on the energy is included since the finite-volume spectrum
1s discrete, so it is convenient to label states with an index.
We work throughout with unit normalized states satisfying

(E,.P.L|E,.P,L) = 1. (1)

The transition amplitude, W(Py, p, P;. k), is defined
diagrammatically in Fig. 5(a) and in terms of infinite-
volume matrix elements in Eq. (13). Physically it measures
the amplitude for a given two-particle in-state to transition
into a given two-particle out-state, mediated by the local
current 7. ¥V depends on a total of four on-shell four-
momenta, P; — k and k are the on-shell momenta of the
incoming particles and P, — p and p those of the outgoing.
The momentum inserted by the current is given by Py — P;.
A consequence of the momentum insertion is that the
finite-volume spectrum can be different between the initial
and final states. In particular, the value of P defines the
symmetry group of the finite-volume system, so that the
groups describing in- and out-states can be different.

Our main result does not directly relate (FE, f,Pf,
L|J(0)|E, .P; L) to W(P;,p,P,; k) but instead relies on
two intermediate quantities YWgyr and W, 4. The procedure
from matrix element to observable is summarized by

<Enf, Pf, L|j(0)|En,v PivL> - WL,df;ah;f’m’;fm(Pf’ PivL)
- Wdf;ah;f’m’;t’m(Pf’Pi) - Wab(Pf’ pvpi’k); (2)

see also Fig. 2. Here we have introduced the channel indices a
and b, which denote the particular incoming and outgoing
particle pairs within the multichannel system. We have also
indicated here that the two intermediate quantities, W 4¢
and Wy, carry two sets of spherical harmonic indices, while
the final quantity does not. This distinction is discussed in
detail in the course of the derivation. We now summarize
each step towards extracting the observable, V, and in doing
so give definitions for the two intermediate quantities.

The relation between the finite-volume matrix element
and W, 4 takes the form of a trace over the aZm index
space

(E,, . Pr. LIT(0)|E, . P L)}
1
= ETI‘[R(E”I’ Pi)WL.df(Piv Pf? L)R(Enfv Pf)

x Wy at(Py, Pi, L)]. (3)
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Inputs needed to extract 2 + J — 2 transition amplitudes using this formalism. In the first step one determines the infinite-

volume, divergence-free transition amplitude Wg;. Unlike the full transition amplitude, this quantity is a smooth function, which can be
decomposed in harmonics and truncated at low energies. In a second step the divergence-free quantity is combined with on-shell
1+ J — 1 amplitudes as well as M, to determine the physical observable.

This relation is only valid if the center of mass (CM) frame
energy, E:2 = E2 — P2, is below the lowest multiparticle
threshold. If this kinematic restriction is satisfied then the
equality holds up to exponentially suppressed corrections
of the form e™L, where m is the physical mass of the
lightest scalar in the theory. As already mentioned, the trace
is over the direct product of angular-momentum and
channel space, labeled by spherical harmonic indices ¢,
m and a channel index a. The matrix R(E,,P) is the
residue of a known function at the pole associated with the
finite-volume state, and is defined in Ref. [43] as well as in
Eq. (83) of Sec. IV below. It depends only on the on-shell
two-to-two scattering amplitude together with a known
volume-dependent function. Thus, if the finite-volume
matrix element on the left-hand side of Eq. (3) and also
the on-shell scattering amplitude, M, have been deter-
mined then it is possible to constrain W, 4.

The second step in Eq. (2), the conversion to Wy, is then
achieved using

Wi at(Py, Pi, L) = Weg(Py, P;)
+ M(Pf)[G(L) - w|(Py, Pj) M(P;).
4)

In this step all remaining L dependence is removed leading
to Wee(Py, P;), which we describe as an infinite-volume,
divergence-free transition amplitude. The second term in
Eq. (4) encodes the finite-volume effects of the double
poles [shown in Fig. 1(b)]. It is a product of three matrices,
M(Py), [G(L) - w] and M(P;), each of which have two

sets of aZm indices. These three separate factors can be
understood clearly in the context of Fig. 1(b); the first and
last denote the on-shell two-to-two amplitudes that arise
from the left and right two-to-two insertions. The factor
between these, [G(L)-w|, combines the finite-volume
effects of the double pole, G(L), with the coupling to
the 14 J — 1 transition amplitude, w. The precise def-
initions of these quantities are given in Eqgs. (11), (34), (60)
and (61) below. We stress that the difference between Wy, 4¢
and Wy, only depends on the on-shell values of M and w.

The final step in the derivation is to relate Wy to the
standard two-to-two transition amplitude, VY. The precise
relation, given in Eq. (108) below, has a complicated
appearance due to the use of various indices. However,
the basic idea is straightforward. Wy is defined by
subtracting the long-lived singularities [shown in Fig. 1(a)]
from the full transition amplitude. The subtraction is shown
schematically in Fig. 7 below. The subtracted terms have a
simple structure, given by the product of the on-shell
two-to-two amplitude M with the on-shell 1+ 7 — 1
transition amplitude, w, separated by a simple pole. The
pole has the same divergence as the intermediate propa-
gator in Fig. 1(a). Thus, if Wy; has been determined using
Egs. (3) and (4), then one can add back in the poles using
Eq. (108) to reach the experimentally observable transition
amplitude.

As is common in this type of formalism, the combined
angular-momentum and channel space of the matrices in
Eq. (3) is formally infinite dimensional. Thus the result can
only be made useful by truncating the observables to some
finite-dimensional subspace. Such a truncation is well
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motivated at low energies, where the lowest partial waves
are dominant, provided that the quantities in question are
smooth functions of their directional degrees of freedom.
This is true for w, M and Wy, and truncating these leads
to simplified, useful expressions, as we demonstrate in
Sec. VI. As we also discuss in that section, truncating W
directly is not justified due to the singularities in that
quantity.

We add two cautionary remarks about angular-momentum
truncation. First note that neglecting higher partial waves is
somewhat subtle in this system due to the many different
infinite-volume observables involved. While it is true that w,
Wy and M all scale as p’** for small momenta, it is
important to remember that the physics governing the three
quantities is different. In particular, in certain channels the
QCD phase shifts are suppressed for a momentum range that
goes well beyond the p?+?' regime, so that truncation of M
works especially well. It may nonetheless be the case that
higher-wave contributions from w and Wy, are important,
and introduce a background on the target partial wave that
one aims to extract.

Second, we stress that the matrix R provides no
truncation. This matrix encodes the linear combination of
infinite-volume angular-momentum states that reproduces a
particular finite-volume state. In order to implement the
finite-volume boundary condition, an infinite tower of
angular momentum states with unsuppressed coefficients
must be combined. This is discussed, for example,
in Ref. [40].

To gain a better understanding of R it is useful to
consider the free theory, M = 0. In this case the finite-
volume two-particle states can be defined by interpolating
two particles and then summing over degenerate states
according to the symmetry group of the finite volume. For
example, for vanishing total momentum (P = 0) and for a
single channel of nonidentical but degenerate scalars, the
first excited state is given by summing over the six choices
of back-to-back momenta with magnitude k* = 2z/L,

E,.L) z% S IELE). (5)

Lk*/(27)=1

This state can be easily decomposed into states with
definite angular momentum

Ev L) = ApwlEr £m), (6)
‘.m

where

1 ~
Agpy = Vadr— Y (K,
¢ ﬂ\@;f()

1 ~ Ay
IE,, £, m) E\/—4_ﬂ/dQ,;*Y}m(k WELRY.  (7)

Numerical evaluation shows that the first few nonvanishing
coefficients,
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{A00. Ay 14.As0. Ag 14 A6 --- )
— (V6,V/105/4, \/147/8, —\/273/8,/39/32, ...},
(8)

are not suppressed with increasing #. As already men-
tioned, these are precisely the coefficients contained within
‘R evaluated in the noninteracting limit

At”,m’Af,m

9
2L ®)

ETORK’,m’;f,m (El ’ O) =

We finally comment that the issue of partial-wave
contamination is avoided in the K — zz formalism of
Lellouch and Liischer since the kaon state only overlaps the
S-wave two-pion state [37]. The issue is present in any
formalism involving matrix elements for which multiple
partial waves are nonzero, i.e. the one-to-two systems
studied in Refs. [40,42,43] as well as the present work.

One additional minor issue arises in this system, which is
not present in studies of one-to-two transitions. This is the
possibility of disconnected diagrams, in which the current
does not couple to the remaining particles, for example that
shown in Fig. 3. Such diagrams are only present if the
current has vacuum quantum numbers with no energy
and momentum insertion. In this case the current may have
a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV). The VEV
receives divergent quantum corrections which must be
canceled by counterterms and so generally its value cannot
be determined by the low-energy theory. Instead it must
be fixed nonperturbatively from the underlying theory,
and then enforced in the low-energy theory via a renorm-
alization condition. Having determined the vacuum expect-
ation value, one can also define a VEV-free current via

FIG. 3. An example of disconnected diagrams, which corre-
spond to quantum corrections to the current’s vacuum expectation
value (VEV). The “V” labels explicitly depict that the loops must
be evaluated in a finite volume. Although the disconnected
diagram must also be evaluated using finite-volume Feynman
rules, its finite-volume effects are exponentially suppressed and
ignored in the present work. The fully dressed propagators are
defined in Fig. 4(c). R and £ denote generic infinite-volume
functions. By defining a new current in which the constant VEV
is subtracted, we ensure that such disconnected diagrams are
perfectly canceled by the counterterms. Such diagrams are thus
not considered in the present work.
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J'(x) = J(x) = (0]T(0)[0). (10)

For [J' the renormalization condition is simply that all
disconnected diagrams are canceled identically by the
counterterms to ensure (0|7(0)|0) = 0. In this work we
assume that such a subtraction has been performed, and
thus neglect disconnected diagrams such as that shown in
Fig. 3. This argument relies on the fact that in all such
disconnected diagrams, the particles in the loops attached
to the current cannot simultaneously go on-shell. This
means that the finite-volume corrections to these diagrams
are exponentially suppressed, and so the subtraction
defined in infinite volume is sufficient to remove all
disconnected diagrams, also from the finite-volume
correlators.

The relation between finite- and infinite-volume two-to-
two matrix elements has already been studied in various
contexts. In Ref. [44], Detmold and Flynn give a relation
between finite-volume matrix elements of n-bosons and
infinite-volume low-energy coefficients. This work
expands the finite-volume matrix elements in powers of
1/L, keeping terms through O(1/L%). In Refs. [16,41] the
authors use two different effective field theories (EFTSs) to
find a relation between finite-volume matrix elements and
infinite-volume observables in the lowest partial wave. This
is done to all orders in the strong interaction. While [41]
uses an all-orders expression for the vertex coupling the
hadrons with the given external current, [16] only keeps a
finite order of the low-energy coefficients. In the present
article we present an all-orders, model-independent relation
between finite- and infinite-volume quantities.

Reference [41] focuses on resonances and in particular
on analytically continuing transition amplitudes to the
resonance pole. The authors of this work develop a scheme
that combines the continuation with the removal of finite-
volume effects. Unlike our approach this reference takes a
linear combination of matrix elements to cancel the difficult
diagrams involving the 1+ 7 — 1 insertions. The work
also relies on multiple volumes to provide a fit that leads to
analytic continuation. Our result is complementary to this
approach: it has the advantage of giving a direct constraint
for the physically observable transition amplitude from
each finite-volume matrix element and energy. It does so by
explicitly treating the effects of 1 + J — 1 insertions and
this leads to complications in the result and derivation.
Furthermore, our result completely encodes the reduction
of rotational symmetry, by accommodating partial wave
mixing in accordance with the symmetry group of the
system (octahedral group or little groups thereof). We also
extend earlier derivations by accommodating any number
of two-scalar channels, with identical or nonidentical
particles with arbitrary interactions.

In addition to laying the foundation for the study of
matrix elements of hadronic resonances, we envision that
this result will have an impact in extracting other
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phenomenologically interesting quantities. One prominent
example is related to the parity-violating contribution to the
two-nucleon scattering amplitude. It has been over half a
century since Lee and Yang first suggested the possibility
of parity nonconservation in the weak interaction [45],
which was confirmed experimentally shortly thereafter by
Wu et al. [46-50]. Modern day experimental [51-60] and
theoretical [61-65] studies have given attention to parity-
violating two-nucleon processes, where the strong
interactions are most precisely understood. These include
proton-neutron fusion, p +n — d + y, and elastic proton
scattering, p + p = p + p.

There has been a great deal of theoretical progress in
parametrizing low-energy parity-violating processes in
terms of parity-conserving scattering parameters and the
N+ Jp— Nn, No+ Ty — Nr and NN + T4 — NN
transition amplitudes, with [ 4 being the parity-violating
part of the weak Hamiltonian.” The first attempt to study
such processes in LQCD was made by Wasem in Ref. [68],
where an exploratory calculation of N — Nz was per-
formed. This has inspired the CalLat Collaboration to begin
efforts to determine all relevant matrix elements directly
from LQCD. Recognizing that two-to-two scattering phase
shifts and their derivatives are needed to relate finite- and
infinite-volume matrix elements, CalLat has recently given
the first determination of nucleon elastic scattering in
higher partial waves, up to £ = 3 [69]. This study relied
on the two-nucleon finite-volume formalism derived in
Refs. [70,71].°

A final application of great interest would be the study
of two-particle QCD states in fixed background fields.
Recently the NPLQCD Collaboration exploited the use of
auxiliary fields to determine the np — dy cross section [75]
and magnetic moments of light nuclei [76]. This approach
used the fact that, at unphysically heavy quark masses, the
ground states of the channels considered are deeply bound
and have exponentially suppressed finite-size effects that
can be safely ignored. In order to use the auxiliary field
method for scattering states, and to account for the finite-
size effects of shallow bound states (such as the deuteron),
the formalism presented here and subsequent extensions
will be needed.*

The remainder of this article is organized as follows: in
the following section we describe the infinite-volume

We point the reader to Refs. [66,67] for recent reviews on the
topic.

*NPLQCD has also recently performed a thorough study of
S-wave nucleon elastic scattering in Ref. [72]. In it the authors
expand on their previous efforts [73,74], by placing the first
constraint of the tensor nuclear force via lattice QCD.

“In Ref. [77], Detmold and Savage used EFT methods to study
two-nucleon states in the presence of an auxiliary field. Combin-
ing the work presented there with this general formalism could
lead to an EFT-independent formalism for auxiliary fields in finite
volume.
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quantities that enter this work. These include the 2 — 2
scattering amplitude, M, the 1 + J — 1 transition ampli-
tude, w, and the 2 + J — 2 transition amplitude, W, as
well as the divergence-free amplitude, Wy;. In Sec. III we
derive two identities needed to analyze the finite-volume
two- and three-point correlators. These correlators are used
to access the relevant finite-volume matrix elements. In
Sec. IV we use the first identity and review how to express
the finite-volume two-point correlator in terms of infinite-
volume quantities and finite-volume kinematic functions.
Then, in Sec. V, we derive the analogous expression for the
three-point correlator and reach our final result, Eq. (3).
In Sec. VI we describe various simplifying limits of our
general result and also discuss subduction into irreducible
representations of the finite-volume symmetry groups.
We conclude in Sec. VII. In Appendixes A and B we give
important details about the finite-volume functions that
enter our main result.

II. INFINITE VOLUME 2 + J — 2 AMPLITUDES

In this work we present the relation between finite-
volume matrix elements of two-particle states and infinite-
volume 2 4+ J — 2 transition amplitudes. We derive this
relation using a generic, relativistic, scalar quantum field
theory. Specifically we analyze the low-energy properties
of finite-volume correlators in such a theory by summing a
skeleton expansion to all orders in perturbation theory
using the techniques developed by Liischer [8,9] and Kim,
Sachrajda, and Sharpe [12]. The analysis does not require
defining a specific Lagrangian or power-counting scheme
and is in this sense very general. We stress that, because we
are interested in low-energy correlator properties, we work
with fields that correspond to the low-energy degrees of
freedom of the theory. For application to QCD, for
example, meson and hadron fields, rather than quark fields,
should be used. In the present article we only consider
(pseudo)scalar particles, so that the applicability within

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

QCD is limited to states composed of QCD-stable (pseudo)
scalar mesons.

As we show in Secs. IV and V below, it turns out to be
possible to group all finite-volume effects into known
kinematic functions and to express the finite-volume
correlator in terms of these functions together with
infinite-volume on-shell observables. The finite-volume
correlator can also be expressed in a spectral representation,
by inserting a complete set of finite-volume states between
fields. Equating the diagrammatic and spectral representa-
tions gives the relation between finite-volume matrix
elements and transition amplitudes that we are after.

The infinite-volume quantities that emerge in our
derivation are the on-shell 2 — 2 scattering amplitude,
M, the on-shell 1+ 7 — 1 transition amplitude, w, and the
on-shell, divergence-free 2 4+ 7 — 2 transition amplitude,
Wys. We now explain each of these in some detail.

The scattering amplitude, M, is a standard infinite-
volume observable, which can be decomposed into definite
angular-momentum contributions. For a system with N
open two-particle channels, each angular-momentum com-
ponent can be expressed in terms of N(N + 1)/2 scattering
phase shifts and mixing angles. The scattering amplitude
appears both in the quantization condition for the finite-
volume energy spectrum [8—10,12-14,16-18] and in the
relation between finite-volume matrix elements and infinite-
volume transition amplitudes. This has already been
demonstrated in studies of 1 + 7 — 2 [12,13,17,37,39-43]
and 0 + J — 2 [5,42] transition processes.

In the context of our field-theoretic analysis, M arises as
the sum of all infinite-volume, amputated 2 — 2 Feynman
diagrams, evaluated on-shell. This infinite series is organ-
ized in a skeleton expansion built from Bethe-Salpeter
kernels connected by pairs of fully dressed propagators
(see Fig. 4). The Bethe-Salpeter kernels are defined as the
sum of all amputated four-point diagrams, which are two-
particle irreducible in the s-channel (s-channel 2PI) [see
Fig. 4(b)]. Here s = —P? refers to the Mandelstam variable.

AKX L @

(a) The scattering amplitude, M, is defined as the sum over all on-shell, amputated four-point diagrams. This can be written in

FIG. 4.

(c)

terms of the Bethe-Salpeter kernel (b) and the fully dressed single body propagator (c). The Bethe-Salpeter kernel is given by the sum of
all amputated four-point diagrams which are two-particle irreducible in the channel carrying the total energy and momentum. This
quantity is useful in the present context because, for the kinematics we consider, the difference between its finite- and infinite-volume
form is exponentially suppressed in the box size. The same is true for the fully dressed propagator.
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(a) The 2 4+ J — 2 transition amplitude is defined as the sum of all 2 + 7 — 2 amputated diagrams and can be written in

terms of the (b) 1+ J — 1 transition amplitude, (c) the weak kernel, and the QCD kernels and fully dressed propagators

defined in Fig. 4.

In other words the kernels are two-particle irreducible
with respect to propagator pairs carrying the total energy-
momentum. Alternatively, the kernels are defined by
Fig. 4(a) directly. Given that the scattering amplitude on
the left-hand side equals the sum of all four-point diagrams,
one can infer which diagrammatic pieces must be included
in the kernels. Note that it is only possible to accommodate
all topologies by also using fully dressed propagators [see
Fig. 4(c)]. The motivation for this expansion is to explicitly
display all intermediate states which can go on-shell,
given the restriction that the total energy lies below the
lowest three- or four-particle threshold. In the analysis of
the finite-volume correlator, all power-law finite-volume
effects are due to such on-shell intermediate states.

We now turn to the 1+ 7 — 1 transition amplitude,
which we denote w. This is given by an infinite-volume
matrix element of an external local current, 7, between
one-particle states

Warpo(Pr =k P — k) = (Py — k,a2|J(0)|P; — k, b2),

(11)
where (P;—k,a2| and |P; —k,b2) are infinite-volume
single particle states with the first entry indicating the
on-shell four-momentum and the second indicating particle
flavor. These are assumed to have standard relativistic
normalization
(Pr—k,a2|P;

- k, Cl2> = 2Cl)a2f(2ﬂ)353 (Pf - Pi)’ (12)

where @5y = 4/ (P; — k)? + m2, is an example of nota-

tion used extensively below. The 1+ 7 — 1 transition
amplitude can also be defined as the sum of all diagrams
with one incoming and one outgoing scalar, both ampu-
tated, together with one insertion of the current [see
Fig. 5(b)]. In contrast to the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude,
this transition amplitude does not contain any on-shell
intermediate states for the kinematics that we consider. For
this reason the difference between the finite- and infinite-
volume versions of the 1 4+ J — 1 amplitude are exponen-
tially suppressed.

The remaining infinite-volume quantities that appear
in our formalism are the 2 4+ 7 — 2 transition amplitude,
W, together with a subtracted, divergence-free transition
amplitude, Wy;. The former quantity, W, is a standard
infinite-volume observable which may be expressed as a
matrix element
Wap(Pr,p.Pi k) = (Ps, p.a,out|J(0)|P;, k, b,in). (13)
Here we have introduced |P;, k,b,in) as a two-particle
in-state with P; denoting total four-momentum, k the four-
momentum of the particle with mass m;; and b denoting
particle flavor. Of course both k and P; — k must be on-
shell four-vectors in this asymptotic state. Similar defini-
tions hold for the two-particle out-state. As with the single
particle states, these are assumed to have standard relativ-
istic normalization. VY can also be expressed, in direct
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analogy to the scattering amplitude, as the sum of all
infinite-volume, on-shell, amputated 2 — 2 Feynman dia-
grams with a single insertion of the external current
included at all possible locations (see Fig. 5). As compared
to M, the skeleton expansion for »V includes two new
functions in addition to the Bethe-Salpeter kernel.

The first of these is the 1 + 7 — 1 transition amplitude
discussed above [see Fig. 5(b)]. When used in the skeleton
expansion for WV this quantity must be extended to off-shell
four-momenta. The second new function in the expansion
for W is an extension of the Bethe-Salpeter kernel, defined
as the sum of all 2 — 2, s-channel-2PI diagrams with an
insertion of the external current [see Fig. 5(c)]. We will
refer to the latter as the weak Bethe-Salpeter kernel. In
EFTs it is common to replace these kernels with a finite
number of low-energy coefficients that are expected to
reproduce the dominant effects of the interactions. The EFT
insertions are typically referred to as one- and two-body
currents. In this work, we make no approximation on the
functional form of these building blocks. Instead we take
them to be general functions, assuming only that they are
smooth and slowly varying.

Although the scattering amplitude only has poles when
the energy of the particles coincides with a bound state,
the transition amplitude has other kinematic singularities.
This is reminiscent of the 3 — 3 scattering amplitude as
discussed in earlier work by one of us [19,20]. For both
the 2 4+ J — 2 and 3 — 3 systems, the physical, infinite-
volume scattering observable is known to diverge at
certain kinematics due to arbitrarily long-lived intermedi-
ate states. For three-to-three scattering the divergence
arises from a diagram with two pairwise scatterings and a
single internal propagator; see Fig. 6(a). If the external
kinematics are chosen to put the intermediate propagator
on shell then the amplitude diverges. Similarly, in the
case of two-to-two scattering with an external current,
the two-to-two amplitude diverges due to diagrams where
the current is attached to an external leg. The divergence
occurs when the external momenta are tuned such that the
internal propagator, attached to the current, goes on-shell;
see Fig. 6(b).

Also common between the 2+ 7 —2 and 3 -3
systems is that, in each case, the observable of interest

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. Divergent contributions to the (a) 3 — 3 scattering
amplitude and (b) 2+ J — 2 transition amplitudes. Both of
these are associated with an intermediate hadron going on-shell,
equivalently propagating for an arbitrarily long time. For the
2 + J — 2 transition amplitudes, these divergences are only
present if the 1 4+ 7 — 1 subprocess is possible.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)
Wi = iW — [ '\§+§\‘ +‘§+§’ ]

FIG. 7. The diagrammatic definition of the divergence-free
transition amplitude, Wy;. This is written in terms of the full
transition amplitude, YV [defined in Fig. 5(a)], the 1+ J — 1
amplitude [defined in Fig. 5(b)] and the scattering amplitude
[defined in Fig. 4(a)]. The dashed cuts indicate that a simple pole
is used in place of the propagator and that adjacent quantities are
evaluated on-shell.

includes physically observable subprocesses. In the
case of 3 — 3 scattering this is the 2 — 2 amplitude,
and in the case of 24+ J =2 it is the 1+ 7 —1
subprocesses, as well as the 2 — 2 amplitude. These
subprocesses completely dictate the form of the diver-
gences exhibited in Fig. 6. Thus, by constraining them
separately, one can determine a subtraction which renders
the observable of interest finite. Indeed, it turns out that
the finite-volume spectrum directly depends on these
finite functions, in which the long range divergences have
been subtracted off. In the case of three-to-three scattering
the subtracted quantity introduced in Ref. [19] is denoted
Kgr3 and in the present work we denote the subtracted
24+ J — 2 amplitude by Wy We stress that, since
the modifications contain only known subprocesses with
on-shell kinematics, once the infinite-volume, divergence-
free quantity is determined, one can add back in the
long-distance piece to obtain the full, model-independent
result.

In Fig. 7 we give the diagrammatic definition of Wy;
and the explicit form is given in Eq. (106) of Sec. V below.
This turns out to be much more straightforward than the
definition of Ky 3. For W, the only divergences that arise
are those due to the tree-level graph of Fig. 6(b). Thus the
subtraction needed to convert W to Wy; is a simple product
of on-shell scattering amplitude M, the 1+ J — 1 tran-
sition amplitude, w, and a simple pole. By contrast, the
definition of Ky 3 involves an integral equation, associated
with the need to remove a more complicated singularity
structure in the three-particle analysis.

In the following sections we analyze the finite-volume
correlator to show how it can be written in terms of M, w,
and Wy, as well as two types of finite-volume functions.
We postpone the detailed derivation of this to Sec. V.
To arrive at the final result, we must first understand how
to evaluate the momentum sums that arise in the finite-
volume correlators. This is done in Sec. III. In Sec. IIT A
we review the necessary steps for evaluating the standard
finite-volume two-particle loops already studied in
Refs. [12]. In Sec. III B we evaluate the new type of loop
which arises from the nonzero values of the 1+ 7 — 1
amplitudes. We arrive at two identities, Eqs. (24) and (62),
which are then applied to reduce the finite-volume
correlators.

013008-8



RELATIVISTIC, MODEL-INDEPENDENT, MULTICHANNEL ...

III. LOOP FUNCTIONS IN FINITE VOLUME

The main result of this work, Eq. (3), follows directly from
our analysis of two- and three-point correlation functions
defined in a finite, cubic, spatial volume with periodic
boundary conditions. In this section we derive the necessary
tools to rewrite such correlation functions in a useful form.
The finite-volume three-point function closely resembles the
infinite-volume transition amplitude, Fig. 5. One can arrive at
the finite-volume correlator from the transition amplitude
by evaluating all loops in a finite volume (summing rather
than integrating loop momenta) and attaching interpolating
operators to the external legs. A diagrammatic representation
of the three-point function is given in Fig. 8 below.
Examining Fig. 5 (or Fig. 8 below) makes clear that we
must evaluate two classes of finite-volume loops, those with
and without the 1 4+ 7 — 1 subprocess.

Defining L to be the linear extent of the spatial volume,
we recall that the periodic boundary conditions constrain
the momenta of individual particles to be discretized,
satisfying p = 2zn/L, where n € Z>. It is for this reason
that spatial loop momenta are summed rather than inte-
grated. The time components of all momenta continue to be
integrated since we take the coordinate time direction to
have infinite extent. In this section we are interested in
evaluating the difference between finite-volume (summed)
and infinite-volume (integrated) two-particle loops. We will
see that the summands arising from such loops result in
power law, 1/L", corrections to

%ﬁjf(k) = [%kazw—/%]f(k). (14)

2z/L

PP P) =@ v )+

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

Generally speaking, if the function f(k) is smooth (infi-
nitely differentiable), one can show that this difference
vanishes for large L faster than any power of L™". As
discussed extensively in the literature, this has an interest-
ing physical consequence: power-law finite-volume cor-
rections appear only in diagrams where the intermediate
particles can go on-shell. The number of particles that
can simultaneously go on-shell depends on the energy of
the system as well as the masses of the asymptotic degrees
of freedom. In this work, we restrict our attention to
energies where only two-particle states can go on-shell.
Consequently, O(L™") corrections emerge only from
two-particle intermediate states. In the context of QCD,
the neglected exponentially suppressed corrections take
the form O(e™"+L'), where m, is the pion mass. Thus the
formalism derived here can only be applied to systems
satisfying m,L > 1.

As already mentioned above, in the analysis of finite-
volume two- and three-point correlators there are
two classes of subdiagrams that give rise to power-law
corrections. The first correspond to standard two-particle
s-channel loops (see Fig. 9). This was first studied in
Refs. [8-10,12,13] and we review the result in Sec. IIT A.
We stress that the finite-volume loops adjacent to the weak
Bethe-Salpeter kernel [defined in Fig. 5(c)] are also
accommodated using the more standard two-particle loops.

The second class of subdiagrams is specific to three-
point correlators for systems with 1+ 7 — 1 subpro-
cesses. The presence of 1+ J — 1 subprocesses in the
intermediate loops and the resulting new class of power-law
corrections is the central complication addressed in this
work. These effects were first pointed out in Refs. [16,41].

FIG. 8. The full two-to-two three-point function. The one-particle propagators and Bethe-Salpeter kernel are defined in Fig. 4. The
1+ J — 1 and weak kernels are defined in Fig. 5. The overlap factors with the source and sink, B and A respectively, will be defined

in Sec. IV.

Cp-Ep - P =-£P) FRDRP)

FIG.9. Asdiscussed in the text, the difference between the finite- and infinite-volume two-particle loops can be written using the finite
volume matrix F(P, L), Eq. (25), left- and right-multiplied by the on-shell end caps £ and RT.
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In Sec. III B we find a parametrization-independent expres-
sion for such finite-volume diagrams which accommodates
any number of two-scalar channels with identical or non-
identical particles, which, in the latter case, can have either
degenerate or nondegenerate masses.

A. Loop function without 1+ J — 1 contributions

In this subsection we consider the standard s-channel
two-particle loop with no 1+ J — 1 subprocesses. With
the exception of minor notational differences, this closely
follows the derivation presented in Ref. [12] and also
discussed in our previous works [42,43]. We are interested
here in the difference between finite- and infinite-volume
expressions, which we refer to throughout as the finite-
volume residue. We work with the Euclidean metric,
p? = p2 + p>. With this convention the free scalar propa-
gator is given by

1

A free(P) = O (15)
We label the fully dressed propagator as A(p), with the

“free” subscript removed,
A (k) = / dxe= k(0T ()3 (0)[0).  (16)

where @ is the single-particle interpolating field. We
choose @ with unit wave-function renormalization so that
A and Ay, coincide at the pole. For the energies of interest,
the difference between the finite- and infinite-volume
propagators is exponentially suppressed, and we thus use
the infinite-volume propagator throughout. To accommo-
date any number of two-particle channels, we introduce a
channel label, a. Quantities that depend on the channel
will receive a subscript a. For single-particle quantities we
must specify the particle in the given channel. We do so
with the labels al and a2. For example, the al propagator
will be defined as A, (k).

We now proceed to analyze the general sum-integral
difference

Fi= ié S| [ s
X Agy(P — ;)RZ(P, k), (17)

where &, is the symmetry factor of the ath channel, equal to
1/2 if the particles are identical and 1 otherwise. £,(P, k)
and RZ(P, k) are generic functions which we require to be
smooth for total energy below the lowest lying three- or
four-particle threshold. In the following section the Bethe-
Salpeter kernel and weak kernels will appear in place of
these functions. Since the end cap functions are smooth, we
find that O(L™") corrections arise only from the singularity
of the single-particle propagators.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

To identify these power-law contributions, we first
perform the integral over k4. We do this by closing the
contour in the upper half of the complex k, plane. The
closed contour encircles a single particle pole at k, = iw,;,
where w,; = \/m2, + (k)?, as well as an infinite tower of
branch cuts associated with multiparticle states. However,
as is demonstrated in Refs. [8,9], the contributions from
the latter are smooth functions of k and thus result in
exponentially suppressed corrections when one acts with
the sum-integral difference. This leaves us with the sum-
integral difference on the single-particle pole

N
< 1 Ap(P—k)
Fr= Zfa[FZjﬁu(P— k,k)Tal
= k
X RL(P’ k)|k4:ia)“| . (18)

Next we use the fact that A ,, (P — k) evaluated at ky = iw,,
has a single-particle pole of the form —[2w,,(E — w, —

wq + i€)]™! where w,, = /(P —Kk)* + m2, and where

we have introduced the physical total energy in the moving
frame E = —iP,. Indeed the difference between A,
and this single particle pole is a smooth function which
results in an exponentially suppressed contribution to F; .
We reach

N,
Fi=-Ya e -k
4= k

1
X .
204120, (E — 0, — @y + i€)

X RE(P — k, k)

(19)

|k4:iwa1 .

The final step in reducing F; is to replace L, (P — k, k)
and R} (P — k, k) with projected forms, in which P — k and
k are both on-shell four-vectors. This is justified because
the difference between on- and off-shell values vanishes
with the pole, resulting again in a smooth piece that can be
neglected in the sum-integral difference. To define the
on-shell projection we first introduce k, as the spatial part
of the four-vector (@}, k}) which is reached by boosting
(w41, k) with boost velocity —P/E. In other words, k;; is
the momentum of particle 1 in the two-particle CM frame.
We use this new coordinate to define new functions

Lo(P.Ky) = Ly(P =k k)t =i,

RE(P kL) =RL(P -k, k) (20)

|k4=iwal .
The functions only differ in the frame used to define
momentum coordinates. We next note that P — k is on-shell
if and only if |k}| =k}, = ¢}, where ¢, is defined via

E =g +md + gt tmh QD)
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where we have introduced E* for the center of mass (CM)
frame energy, satisfying E*? = E2 —P?=—P; - P> =—-P2.
Thus, the on-shell projection is effected by replacing
k;, — ¢q; in R, and L}. The resulting functions depend
only on k} and E* and it is convenient to decompose in
spherical harmonics, defining

ﬁ *k* Z\/_Yfm a) afm(P>7
‘m
RL(P. q;k;)—zx/_y KR!, (P). (22)

At this stage we encounter a subtlety with the on-shell
projection. As we have already stressed, the difference
between the functions £, and R, appearing in Eq. (19)
and the on-shell projections of Eq. (22) vanishes for
E - w, —w, = 0. As aresult no power-law finite-volume
effects appear from the one-particle pole in such an
on-shell/off-shell difference. However the on-shell func-
tions of Eq. (22) do have singularities near k}; = 0, due to
the unit vector varying rapidly in this region. These
singularities, which are unphysical and were introduced
by our projection, generate artificial power-law finite-
volume effects if the on-shell functions are directly sub-
stituted into Eq. (19). This motivates us to define a modified
on-shell projection

Loun(P. 1) = 3 Vi ( )Yfm<liz>£m<P>,
Rion(P.K5) = ;W( >Yfm(k*) a(P). (23)

We have presented a number of closely related
definitions involving £, and Ry and so we think it
is helpful to summarize these before giving our final
form of F;. To avoid repetition, we describe all steps in
terms of £, only. Beginning with £,(P — k, k), we first
performed the k, integral and found that only the term
with k4 = iw,; gave power-law finite-volume effects. In
this way one of the two four-vectors in £, was put on-
shell. We next defined a coordinate change to introduce
L,(P,Kk%) in Eq. (20). This put us in position to define
the on-shell partial wave contributions L,z,,(P) in
Eq. (22). Finally we used these to define £,,, in
Eq. (23). Only this final quantity has both desired
properties of being everywhere smooth and only depend-
ing on on-shell values of L,.

Finally we replace L,(P—k k)RL(P -k k) —
Loon(P.K)RE on(P,K2) in Eq. (19), and deduce

fL = _‘Cat’m<P)Fafm d'f'm ’(P L)R /f’m’<P)

= —L(P)F(P,L)R'(P). (24)
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where the matrix elements of F(P, L) are defined as

1
Fafm;a'f’m’(Pv L) = 5au’§u |:E i]
k

477:Yfm(k*) 'm /(kz)
w, + i€)

zwalza)aZ(E — W4 —

" <k—é) f+f"
9a

In Appendix A we give an alternative form of F that is more
convenient for numerical evaluation.

(25)

B. Loop function with 1 + J — 1 contributions

In this section we evaluate the finite-volume loop with a
1+ J — 1 subprocess. Once again, we are interested
in the difference between the finite- and infinite-volume
expressions,

6= >[5 [ %acr a0

a,b=1
X [Ap(Py = k)Wap po (P — ks Pi — k) App (P; — k)]
x R} (P, k) + (1<52), (26)

where Wy, 40 (P —k; P; — k) will play the role of the
1+ 7 — 1 contributions in the finite-volume correlator
analysis of the next section. We explain the (1<2)
contribution in the paragraph after next. Note here that,
since the external current can insert momentum, the
incoming and outgoing two-particle states may have differ-
ent momenta, which we label P; and P;.

Before starting the analysis of G;, we comment here on
how the expression given above can be used to efficiently
handle our general setup with identical or nonidentical
scalars, possible nondegeneracy in the latter case, and also
with any number of open two-scalar channels. Observe that
we have included two channel indices, a and b, to label
separately the two-particle pairs appearing before and after
the current. Of course the first particle, labeled al, is not
attached to the current and therefore cannot change. We will
see below that it is convenient to nonetheless think in terms
of two two-particle channels, and to identify al = b1 so
that labels can be exchanged to simplify expressions.
Further, we require that the set of open channels used
here be identical to that used for the simple loops in the
previous subsection. This requires extending w by defining
Wa.p2 = 0 for all channels a and b which do not contain a
common particle (or which contain particles that simply do
not couple to the current). Similarly we may need to include
zeros in the channel-space matrices for the Bethe-Salpeter
kernel, to accommodate channels that only couple with the
weak current. In short, always using the same (maximal)
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channel space and setting kernels to zero where necessary
greatly simplifies the expressions that appear.

Along these same lines we note that not all possible cases
can be accommodated using only 1+ 7 — 1 transitions
that couple to the particles labeled a2 and b2. For example,
suppose that a given pair of channels a and b have exactly
one particle in common, and therefore only admit a single
such transition. Then we are free to label the nonidentical
particles a2 and b2. However, when these channels are
coupled to a third channel, c, then transitions such as w,; .,
Wpo.c1 can arise. In addition, even in a two-channel system,
if the particles are nonidentical but the two channels are,
then separate w,; ,; and w,, , transitions can arise. The
most straightforward way to accommodate all possible
scenarios is to include all four 1+ J — 1 transitions
Wal.b1> Wal p2> Wa2.b1» and W 4» and define these to vanish
as required. One subtlety with this approach is that
redundant, identical contributions arise in channels with
identical particles. These can be easily removed with
symmetry factors, as we show below. In the following
we first restrict attention to channels with a single w; 5,
coupling. We then show how the remaining terms can be
easily included in our final result, Eq. (62) below.

As in the previous subsection, we first perform the k,
integral and discard the smooth contributions to reach

S [ESALE
o= |1 z] s LalPred)
X [Ap(Py = k)Wap po (P — ks P — k) App (P; — k)]
X Ry (P k)i, - (27)

In order to reduce the remaining expression, we once again
use the fact that the poles of the integrand give rise to all
power-law scaling in the sum-integral difference. Unlike
Eq. (17), this sum has two poles due to the two remaining
propagators and for this reason it is more difficult to
identify how all power-law contributions depend only on
on-shell quantities.

To demonstrate this on-shell dependence nonetheless, we
first define on-shell projections of W, 4o (P — ks P; — k).
This proceeds exactly as in the previous subsection, by first
defining a new coordinate system for the 14+ 7 — 1

|
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amplitude. In contrast to the above, however, here we have
two frames to choose from. We thus define both (w;, 1, K} )

and (w},,;, k};) by boosting (. k) by —=P;/E;and —P;/E;
respectively. This allows us to introduce

Warp2(Pr Ky i Pis Ky) = War o (Pr = ks Py = k)|, i, -

(28)
Here we have treated the k dependence in Py—k
differently from that in P; — k as this will be convenient
in the following steps. Continuing as above, we now define
on-shell spherical-harmonic components
Wa2,b2(vaq(*zfl%;f;PiqukrilA(Zi)
=4r Z Y;rm/(RZf)WuZ,hZ;f’m’;fm(Pf’Pi)Yfm(RZi)’
' m' . C.m
(29)
Warp2(Pr. Ky p3 P, a;:Kp)

= V4”ZW112,b2;off;fm(vakafsP)Yfm(f(;;i)’ (30)
Z.m

Warp2(Pr. 4K Pi K}

= V4”2Yf/m/ Ko )Waz p2mott (Prs P k). (31)
7' m'

Here we have introduced ¢, and ¢, defined via

\/q +mi, + \/qb, + m3,, (32)

s= e e el (33)

In Eq. (30) the subscript “off” indicates that the final state is
off-shell, whereas in Eq. (31) it refers to the initial state. All
remaining coordinates are on-shell. We comment that these
definitions are very similar to those of Eq. (22) above. The
main difference is that we now have two sets of coordinates
and have included the possibility that one set is off-shell
while the other is on-shell and decomposed in harmonics.
We are now ready to give the various on-shell projections
which are also smooth near kj;, ka =0:

<\ ¢ kt
Wad p2.on0n = 47 Z <:f> Y}/mr(kz,f)wuz,hz;f’m';fm(Pf,P )Yfm(khz)< bl) , (34)
' m' . C.m

qaf

Wa2,b2.0ff on

ISNa
Wa2.p2.0on0ff = V 4772( Zf) g
2

qaf

qbz

bi

: .
= V4ﬂzwa2,b2;off;fm(Pf7kaf’P )Yfm( )( l»:l) ’ (35)
‘.m

' /(RZf)Wale;f’m’;off(Pf;Pivk;;i)- (36)

Here we have included a pair of subscripts drawn from “on” and “off” on each quantity, indicating whether the incoming

and outgoing coordinates are on- or off-shell.
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Unlike in the previous subsection, we cannot replace
W2 in Eq. (43) with any of these quantities directly. The
problem is the double pole structure. Here we explain in
detail how to circumvent this challenge. We first rewrite the
partially off-shell w as

Wa2,b2(Pf —k; Pi - k)|k4:imu1 = Wa2 b2,0n,0n
+ [6W] 42,62 off.on
+ W8] 2.2, 0n0ff

+ [6Wd] s 2 oot (37)

where
[5W}a2,b2,off,0n = Wu2 b2.0ffon — Wa2.b2,0n,0n> (38)

[Wﬂaz,bz,on,off = Wa2.p2.0n0ff — Wa2,b2.0n,0ns (39)

al

Ne 1 1
gL:ZF 2w

ab=1 T 2w
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[5W5}a2,b2,off.off = Waz,bz(Pf —k P — k)|k4:iwa1

+ Wa2.62,.0n,0n = Wa2,b2.0ff,on — Wa2,b2,0n,0ff -

(40)

Similarly we rewrite the end cap functions as
La(P, ) k,—iw,, = Laon + Lgofts (41)
RZ<P5’ k)|k4:iﬂ1a| = Rz.on + ERZ,Off’ (42)

where L, ., and RZ,on are defined in Eq. (23) above

and where the definitions of 6L, . and 572;0ff can be
trivially inspected from the preceding equations.

The utility of this notation is that any function with a 6 on
the left (right) side vanishes precisely when the pole on the
left (right) diverges. Thus we can rewrite G; as

(£ + L68],[Dary + Spllw + 6w + w8 + 6w 13 4p[Dya;i + SiJ[RT + 6RT],, (43)

N,
<1 1 - .
Z {ﬁ ﬂj —— (LD 52 Dpai Ry + {[£ + L8],[Daas + SIW + W0 = LaParfWar 2} Diai R,

+ L Darp{[w + W8 1340 [Dioi + SIJ[RT + R, = wap D2 R} }). (44)

where we have introduced

D 1
A 200 (Ef — 04 — 05 + i€)
1
Dy =

with WDg2f = (Pf - k)2 + mZZ and Wpi =

(P; — k)* 4+ m},. Note that S; and S, are smooth, by

construction, in the vicinity of the single-particle pole.

In Eq. (43) we have simply substituted our definitions and
in (44) we have discarded smooth terms and arranged the
remaining terms according to the number and type of poles.
We have left the “on” and “off” labels implicit to reduce
clutter, and note that £, R' and w in the above expressions
are completely projected on-shell. Similarly the incoming

|

N,

¢

200 (E; — wpy — wpo; + i€)

Sr=A8n(Pr—K)|i—iv, — Dary» (45)

Si= Ay (P - k)|k4:im{,| — Dy (46)

|

(right-side) coordinates of 6w and the outgoing (left-side)
coordinates of wo are on-shell. Thus, Eq. (44) makes explicit
the fact that poles, together with sum-integral differences,
project the neighboring functions on-shell.

We simplify further by rewriting the terms in curly
braces in Eq. (44). At this stage we also return to the
completely general case in which all possible 1 + 7 — 1
couplings are included. This means that we sum over w1,
Walp2s Waap1 and wyo,0, with the understanding that some of
these will vanish in most cases. We define

[‘CAW]b(Sdf = Z[‘Ca(Aal (Pf - k)wal,bZ,of‘ﬂon + AaZ(Pf - k)WaZ,hZA,off.on) - 'Ca.on(Dalfwal,bQ,on.on + DaZfWaZA,bZ,on,on)

a=1

+ LA (k= P; 4 Pr)Wai piofton + Baa(k = Pi 4 Pr)Wa2 p1 off.on)

- ‘Ca,on<Da1fWa1,b1,on,on + DaZfWaZ.bl,on.on)]’

(47)
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NL‘
5df[WA,RWa = [(Wa2,hl,on,offAhl (P i~ k) + wa2.b2.on,offAh2(P i k))RL - (Wu2.b1,on,0nDhli + Waz,hz,on,onthi)Rg,on
b=1
+ (Wat.p1.0n.0i8p1 (kK = Py 4 P;) 4+ Wa1 p2.on ot Bpa (kK = Pr + Pi)>RZ
- (Wal,bl,on,onbbli + Wa],bZ.on,onT)bZi)RZ,on]’ (48)

where we have introduced

_ 1
Dyr=—=— — — — 49
I/ za)ulf(Ef - wulf — Wy + 16) ( )

_ 1
D = — — — —, 50
o 20p1;(E; — @p1; — 0py + i€) 50)

with

Dp =1/ (P —K)? +m2,, W15 = \/(Pf—Pi+k)2+m§1v (51)

apy =/ (P = K)? + mj,, Wp1; = \/(Pi - P, +k)>+mj,. (52)

All other terms appearing in Egs. (47) and (48) can be obtained by switching the labels associated with the particle coupling
to the external current with that of the spectator. For example D,,; is defined as

_ 1
2005, (E; — @pp; — @p) + I€)

(53)

where

ap =/ (Pr —K)? +mj,, Wi = \/(Pi - P, + k)2 +mi,. (54)

Note that these expressions are valid for all types of channels and further accommodate all possible couplings to w.
Substituting these definitions, we reach

N.
‘ 1 1 W br- 1 .
= I L as,bt;on,on Ri
gL Z Z é:lléb |:L3 ¥:| o zwasf(Ef — Wuy — Wysf + l(:‘) 260113 2wbti(Ei = Wpy — Wpyi + l€) b-on

ab=1s1=12
N, 1 . |
+ ; Sb [F %] 2w {[LAW],64c} {— ST —— ie)} Ry on
Ne o4 . |
i ; “ [F ¥] 204 Caon {_ 2040 ((Ef — w41 — @gpf + ie)] {Bar AR} (55)

Here we have also explicitly shown the form of the remaining poles. The symmetry factors &, and &, are included because,
in the case of identical particles, the first term is overcounted. Finally, we have included particle indices s, ¢ which are
summed over 1 and 2. The slashed notation indicates the particle not labeled by the index, for example for s = 1 then s = 2.
This result is diagrammatically depicted in Fig. 10.

The quantities [CAw],8¢; and S4[wAR'], in Eq. (55) are smooth functions which include off-shell coordinate
dependence arising from the first two terms in Eqgs. (47) and (48). However since these factors only appear in terms with a
single pole, we may proceed as in the previous subsection and replace them with on-shell projections. As explained
previously, this is justified because the difference between on- and off-shell functions vanishes at the pole resulting in a
smooth summand with a negligible sum-integral difference. We define
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_l’_

FIG. 10. Diagrammatic representation of Eq. (55), depicting a two-particle loop with an external current coupling to one of the
intermediate particles. The first term on the right-hand side represents the finite-volume residue from the double pole, in which both the
end caps and the one-body current are projected on-shell. In the second and third terms, both in square brackets, only the momenta on
one side of the current are on-shell. The careful analysis in the main text ensures that we have captured all power-law effects without
overcounting.

[CAW], 80 (Py. Pir g Kp) = VALY [[LAW, 4] 0 (Pr. Pi)Y o (Kj). (56)
SatWART],(Py, Py, gy K p) \/_Z 8atWART, 1 (Py, P)Y 5, (Kip). (57)
Z.m

As above, due to singularities near k; , kK* af = = 0, we cannot substitute this directly but instead take

LW 3 (P Pork) = VTS [[L8W], 0] (P P >Yfm<kbl>(k7") , (58)
cm i
kN
Sutl AR, (P, ProK) — VAZS (6 wAR o (P, PV (RS) (qf) . (59)
£.m a

We reach our final form for G; by substituting these projections for the end caps as well as Eqs. (34)—(36) into Eq. (55)
and grouping the spherical harmonics into the finite-volume quantities. For the second and third terms this results in factors
of F, defined in Eq. (25) above. For the first term, a new quantity arises:

st
Gaff mf.a’f/fm};b/fﬁ.m;.,bf,-m,» (Pf’ Pi, L)

=55 1 1 477:Yffmf(k2f)Y;’/m}(kuf) Kap\ ) 4ﬂYf;;n;(lA(Z,-)Y;imi<lA(Zi) K\ o 0
= Qaa'Obb’ I3 ' ( )
k

2003 20,45 (Ef = 0oy — @y + i€) \ Gy 20, (E; — @py — 0y + i€) \ G5,

It is further convenient to introduce notation that contracts a tensor with four sets of channel and spherical-harmonic indices
with a tensor that has two,

[G(L) 'W]affm/-;bfim, Pf’ Z $a&pG affmfuf’m’ b ml b im; (vaPuL)Wa'sb' Lpmsim ’(Pf»P ) (61)
s,t=1,2

This leads to a compact result for G;:
G = L(Py)[G(L) - w|(Py. P)RT(P;) = L(Py)F(Py. L){8at[wART(P;)} = {[LAW|34(Pf)}F(P;. L)R'(P;).  (62)

In Appendix B we describe how to reduce the function G to a form which is more amenable for numerical evaluation. This
analysis also shows that G is a well-defined function which is finite away from the free-particle poles.
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IV. TWO-BODY TWO-POINT FUNCTION

In this section we review the derivation of the two-point
correlation function. We closely follow Refs. [12,17,43].
The first two of these developed the necessary tools to
study the pole of the finite-volume correlation functions
involving any number of open channels and generic
masses. The third demonstrated how one may interpret
the overlap factors of the interpolating operators.

When defining a momentum space correlator one has the
choice to project either the source or sink or both operators
to the desired total momentum. We choose to project the
sink and so define

CHHEAfM*WW%MW@Mh (63)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

where A and B' are two-body interpolating operators
defined in position space. This is the definition of the
correlator that is most easily represented diagrammatically.
Another convenient definition is one where the source and
sink are both projected to a definite spatial momentum and
time,

QmemmEAﬁA@fWHWW%wﬁwMM
(64)

This definition is more closely related to that used in
numerical lattice QCD calculations.

We begin by rewriting C; (x4 — y4, P) by inserting a
complete set of finite-volume states

Culory =3P = [ dx [ dye ™S D[OTAWB (3)]0)]. (65)
:Awé@ﬂmw;WWM@%PMM%IMmeMM (66)
:Anl@;f%mwmmwmmwummﬂwmmu (67)
= L3 e OO B P L P LB 00 (68)

The [], notation makes explicit that the states and operators
have been defined in a finite volume. This spectral
decomposition is used in the analysis of lattice QCD
calculations, to access the finite-volume spectrum and
matrix elements.

To give meaning to these quantities in terms of infinite-
volume observables, we proceed to evaluate C; (P) using
finite-volume Feynman diagrams as depicted in Fig. 11. To
reduce these we use Eq. (24) to separate finite- and infinite-
volume quantities. Indeed for the two-point correlator it is
possible to group all infinite-volume diagrams into two
types of infinite-volume quantities. The first type consists
of infinite-volume matrix elements

A*

atm

(P) = (0]A(0)| — iP4,P,a,¢,m,in), (69)

B, (P)=(=iP;.P.b.' m'.out|B'(0)|0). (70)

|

Here |E,P,a,£, m,in) and (E,P, b, ¢, m,out| are in- and
out-states that have been projected onto the £ partial wave.
These are related to the states used in Eq. (13) above by

P k.a.in) = VAx> Yo, (ki) =Py Pra £, m.in),
Z.m

(71)
(Pr.k.bout| =4y Vi, (K ) (=iPy ;. Py.b..m,out].
£m

(72)
The second type of infinite-volume quantity which appears
is the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude, which can also be
decomposed into definite angular momentum states. In
the single channel case each angular-momentum compo-
nent of the scattering amplitude is directly related to the
scattering phase shift, §,, via

- -aT  p-

FIG. 11.

Diagrammatic representation of the two-point correlation function in a finite volume for energies where only two-particle

states can go on-shell. Although not explicitly shown in the diagram, we accommodate any number of two-particle channels. B and A
denote the creation and annihilation operators respectively. The kernels and propagators are defined in Fig. 4.
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8nL* 1

MAP) = e ora, =i

(73)
For general coupled channels the relation is more compli-
cated [17]

iM,(P) =P~ [$,(P) - ]P~,
where for N open two-particle channels S, is a unitary

N x N matrix with N(N + 1)/2 real degrees of freedom, [
is the N x N identity matrix, and

(74)

P =

diag(\/147. V/Ed5. - V/Enay)- (75)

\/4 E*

We view the b — a scattering amplitude, M, as a matrix
in the same aZm space on which A* and B are defined,

Muf'm’;hfm(P) = 5m’m5f’fMabf<P)’

with no sum on ¢ here.

With these matrices in hand we are ready to give the
final result for the finite-volume correlator. We do not
derive the expression for the momentum-space finite-
volume correlator here, but simply state the result which
is derived in Refs. [12,17]:

(76)

1
FY(P,L) + M(P)

Cr(P) = Cy(P)—A*(P) B*(P).

(77)

The finite-volume correlator has poles whenever

1
F(P.L) + M(P)

(78)

has a divergent eigenvalue, or equivalently whenever [16,17]

det[F~'(P,L) + M(P)] = 0. (79)
This is the standard quantization condition for any number of
two-boson channels in a finite volume [8—10,12,13]. This
has also been generalized to systems with arbitrary spin in
Ref. [18], but here we restrict our attention to scalar particles.
Having determined C; (P), we can obtain C; (x4 — y4, P) by
performing a Fourier transform in P, and multiplying by a

factor of L3 [12,17]:

Ci2(P;. Py) :/d4xfd4xie‘ipfxfe+ipf"f[(O|TA(xf)j(0)BT(x,-)|0>]L,
L

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

dp, .
Culr =y Py =10 [ Thertamicy(p).  (50)
T
dP,
-3 iPy(x4—y4)
/27{ 4 (X4—Y4
1
Co(P)—A*(P B*(P)|, (81
< CalP) =) oy g B 8D

= e bl [2A%(E, P)R(E,. P)B*(E,.P). (82)

where R(E,,, P) is residue of the matrix in Eq. (78) at the nth
energy pole,

R(E,,P)= lim

P,—iE,

{ (P4 +E")F‘1(P,L) +M(P)|

(83)

This is a matrix in angular momentum and channel space,
which mixes different partial waves due to the breaking of
continuous rotational symmetry in a cubic finite volume.
Finally, by equating Eqgs. (82) and (68), we reproduce the
relation between finite- and infinite-volume matrix elements

[{01A)|E,. P. L)] [{E,.P. L|B(0)|0)],

P)B*(E,.P). (84)
In Ref. [42] we demonstrated how to use this relation to
determine 1 + 7 — 2and 0 4+ 7 — 2 transition amplitudes
from finite-volume matrix elements of local currents.
However the trick used to extract these quantities fails for
2 + J — 2 transition amplitudes as explained in that refer-
ence. Thus in Sec. V we directly consider three-point
correlators and, using the techniques presented in
Ref. [43], we derive the main result of this work.

V. TWO-BODY THREE-POINT FUNCTION

In this section we present an analysis of finite-volume
three-point correlators. As in the case of two-point corre-
lators discussed above, two closely related definitions of
the correlation functions will be used. We begin with

(85)

where A and B are the same interpolating operators defined in the previous section, and 7 is a local current. We contrast

this with

C%_)Z(fo —Va. Y4 — x4, P Pf) = / dx;dx; idye™®r () g=iPi(y=xi) 5 [<0|TA(xf)j(y)B* (x;)[0)]

/dpl4/de4 iPy Xf4—)’4) iPi(ys— x,4)C2—’2(P”Pf)

(36)
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(2)
S0 8:0:38 0- 8-C
(b)

FIG. 12.
1+ J — 1 subprocesses.

(a) The finite-volume three-point correlation function and (b) the infinite-volume transition amplitude, both in the absence of

As above, the second form of the correlator is most convenient for spectral decomposition:

C%_)Q (fo — V4 Y4 — X4, Py, Pf) = nge_E”f(xf"‘_y 4) o= En; (4=%ia)

niny

x [(0LA(O)|E,,. Py, L)] [(E,,. Ps. L|T (0) |E,,. P, L) [(E,, . P LIBT(0)[0)] . (87)

The matrix elements [(0].A(0)|E, ,Py,L)], and [(E, . P;,
L|B7(0)|0)], are the same as those appearing in Eq. (84). In
order to give a physical interpretation to the third matrix
element, [(E, P L|J(0)|E,,.P;,L)],, we now evaluate
the finite-volume three-point correlator diagrammatically.

A. Three-point functions and matrix elements: (a) For
theories without 1 + 7 — 1 contributions

As a warm-up, we first examine the three-point
correlation function for transitions with no 1+ 7 — 1
subprocesses. Although most processes involve such con-
tributions, there are interesting examples where these are
not allowed. One prominent case is parity violation in
proton-proton scattering (see Ref. [61] and references
within). Here we do not give details about how such
systems arise; we simply envision a generic system where
the weak interaction does not couple to single-particle
states. In other words a system for which Eq. (11) vanishes:

Waapo(Pp — ki P — k)
= (P, — k.a2| T (0)|P, —k.b2) =0.  (88)

In this subsection we show that, given this assumption, one
can readily generalize the derivation of Ref. [43] to find a
relation between finite- and infinite-volume matrix ele-
ments. The result is given in Egs. (94), (95) and (98) below.
In the following subsection we include all possible inter-
actions, in particular 1 + 7 — 1 contributions, and show
how this changes the relation. The results for this more
complicated case, summarized in Eqs. (119)—(121), are the
main results of this paper.

As discussed in Sec. II, in the diagrammatic representa-
tion of the three-point function one must include all terms

which have a single insertion of the weak current but any
number of insertions of the strong-interaction vertices. As
usual in this type of analysis, one can reduce the complexity
of diagrams by identifying a skeleton expansion that explic-
itly displays all power-law finite-volume effects, but groups
terms with exponentially suppressed volume dependence
into kernels. For the three-point correlator defined in Eq. (86)
and given the assumption of no 1+ J — 1 contributions,
only two types of kernels are needed. The first is the standard
Bethe-Salpeter kernel, discussed in Sec. II. The second
kernel, which includes the weak insertion, is referred to as
the weak kernel. It is defined as the sum of all connected
diagrams with four hadronic external legs and one current
insertion, which are two-particle irreducible in the s-channel.
In Fig. 12(a) we show how to express the full correlator in
terms of these two building blocks.

We stress the similarities between this skeleton expan-
sion and that of the two-point correlation function shown
in Fig. 11, which was reviewed in the previous section.
The only distinction is the presence of the weak kernel.
In fact, the finite-volume loops that appear here have the
same structure as those studied previously. One may thus
use Eq. (24) to determine the finite-volume correction to
all of the diagrams appearing in Fig. 12(a). In performing
the separation between the finite- and infinite-volume
terms, various important quantities emerge. First we
recover the same objects that arise in the two-point
correlator. These are the infinite-volume matrix elements
A and B*, the infinite-volume 2 — 2 scattering amplitude,
M(P), and the finite-volume function, F, defined in
Eq. (25). In addition we identify new infinite-volume
quantities which contain the weak insertion. We will see
below that, although “weak end-cap factors” do arise
(like A and B* but with a weak current insertion) these
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play no role in our final result. Thus only one important
new quantity appears, the fully dressed infinite-
volume 2+ J — 2 transition amplitude, W'B(P,, P;)
[see Fig. 12(b)]. Note that WIB(Pf,Pi) is a matrix in
combined angular-momentum and channel space with

matrix elements Wfl?fmf[;bfimfi (Py, P;). This matrix is not

diagonal since the external current can couple different
angular-momentum states and both the strong and weak
interactions can couple the different channels. Finally, we
have introduced the notation IB to stress the absence of
1+ J — 1 subprocesses.

Evaluating the correlation function to all orders in the
strong interaction, one finds

= A*(Py)

F7Y(Py, L) + M(Py)
1
F(P.L) + M(P,)

x WIB(P;, P;) B (P)+ -,

(89)
|

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

where once again we have left implicit the summed
angular-momentum and channel indices, and where the
ellipses denotes contributions that do not contribute to the
Fourier transform that we perform in the next step. These
unimportant terms include the infinite-volume correlation
function as well as terms where the weak current is attached
to either A or B*. The expression for the right-hand side of
Eq. (89) is straightforward to understand. For each two-
particle state one obtains a factor of [F~'(P; L)+
M(P;)]™" and the two states are then coupled by the
infinite-volume transition amplitude. To be able to compare
this representation of the correlation function to Eq. (87) we
must perform two Fourier transforms, one each in P; 4 and
Py 4. In each transform we pick up the residues of all poles
defined by det[F~'(P,L)+ M(P)] =0. The neglected
terms in which the weak current couples to either A or
B* will contain only one factor of [F~'(P, L) + M(P)]~".
Thus although they contribute to one contour integral they
do not contribute to the other and thus not to our final result.

Using Eq. (86) we arrive at our final expression for the
mixed-time-momentum correlator, in the absence of 1 +
J — 1 subprocesses:

Ci2 M (xp4 = yarys — %14, PiPy) = L3Ze_E"f (57:4=34) p=Ey, (ya=3ia)

ngng

X A*(Enp Pf)R(Enf’ Pf)WlB(Pf’ Pi)R(En[» Pi)B* (En,-s Pi)' (90)

We are now ready give an expression for [(E, P, L|J(0)|E, P; L)],. Equating Eqs. (87) and (90) one finds

| A*(E,, . P))R(E, . P )W (P, P)R(E, . P)B" (E,.P,)

(E, .PsLIT(0)E, P, L), = —

ne>

Here we have used that the parametrically different time
dependence allows one to match the coefficients term by
term. We now stress an important point common to all
analyses of this type. The momentum-space form of the
correlator, Eq. (89), is only valid if P, and P; satisfy

—P2=-P;-P*=E*’-P’=E? <A\’ (92

where A is the lowest lying three- or four-particle threshold
not accounted for in our formalism. For this reason, even
though the expression contains an infinite tower of poles,
the poles for which —P?> = E*? > A? suffer from neglected
power-law corrections, due to on-shell multiparticle inter-
mediate states. We can nevertheless formally perform the
contour integral to reach Eq. (90), but with the caveat that
only the terms with E, satisfying the criterion above
include all power-law finite-volume effects. Still we
can unambiguously match these terms between Egs. (87)

L [(0LA(0)|E,,. Py L)], [(E,,. P;. LIB(0)[0)],

o1

and (90). This leads to Eq. (91), which is valid up to e~"*
provided that E}, , E}, ;< A, where m is the lightest particle

mass in the spectrum.

In order to simplify the right-hand side of this equation,
we use an observation made in our previous work [43]. The
residue matrices, R, have only one nonzero eigenvalue and
can thus be written as an outer product

R(E,,.P;) = A E], (93)

where E; is understood as a column vector in our combined
angular-momentum and channel space.

We now apply this identity, first in the case where the
initial- and final-channel spaces are the same and the
incoming and outgoing states have the same energy and
momentum. Then the denominator can be replaced using
Eq. (84),
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PYW!B(pP, P)R(E,,P)B*(E,,P)
,P)R(E,,P)B*(E,,P)

1 A*(E,,P)R(E,

(E, P LIT OB, P.L)], = 7 T

= %METWIB(P, P)E
= —Tr[W'B(P, P)R(E,,P)]. (94)

If the initial- and final-channel spaces are distinct or if the current injects energy or momentum, we must multiply the
denominator of Eq. (91) with its complex conjugate to be able to use Eq. (84). Following similar steps as above one finds

1
(En, - Py LIT ()| E,, Py, L)} = 75 TR(E,, . BYWIE (P P)R(E,, . P )W (P, P)]. (95)
Of course these equations must be consistent when E, = E, =E,,

= iTr[R(E,,

(E,.P.LIT(0)|E,.P.L)]} 76 PYW!B(P, P)R(E, . PYW'E(P, P)] (96)

1
= E/IZ[ETWIB(P, P)EE'W'B(P, P)E

- (%Tr[WIB(P, P)R(E,. P)])z. (97)

We have implicitly assumed equivalent channel spaces here by using the same E for the initial and final states.

Finally we comment that the absolute signs of matrix elements are not physical observables, so the lack of sign
information in Eq. (95) does not directly imply missing physical information. However, the relative sign between matrix
elements is observable. To access this, we evaluate the matrix elements of two distinct currents 7, and [J ¥ between the same
initial and final states. This leads to two versions of Eq. (91) with different transition amplitudes VV, and W, on the right-
hand side. Taking the ratio of these two equalities we find (see also Ref. [42])

(E,,. Py, L|T(0)|E,,. P;, )],
(E,,. P, LIT,(0)|E,,. P;, L)],

- A*(Enf’ Pf)R(En ’ Pf)WlB(Pf’ )R(En,’ l) (En,v Pl)
A*(En_[’ Pf)R(Enp Pf)WlB(Pﬂ ) (En,v l) (En,vv Pi)

_XR(E,, P,«)Wi‘*(Pf, IR(E,. P)x|

where y; and y, are two generic vectors in our combined
angular-momentum and channel space. These can be freely
chosen at the user’s convenience.

We close this subsection by commenting that Eq. (95)
closely resembles our 1+ 7 — 2 result [43]. One can in
fact reproduce the 1+ J — 2 result from Ref. [43] by
replacing R(E,,P;) with the appropriate one-particle
propagator residue 1/(2E, ). In this limit, the residue
becomes a one-dimensional matrix in angular momentum
and channel space. Thus the trace above is converted to a
product of a row vector, a matrix, and a column vector, all
defined in the combined angular momentum and channel
space of the outgoing particle pair. In the next subsection
we see that, in the presence of 1+ 7 — 1 contributions,
the expression for the two-body matrix element deviates
substantially from that for the 1+ J — 2 system.

.
T (98)

[

B. Three-point functions and matrix elements: (b) For
general theories including 1+ J — 1 contributions

Having worked through the three-point function in the
absence of 14 7 — 1 subprocesses, we now proceed to
determine the more complicated and realistic scenario. As
discussed extensively in Secs. II and III B, this case is
complicated by the appearance of singularities in the
infinite-volume transition amplitude and by new finite-
volume functions. The important distinction between the
full three-point correlation function, Fig. 8, and the
simplified version without a 147 — 1 amplitude,
Fig. 12, is the presence of finite-volume two-particle loops
with the current coupling to one of the particles in the loop.
This is depicted in Fig. 10 and the separation of finite-
volume effects for these sections of diagrams is given by
Eq. (62). The task of this section is to break all of the

013008-20



RELATIVISTIC, MODEL-INDEPENDENT, MULTICHANNEL ...

diagrams of Fig. 8 into finite- and infinite-volume parts
and then to sum the terms into a useful expression. To
achieve this we must use Eq. (62) for the two-particle
loops with the weak insertion and must dress this
expression on both sides by a series of finite-volume
two-particle loops scattered by Bethe-Salpeter kernels.
This same series also dresses the weak kernel as discussed
in the previous section.

In the analysis of the previous subsection, we argued that
the only diagrams with poles in both E; and E are those
with at least one factor each of F(P;, L) and F(P;,L). In
the present case, however, other types of poles arise due to
the presence of the current and the corresponding finite-
volume function, G(L). For example, the sum of all terms

|

CE2 Py Py) = CH(PLPY) + -

CLip(Pi. Pr) = A*(P))[G - W|B*(P;) — A*(Py)[G - w]M(P;)

—A*(Py) 1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

with no insertions of F(P;, L) and F(P, L) and exactly
one insertion of G(L) gives
CI2(Pi, Py) = A*(Py)[G - wIB"(Pi) + -+ (99)

Note that this term has poles in both E; and E; at the
energies of two free particles in finite volume. If this term is
Fourier transformed in isolation it will give Euclidean-time
exponentials which decay according to these free-particle
energies. As we see below, these poles cancel against poles
in the terms not yet considered.

We now combine this with the set of all terms which
have some number of insertions of either F(P; L) or
F(P;, L) but not both. These sum to give

(100)

1 *
F~Y(P, L)+ M(P,) B (Pi) (101)
M(Py)[G - w|B*(Py), (102)

where the subscript “FP” stands for free poles. Here the first
term has free particle poles in both E; and E; the second
has interacting and free poles in E; and free poles in E,
respectively; and the third is as the second but with E; and
E exchanged. Thus the Fourier transform of all three terms
gives unphysical time dependence. This will be canceled by
the final set of important terms, to which we now turn.
We now include those terms which have at least one
insertion of both F(P;, L) and F(P, L). Focusing first on
those which have exactly one factor of each, we find that
four types of terms can appear between the two F factors
(1) terms described by infinite-volume diagrams where
the 1+ 7 — 1 transition amplitude is inserted
between two Bethe-Salpeter kernels in an integrated
two-particle loop,
(2) terms described by infinite-volume diagrams which
include the weak current via a weak Bethe-Salpeter
|

FY(P. L)+ M(P))

[

kernel, inserted in some chain of strong-interaction
Bethe-Salpeter kernels,

terms in which a factor of G(L) separates the initial
and final states,

terms described by infinite-volume diagrams where
the 1 + J — 1 transition is directly adjacent to one
of the F insertions.

Looking to Eq. (62) above, we see that this final class of
terms necessarily contains an insertion of ;. Recall that this
denotes a subtraction of the long distance poles that we have
discussed throughout. This is shown explicitly in Egs. (47)
and (48) above. Thinking of J4 as an operator which
encodes the instruction to remove this on-shell divergence,
it is convenient to extend the definition to act as the identity
on any diagram that does not contain a current coupling to an
external leg. Then the result for all terms with one factor each
of F(P;,L) and F(Py,L) can be written

(©))
“)

CL2(Pyi, Py) = A*(P)[=F (Py, L)|(6aW(Py. Pi)ous + M(P)[G - wlM(P:))[=F(P;, L)|B*(P;) + -+, (103)
= AY(Pp)[=F (P, L)Wy g (P, Pi, L)[=F(Pi, L)|B*(P;) + - -, (104)
where
Weat(Pr.Pi. L) = We(Py, Py) + M(P)[G(L) - w](Py, Pi)M(P)), (105)
Watsabiemt-em(Prs Pr) = 8atWap (P P)Sat) pruvsom- (106)

We have left the indices implicit for all terms in Eq. (105).
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The definition of W, in terms of the d4; operator is very compact, so we now take some time to explain this quantity in
detail by relating it to the standard 2 + J — 2 transition amplitude, WV. The first step is to contract with spherical

harmonics:

Wdf;ab(vap’Pivk) = 4”Y*'m/(f)Zf)Wdf;ab;f’m’;fm(Pf7Pi)Yf,m(RZi>'

(107)

Note that we have defined the quantity on the left-hand side with all vectors in the finite-volume frame. As is apparent from
the expression on the right-hand side, all vectors are on-shell, meaning that the true degrees of freedom are only E%, E7, IA)Zf

and 12’,;,». We next add back in the long distance poles to reach the standard transition amplitude:

Wap(Py, p, Py, k)
= Wat.ap(Py, p, Pis k)

o

f/f 47TYf//m//<kZ/f) Y;fmf (k;;/f)

= Ca4nY (D) Madt o mym, (Py) [‘I*J
a J

k

2a)a'sf(Ef -

4”Yf}.m}.(kzlf)Y;fmf(kjl’f)

k¥ %r N
{ Zf] Warso2it ymyem(Pps Pi)Y e (Kpy)

WDy y — Og'sf + l€) qa’f

*¥ 17
/ f
— §H/4ﬂY;/m’(ﬁ:f)Maal;ﬂm/;f}m'f (Pf) [q%f:|
. af

26)a'sf(Ef -
4nYp,,

I_C*If ff

a ~
— Wyaptpmeem (P, P)Y o (=K
_a’sf _a’g i€) |:q:;’f:| a sbl,t’fmf,fm< f z) fm( bl)

. pi.%
= EpdnY 3 (D )Warky vierm-om (P Pi) {L}

2wb’ti(Ei — Wy — Opy + ie)

{(f’;/i)yfimi(f)z/i> p*,. i A
: L]f l} Myt mem(Pi)Y em(Kp;)
Vi

Ty
l_’Zu} 7

- §b’4ﬂY}/m/(‘f’Zf)Walb't;f’m';f;m; (Pf7 P;) [q*
i

where

Wy = \/(Pf —Kk)? +m?,,

Wgn =1/ (P = k)* +m2,,

wyai =4/ (P = p)* + mj,,

Wy = \/(Pf -p)’+ mi’z’

Note that the bars over omegas denote exchanging k —
P;—P; + k orp — P; — P; + p. This notation is required
to denote the separate terms arising from the current
attaching to each external leg. These definitions are closely
related to those of Egs. (51) and (52) above, but here with p
in place of k in certain cases.

Here we have also introduced various starred momenta
k*, p* and g*, with various subscripts and other decora-
tions. Some of these quantities have been introduced above,
but we review the entire set here. We first recall that g, 7

is the magnitude of CM frame momentum for one of
the particles with masses m,; and m,, and total four-
momentum P [see also Eq. (32)]. This is distinct from &, -
which is the magnitude of the spatial part of (@, Ky f),

4”Y*;m;(f)2’i)Yf,-mi (f);;’l) pz’i fiM (P )Y (R* )
2wy i(E; — @y — Oy + i€) |Gy, prtm e
(108)
wy1 = /K> +m2,, (109)
(Da’lf = \/(Pf - P,' + k)2 + mi/l’ (110)
Wy =\/P* +mp,, (111)
By = \/(Pi —P; +p)’+m,. (112)

I
given by boosting (@, s, Py —k) with boost velocity
—P; /E ¢ The direction of k7, ’ also appears in the second
and third lines of Eq. (108), inside some of the spherical
harmonics. We stress that both incoming mesons in channel
b, with momenta k and P; — k, are on-shell. This means
that if we boost these with —P;/E; then the magnitude of
each particle’s spatial momenta is kj; = g;;. This is a
constraint on k that must be satisfied in Eq. (108). However
in the discussion of k, s and g, . we are using different
masses (those of channel @’ instead of b) and a different
boost (-P;/E, instead of —P;/E;). For this reason,
generally k(’;,f # QZ/f- The two coincide only when the

pole in the second line of Eq. (108) diverges. We have also
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introduced l_cz, g and lA(Z/ ¢ As with the barred omegas, the

bars here indicate that k is to be exchanged with
P, —P; + k. These new quantities are thus the magnitude
and direction, respectively, of (@, o Kk, f), given by
boosting (@,,7.Py—P;+k) with boost velocity —P/E.
At this stage we have completely specified all momenta in
the second and third lines of Eq. (108). The definitions in
the remaining lines are the same, but with &’ in place of d’,
p in place of k and i and f everywhere switched.

In Eq. (108), sums over the intermediate channels, a’ and
b’, as well as the particles in the primed channel, s and 7, are
understood. We recall that w,,, is defined for all channels
but must vanish if the channels do not contain a common
particle, or if the 1 + 7 — 1 transition does not couple the
channels. Given this convention, the form of Eq. (108) is
valid for all types of channels, for identical and non-
identical particles. In the case of identical particles, the two
one-body currents w,,; and w,,;, are identical functions,
but both terms must be included since the external particles
carry distinct momenta. However the sum over s and ¢ still
counts each of these contributions twice and for this reason
the symmetry factors must be included to remove the
redundancy. It is unfortunate that the definition takes such a
complicated form, given that the basic idea (shown in

|

CL2(Pi.Py) = CLp(Pi. Py) + CEIR (P Py) + .

1
Clip(Pi, Pp) = A*(Py)

F—'(Pf,L)+M(}Df)WL*‘”(PJ”P">

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

Fig. 7) is straightforward. The main sources of complica-
tion are the two different frames and the need to include
ratios of k*/¢*, to avoid spurious singularities near k* = 0.

The quantities defined in Eqs. (105) and (106) are central
to the main result of this paper. The first of these, Wy g4, can
be directly extracted from finite-volume matrix elements
using Eq. (120) below. To convert this to the physical,
infinite-volume, two-to-two transition amplitude, W, two
steps are needed. First one uses Eq. (61) and (105) to go
from W 4 to the divergence-free infinite-volume quantity
Wys. This requires evaluating G(L), as outlined in
Appendix B, and combining this with on-shell values of
M and w. Finally to go from Wy to the physical
observable, VW, one must add back in the poles as dictated
by Eq. (106). As with the evaluation of the G(L )-dependent
term, this requires knowledge of on-shell M and w.
Together with Eq. (120) below, this prescription represents
a model-independent, relativistic-field-theory approach for
determining V from finite-volume observables.

To complete our calculation of C3~%(P;, P;) we must
now include all terms which contain any number of factors
of F(P;,L) and F(P;,L). Given Eq. (104), this modifi-
cation is trivially implemented in analogy to the case of the
previous subsection. Combining terms we reach our final
result for the momentum-space, finite-volume correlator

(113)

B*(P;), (114)

F~Y(P;,L) + M(P;)

where the subscript “IP” stands for interacting poles. Here the ellipsis denotes contributions that have no poles in either E;
or E; (or both) and thus do not contribute to the Fourier transform that we perform in the next step.

We now argue that only the poles from [F~'(P;, L) + M(P;)|™" and [F~'(P;, L) + M(P;)]™" inside C;33(P;. Py)
contribute in the Fourier transform. This is because all free-particle poles cancel between the two terms in Eq. (113). For

example if both E; and E are near free-particle poles then

1

CHbP.L ) = A° (PG WIB(P) = A" (PG WIMIB) 5 (P
— A*(Pf) WM(P‘f)[G . W]B* (Pi), (1 15)
- —A*(Pf)[G -w|B*(P;), (116)
and
Crp(Pi,Py) — A*(Pf)ﬁpf)WL,df(Pf»Pi)ﬁB*(Pi) — A*(Py)[G - w]B*(P;), (117)

resulting in perfect cancellation between the terms.
Similar cancellations occur if one of either E; or E; is
near a free pole and the other is near an interacting
pole.

We deduce that the Fourier transform of Eq. (113) is
given by summing over the residues from the poles of
[FH(Pi.L) + M(P))]™! and  [F7'(Py. L) + M(Py)]™!
inside of C773(P;, P;) only. This is exactly the prescription
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used in the Fourier transform of the previous subsection
where WWB has no poles and the full contribution with E;
and E; poles has the form of C73(P;, Py). It follows that
all of the Fourier-transformed results from the previous
|

1 AY(E,, PR(E,, P)Woa(Ps, P L)R(E, . P)B" (E,,, P)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

subsection [Eq. (90) on] can be used here with the simple
modification WIB — Wy q¢- For example from Eq. (91)
we obtain the master equation for two-body matrix
elements

[En Py LIT(O)|E,, Pio L] = 5

[{01A(0)|E,,. Py. L)] [(E,,. P;. L|BT(0)[0)],

(118)

Following the steps taken in deriving Eqgs. (119) and (120) this can be used to derive the relation between the finite-volume
matrix elements of an external current and W; 4. In the case of equivalent in and out channel spaces, with no energy or

momentum inserted by the current, we find

In the case of nonequivalent states we reach

1
[{En. P, LT (0)|E,, P, L)], = 75 Tr[Wp ae(P. P.L)R(E,. P)]. (119)
1
(E,, . Pr. LIT(0)|E,, Pi, L)} = FTr[R(En[»Pi)WL,df(PivPf’L)R(Enfva)WL,df(PﬁPivL)]' (120)
Finally we find that the ratio of matrix elements of two currents satisfies
[<Enfv va L‘jx(0)|En,-’ Pi’ L>]L - X}R(Enfv Pf>WL,df.x(va Pi’ L)R(En,-7 Pz))(} (121)

(E,, . Pr LIT(0)E, P L), yiR(E, . P)Wy g, (Py. Pi. LYR(E, . P)y|

where, as above, y; and y, are general vectors in the space
of R.

Unlike the result in the absence of 1 + 7 — 1, Eq. (120)
no longer resembles the 1 + 7 — 2 result of Ref. [43]. The
nonzero value of w leads to the definition of a new object,
W, 4¢» which includes the desired infinite-volume quantity
Wys as well as finite-volume effects. One can nonetheless
recover the 1+ 7 — 2 result from Eq. (120), by first
setting w = 0 and then taking the steps discussed in the last
paragraph of the previous subsection.

Finally, we reemphasize that the matrices appearing on
the right-hand side of Eqs. (118)—(121) are formally infinite
dimensional. To apply this result in the analysis of a LQCD
calculation, it is necessary to truncate these to a finite
subspace. This is justified at low energies where the
contributions from higher angular-momentum states are
suppressed. More precisely w, M, and Wy, are all smooth
functions, which should induce a uniformly convergent
partial wave expansion. As mentioned above, truncating an
expansion of ¥V would not be justified due to long distance
singularities. We discuss this truncation and other simplify-
ing limits in the next section.

VI. SIMPLIFYING LIMITS

In this section we consider various simplifying limits of
the general result, derived in the last section. We begin by
taking the energies considered to be very close to the lowest

1

|
two-particle threshold. In this case, the infinite-volume
quantities w, M and Wy, are all dominated by their
S-wave values. We thus drop all higher partial waves in
the matrices Walbl;f’m’;fm(vaPi)’ Mab;f’m’;fm(P) and
Wat.abe'm'em(Pr, P;). The second consequence of near-
threshold energies is that only the lowest two-particle
channel is open. In discussing this system it is convenient
to introduce the shorthand

wii (P, P;) = Waip1:0000(Prs Pi)s (122)
M(P) = Mab;OO;OO(P)’ (123)
Wat (P, Pi) = Warap00:00 (P Pi).- (124)

We comment here that, for a scalar form factor, symmetry
and on-shell constraints guarantee that w only depends on
(P; — P;)* and thus not on k. In this case, the truncation of
w to the S-wave is exact. Since all matrices have been
reduced to one dimension, the trace may be dropped from
Eq. (120):

(E,,. Py LIT(0)|E,,. P;. L) [

1
= ER(EHK’ Pl)WL.df(Pn Pfa L)R(Enf, Pf)

X WL_df<vaPi7L)' (125)
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In addition, the residue matrix ‘R can be simplified significantly:

0 -1 0 -

R(E,,P) = |-=(F'(P,L) + M(P)) = —|M*(P)==(F(P,L) + M~'(P)) : (126)
aE E=E, aE E=E,

=-¢ q sinzéemﬂ(cotqﬁd + cotd) B (127)

87E* OE EE,

| 9 4 B
= — b , 128
o pp o (128)
where F' = F ,o.,00 is understood and where we have introduced the S-wave Liischer pseudophase
q*

topd = ReF(P,L). 129
cotgl = ¢ Lo ReF(P.1) (129)

Here we have also used the relation between scattering amplitude M and scattering phase shift 6, given in Eq. (73) above.
Substituting this result for R into Eq. (125) and rearranging gives

[e™ W at(Pi, Py, L)e™][e™ Wy 4 (P, Py, L)e™]

8rE}SaEL [ O, } [a . ]
= — ) o
aE i [ Wira, ., |og "+

OE;
We thus see that a naive Lellouch-Liischer-like proportionality factor arises between the finite- and infinite-volume
quantities. Since the right-hand side of this expression is manifestly pure real, this result also suggests a Watson-like
theorem for W, 4, namely that its complex phases are the strong scattering phases associated with the incoming and
outgoing two-particle states.
Finally the relations among W 4, Wy and W reduce to

L°|E,,. Py, LT (0)|E,,. P, L)[7.
E,=E !

i—Hin

(130)

1 M(P)wyy (P, Pj) M(P;)
P ) Pi’ k — F = -y N
WPy p-Pik) = Wi §[L3 z] 20120y 20%y,(Ef — ) — b, + i€)(E;

/ / .
- 0| — b, + i€)

M(Pf)wll(vaPi)M(Pi)

e

Kk’

Wll(Pf’Pi>

20520) 20,(Ey — @' p — @) + i€)(E; — @); — w) + ie)

- ()|

wii(Py, P;)

2“)1f(Ef - wlf — ) + l€)

Wy (Py, P;) }
2(7)2f(Ef — (;)1 - (7)2f + l€)

- [Zwli(Ei

where £ is required to avoid double counting in the case of
identical particles. The top two lines here give the ex-
pression for Wy; in terms of W, 4 and the reduced form of
Mw - GJM. In comparison to our general result, this gives
a relatively simple prescription for accessing the physical
observable, VW. We stress here that the result does not imply
finite-volume poles in V. The relation is only valid at the
energies of the interacting spectrum, which generally differ
from those of the free theory.

We emphasize also that the S-wave-only approximation has
not been applied directly to V and that doing so would not
make sense. The poles in Eq. (131) still depend on directional
degrees of freedom, so that the full 2 + J — 2 transition

—a)]i—CL)2+i€>

) i) 3

26)21'(Ei - 6)] - 6)2,' + l€)

|
amplitude receives contributions from all angular momenta.
This is expected, since the long distance parts guarantee that
all partial waves give important contributions, even arbitrarily
close to the lowest threshold. By working with a truncation
only on w, M and Wgy; we have reached a solvable system,
without requiring the ill-motivated truncation of W directly.
Next, it is instructive to take the noninteracting limit on
our truncated result, Egs. (130) and (131). Here we first turn
to the case where the 1+ 7 — 1 transition is absent,
discussed in Sec. VA. This special case can be reached
from Eqs. (130) and (131) by setting w = 0. If we do so, and
additionally take the strong interaction to vanish completely,
then our result reduces to
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87E; 8rE;}
WIB(Pnf,Pan,.,k)z — fL |:i¢d:| [
E,=E,

an$ an¢ |OEf

We next substitute

8rE;, iqu _ 3
qx¢ |OE E=E, OE

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

and also substitute the matrix element definition for W18, Eq. (13) above, to reach

2601 2602]'L6

I/nf

[(Py, p,out| T (0)| Py, k, in)| = \/

where v, counts the number of physically distinguishable
finite-volume states with energy E,,. The value of v,, depends
on E, and P and also on whether or not the particles are
identical or nonidentical, and degenerate or nondegenerate.
Consider, for example, the case that P = 0 and the energy
coincides with \/(2z/L)? + m} + /(2x/L)?> + m3. Then
v =6 for nonidentical particles and v = 3 for identical
particles. In the definition of F this difference arises from the
symmetry factor £. But the difference also reflects a physical
property of the particles, namely the number of degenerate
states. As a second example we consider P = (2z/L)Z and

suppose the energy coincides with \/2(2z/L)* + m} +

\/(2z/L)* + m3. Here three different scenarios arise, for
nonidentical nondegenerate particles v = 4, for nonidentical

degenerate particles v = 8 and for identical particles v = 4.
In all cases this value emerges from direct evaluation of
Eq. (133), and is equal to the number of physically
distinguishable finite-volume states.

0
sE | LUE, R LT O, Pl (13
=E,, i E,=E,,
2w, 20,L3
(ReF)—l] — ZO0120 (133)
E=E, Un
2w, 20,; LS
\/ ]I/ 2 |<En/7 Pf9L|j(O)|En,»’Pi7L>|L7 (134)

|

We now show how Eq. (134) can be confirmed by
directly calculating the matrix elements on both sides in
the free theory. In particular, we argue that the prefactor
on the right-hand side arises solely from the different
normalization between finite- and infinite-volume states.
Here two differences in the normalization must be
accommodated. First, the finite-volume states that encode
information about S-wave scattering are constructed as
symmetric combinations of the v degenerate states with
different individual particle momenta:

1

|E.P.L) =
Vn

> IE.P-k.k.L). (135)
k

The finite-volume states on the right-hand side here have
definite individual particle momenta, P — k and k, and
the states on both sides have unit normalization.
Substituting Eq. (135) into Eq. (134) we find

|<Pf1 D, 0ut|._7(0)|Pl, k, 1n>| = \/26012602]0146\/20)126()2iL6|<Enf, Pf - P, p,L‘j(O”Enl, Pi - k, k,L>|L (136)

Note that, since we have restricted attention to the S-wave dominated amplitude, we have v, v, identical terms which, when
combined with the normalization factor of Eq. (135), perfectly cancel the v factors in Eq. (134). The remaining factor arises
because the finite-volume states have unit normalization whereas the infinite-volume states satisfy

(E',P'.K',a|E.P Kk, a)

=20, 2w,(27)°[8° (k — k') (P—k =P +K') +5(a)d’(k — P + K')&* (P -k —k')], (137)
where §(a) = 1 if the particles are identical and O otherwise.

We now return to the case where 1 + 7 — 1 is included, and examine how this affects the noninteracting limit. We begin
by defining

Wconn(Pnf’ P, P”i’ k) = lim

WPy, p, Pi, k),
M=0.E=E,, E;=E,, ar(Py, . Pis k)

(138)
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wii(Py, P;)
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Wy (P f»P i)

267)1}((Ef - &)lf - 67)2 + l€)

2a)2f(Ef - — wa -+ l€)

= li P, p,P; P
M—»O,E‘-:IEI“I;.E[:EW {W( f P, i, k) + M( f) |:
N [ wi(Pr, P;) wa(Py, P;) ] (P)}
26)1,’(E,- —®; — W0 + i€> 2w2i(Ei —w — Wy + i€) i) (>

Wdisc(Pnf’ p’Pn,v’ k) =

>

lim E
M=0.E=E, E=E,

(139)

K
(Pf)W22(Pf’Pi)M(Pi)

X
<2w'1 2005 205, (
M(Pf)wll(Pf,Pi)M(Pi)

E; — w) — 0y + i€)(E; — ) — w); + ie)

+

20520 20,(Ef — @y — 0 + i€)(E; — @), — @) + i€)

Then the generalization of Eq. (134) can be written

. 2(01 2a)2fL6 2601 2w2iL6

>. (140)

(Wconn(Pn/vpan,wk) + Wdisc(Pnf’p»Pni’k))z -

To show that this is the correct result in the noninteracting
limit, we must argue that the various contractions of the
finite-volume matrix element on the right-hand side pre-
cisely generate the terms on the left. These contractions can
be divided into two parts, those which are connected, given
by W.onn» and those which are disconnected, given by W ;..

The connected contributions should generate the non-
interacting version of the fully connected transition ampli-
tude, WV, described in Sec. II and summarized in Fig. 5.
Note that, in the noninteracting limit, there is no distinction
between W and Wy, since all terms in their difference
contain factors of M. However, a subtlety arises in
Eq. (138), because we are taking the limit with energies
fixed at one of the values in the finite-volume spectrum. In

ne

(E,, . Py LIT(0)|E, . Pi. L)[F.  (141)

Uy,

|

contain no contributions from these terms, we deduce that
the correct definition is reached by the limit applied not to
W but rather to the divergence-free version, as indicated.
We conclude that W, is precisely the full set of
connected diagrams, with one insertion of 7(0), in the
noninteracting limit. In fact, the only diagram (class of
diagrams) that persists in this limit is the contact interaction
within the weak Bethe-Salpeter kernel [the first term in
Fig. 5(c) inserted into the last term in the first line of
Fig. 5(a)]. Turning to the disconnected parts, we begin by
evaluating Wg;.. To do so we note that in the limit of
vanishing interactions the energy shift vanishes as

L32w12a)2(E — | — 0)2) -

this limit the difference between YW and Wy does not v M(P) + OM(P)].  (142)
vanish, since the vanishing of the scattering amplitude is
compensated by the divergence of the intermediate poles.  Substituting this into the definition of Wy,
Since we know that the noninteracting version of YV should  Eq. (140), gives
|
_ e @) (1
Wdisc(Pnf’p’Pni’k) = —U[za)lynﬂWZZ(Pf’Pi) + 2w2Unfiwll(Pf’Pi)]’ (143)
ne¥n;

where yﬁ,zf) [vf,lf?] is the number of finite-volume momenta, K, for which both E; — @ — w; and E; — @ —w,¢ (E; — 0, —
and Ey — ;s — w,) vanish. This is indeed exactly the form of the disconnected, 1+ J — 1, contribution to the finite-
volume matrix element. For example, assuming the particles are nonidentical and focusing on the w,, term, we reach

Up, Uy
W22<va Pi)2 = —( n(jz);‘z 2w2f20)2iL6|<Enf7 Py, L|\7(0)|En;v Pi7L>|%.ldisc'
Uny,

(144)

To see that the normalization has again been correctly accommodated we substitute Eq. (135) to reexpress the right-hand

(2)

side in terms of definite momentum states. We receive contributions from v, fi

normalization factors this then gives

different terms. Together with the
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W22(Pf, Pi)z == 20)2f2a)2,L6|<Pf - k, L, 2|j(0)|Pl - k,L, 2>|2

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)
(145)

Here the states on the right-hand side are single-particle finite-volume states. We conclude that the noninteracting limit of
our general result gives the correct prediction, also in the case that the 1 + 7 — 1 transition is included. If the particles are
identical then Eq. (143) becomes

(2)

Wdisc(Pnfv p’Pn,-’k) = v n: 2w1L3W22(Pf7Pi)’ (146)
ne¥n;
|
and substituting into Eq. (141) again gives Eq. (145). £,0) = pr(nf)z(k) £.my), (147)
Our final simplification of this section concerns sub- .
duction of the final result into irreps of the relevant
symmetry group. If the total three-momentum of the system  (phore ij’:ﬁ are the standard Wigner-D matrices and R is an

vanishes then this is the octahedral group, denoted LG(0).
Otherwise the symmetry breaks to a little group, denoted
LG(P). In either case the residue matrices, R, can be block

diagonalized using the subduction coefficients obtained in

Refs. [78-80]. These are denoted S%’lp’l’l”

angular momentum, parity and helicity of the infinite-
volume states, and A, y are the irrep and row of interest for
the finite-volume states. In this work we have written all
angular momentum quantities in terms of £, m,. Since the
intrinsic spin of the individual particles discussed in this
work is zero, £ = J. The |£, m,)-basis is related to the
¢, A)-basis via a unitary transformation

where J, P, A are

active rotation from the Z-axis to the direction of the total
momentum of the two-particle system. Once R has been
rotated to the helicity basis then S can be used to block
diagonalize
SRS" =Ry, ®Rpy @ - DRy, . (148)

where we assume that the angular-momentum space has
been truncated, such that R overlaps n different irreps.

Finally note that one may formally attach projectors Py,
to the current, 7, in order to subduce the full relation,
Eq. (120), to a particular irrep

|<Enf’Pf7LvAfhuflj(o”En,»?Pi7LvAi’/‘i>|%

1 At A
- FTr[RAiM,-(En,-’ Pi)WL,gf i (P:. Py, L)RA/M/ (E

where

A A
WL,gf " (Pi’ Pf’ L) = PAiﬂi [SWL,df<Pi’ Pf’ L)ST}PA/'W"
(150)

and similar with i and f exchanged. This expression
demonstrates which elements of the transition amplitude
contribute to a finite-volume matrix element with finite-
volume states in a given irrep.

VII. FINAL REMARKS AND CONCLUSION

In this work we have presented the first model-indepen-
dent relation between two-body matrix elements and
infinite volume 2 + J — 2 transition amplitudes. The main
result, Eq. (120), shows a multiplicative relation between
finite- and infinite-volume observables. We find that a great
deal of new technology is required here relative to the
derivation for 1 4+ 7 — 2 processes in Refs. [42,43]. This
is manifested, in part, by a new type of finite-volume

ApppNip;
POW, o " (Py P L)), (149)

ng»

|

function, which first appeared in Sec. III B. Our final result,
which holds for energies below the lowest open three- or
four-particle threshold, accommodates any number of open
two-particle channels. By including all angular momentum
states we can also quantify the effects of reduced rotational
symmetry, encoded in the mixing of different partial waves
via our finite-volume functions.

In order to implement this result in analyzing two-body
matrix elements obtained from LQCD, one needs to first
determine the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude, M and the 1 +
J — 1 transition amplitude, w. The former is accessible
from the two-body spectrum using the Liischer formalism
(or extensions thereof) and the latter can be obtained
directly from one-body three-point functions. Given these,
one can use an appropriate truncation of Eq. (120) to arrive
at the infinite-volume divergence-free transition amplitude,
Ws. This can be used to determine )V since the diver-
gence-free and full transition amplitudes only differ by
terms which depend on on-shell M and w. This multistep
procedure is summarized in Fig. 2.
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The presence of the divergence-free transition ampli-
tude in our final result is conceptually related to the
divergence-free quantity arising in the analysis of three-
body systems by Hansen and Sharpe in Refs. [19,20]. We
suspect this is a very general observation. These other-
wise unrelated systems both include experimentally
observable subprocesses, giving rise to diagrams which
contain two such processes separated by a long-lived
intermediate state. In the present case one finds diagrams
where two particles scatter and then propagate for an
interval before one couples to the external current [see
Fig. 6(b)]. Similarly, the three-body sector includes
diagrams where two (or more) pairwise scatterings are
separated by potentially on-shell propagators. Similar
divergences will be present for any tree-level process
where intermediate particles go on-shell (as well as
higher-order diagrams in certain cases).

As we discuss in the Introduction, other approaches
for studying multiparticle matrix elements have been
proposed. One aim of future work should be to relate
the different approaches where possible. For example, it
would be interesting to reproduce the 1/L expansion of
Ref. [44] by directly expanding our result in powers of
inverse volume. It would also be instructive to connect
our result with that of Ref. [41]. This would require
applying some analog of the analytic continuation

|

1 B w*
way +i€)  E*(qy

20, (E — gy — — k2 + ie)

al Oy
rsi-tip

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

studied in that reference to our relation. Such studies
would give better insight on the various techniques
available for studying these challenging systems.
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APPENDIX A: NUMERICALLY EVALUATING F

In this appendix we describe how to reduce and
numerically evaluate the kinematic function F that we
introduced in Sec. III A. We first note that it is more
convenient to rewrite this in an alternative form that
explicitly separates the real and imaginary parts of the ie
prescription. This is achieved with the identity

—ind(q2 — k)| + S (Al)

1
qi2 — ki?)

where S, is a smooth function that will be annihilated by the sum-integral difference. Here P denotes the

principal-value pole prescription.
into one:

4rY 4 (RE)Y?

xS Y o

'

Putting all the pieces together, we can rewrite Eq. (25) as

Fafm,u’f’m’(Pv L) = 6au’ ﬁfu |:6ff’5mm + lz

D) [ 007, (520 e (857 (52

We further reduce the expression by combining the two spherical harmonics

(A2)

Af”m”(q;;z;]‘)/d'Q‘Y;m(k*) 'm ”(kZ)Yf’m/(lEZ) ’ (AS)

f”+1
2w qa
where ¢4, (gi* L) is defined as
A . _ ' ki \/471Yfm(k*) Ad
Cufm(qa ’ - L’; k*z . ( )
- (’Ia
k
Alternatively, this function can be written in terms of the generalized zeta functions [12]
. Vi 2\ . Y g (B)
Corm(@isL) = },? <f> 20,1 (quL/27)?], Zopmlsix®] = Z m =

rePy
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where

1
Py= {rlrzy'1 <n—2A>,n € 23},

PL m2 mé?
A=-——(120a ™2 ;
2z < * E* )

y'p=y'p+pL=(E/E) '+ L.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 013008 (2016)

(A6)

(A7)

(A8)

and where p|; and p ; are the parallel and perpendicular components of p with respect to the fixed total momentum P. We
close by giving a particularly efficient form for evaluating these quantities [15],

Zoy,(1.67) =
“r repP, =X

where yp =yp; +p, and

G(x)= /0 drs

Y, (F 7 e i\’ , .
S Do st e [ i () S v

APPENDIX B: REDUCING G

In this appendix we describe how to reduce the complicated function G,

Gaffmf,a’f’/.m}.;b’f".m}bﬂmi (Pf’ Pi’ L)

=55 li 1 4ﬂYff’"f( af)Yf’ ’( af)
IR FE 2041 20,0 (Ef — @41 — @ + i€)
s .

1. Single degenerate channel, P;=P; = (iE.0), S-wave

To get started, we consider the simplest possible sce-
nario, a single channel of degenerate scalar particles with
total momenta P; = P, = (iE,0). As mentioned in the
main text, YV diverges for these kinematics. Nonetheless,
W is finite and constraining its value here could help to
determine the full 2 + 7 — 2 transition amplitude away
from this singular point. In this subsection we further
assume that scattering is dominated by the S-wave so that
all higher partial waves can be neglected. Then G reduces
to a single function of £ and L given by

G(E,L) = G(E, L) — G, (E), (B2)
where
Gs(E.L) L328w (E 12(0) (B3)
dk 1 1
Gi(E) = / Cr 8w (E-2wtiep BY

and where we have introduced the shorthand o =

VK? 4+ m?.

n#0
(A9)
-1
L (A10)
@) £+t 47sz§m;(lA(,’§i)Y;imi(lA(zi) <Q> f,-+f§' (B1)
Qr 20p;(E; — wpy — wp; + i€) \ q);

Our main task here is to reduce the integral. We begin by
rewriting the integral in terms of the magnitude and
direction. The latter is trivial and so we reach

4 1 1
G/E)=— | dkkK*————— :
1(E) (271')3A 8w’ (E = 2w+ i€)?| ,_/orws

(BS)

We now change variables, first by substituting dk =
(w/k)dw and then by shifting via x = w — E/2,

% 1
Gi(E) = [Ta) = (B6)
where a = E/2 — m and
1 Ver-m?
0= 5 | ®)
To reduce further we substitute f(x) = f(x —ie) — f(0) +
f(0) = g(x)(x —ie) + f(0) where g(x) = [f(x —ic) -

f(0)]/(x — ie) has the same analytic properties as f(x):
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% 1 S 1 S 1. £(0)
G,(E) = d 0 dx——==7P d - 0) ———=. BS§
(8= [ axals) 2450 [T ave o =P [ asalo) L+ ingf0) - (B8)
Substituting for g we conclude
0
77/ dx )—Hﬂf’( 0) — M (B9)
a
Finally we substitute the definition of f(x), Eq. (B7), and combine results to conclude
2 EZ 4 — 2 1
G(E.L)=—+5 Z P/ Vor —m \/ / 2 = 2
L 80° (E —20)* 2n 2E (E -2w)
n 1 VE4-m> 1 E?/4 + m? (B10)
5 —1 .
27 8E*(E/2—m) 2z, /E2 /4 — m? 4E3
|
This is our final form for the simplest version of G(E,L).  also P; = P; = P. The two particles within each channel

may, however, still be nondegenerate. As already men-
2. Single degenerate channel, general P; =Py, general  tioned in the previous subsection, YV diverges for these
angular momentum kinematics but it may nonetheless be useful to constrain
We now turn to the general case in which the poles  War- Unlike the previous subsection, here we also accom-
coincide for all k. This occurs whenever the particles of modate general angular momentum. Again we focus on
channel 1 have the same masses as those of channel 2 and ~ reducing the integral part of G,
|

Gl;ffmf,f}m’f;f;m;.fim, (P)

_/ dk 1 . axy (k*)Y* (k*)4 Y (k )Y* (f(*) k* f/+ff+fi+l’ﬂ; 1 2 (B]])
- (271')38@10) Y ¢y &', Y fim) £im; q (E—a)l—w2+ie) :

We begin by rewriting the integral as

dk* 1 1 2
G/(P)= | —=—FKk")(E — o] 5)? , B12
P = [ s PO =0+ 03 | e (B12)
where we have left the harmonic indices on G; implicit and where
(E -y + ) . (RO,
F(k*) = 4zY, 0 (KF)YE, , K*)4zY ;0 (K)Y%  (K*) | — . B13
( ) 4(0%(E*_CUT+CU§)2 T f/ [( ) f ( ) T fi i( ) fimi( ) q* ( )

Here we have also used the fact that dk /w; = dk*/w]. The next step is to rewrite the double pole in CM frame variables:
(E-o)* = 3 = [(E.P) = (0. k)> —m3 = [(E".0) = (0}, k") = m} = (E* - o})* — w3, (B14)

Substituting this into Eq. (B12) and also substituting

F(k*) = /de(k*), (B15)
then gives
o dk*k*? 1 F(k*)
G,(P) = . B16
1(P) A (27)3 20} (E* — 0} — w3 + ie)? (B16)
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The final step is to observe

1 _ H(k*) . (B17)
E'—w]—w;+ie q —k"+ice
where E* = \/m? + ¢*2 + \/m3 + ¢** and
k) = E T it wzi(Egzq—* cili—) 0y’ + 20jw3) (B13)
This equality follows from
(E? — 0} — 052 + 20 w3) (E? — 0} — 03 = 2wiw})
= E* + 2k + m} + m3)* — 2E2(2k*2 4+ m? 4+ m3) — 4(k*2 4+ m}) (k"2 4 m3)
= E* = 2E2(m?3 + m3) + m} + m3 — 2m3m3 — 4E*2k*?
— E? <E*2 —2(m? +md) + %) _4E2k
= 4E2(q? — k). (B19)
Finally, we can rewrite the integral as
o )2
G/(P) = /_q* dx {(’C(;;’J N ;)2 g Flx+q)H(x+ q*)? ﬁ (B20)

At this stage the integral be may reduced following the
method outlined after Eq. (B6) above.

3. General P; # Py

In this section we analyze G for all scenarios in which
the poles do not coincide. More precisely for all cases
|

GI;af me,d' ¢ .m' b m’ b im; (P 7Pi)
S 0 i

4ﬂYffmf(k2f)Y}/fmrf (kzr) (

s / dk 1
ety (27)? 2041 20,40 (Ef = 041 — @app + i€)

As we will see in the course of this analysis, it turns out that
one is justified to treat the two poles as independent single
poles. In other words, the fact that the two poles can diverge
simultaneously does not complicate the integral because the
region where they coincide is at most a one-dimensional
subspace of k space.

To see this in detail, first observe that the set of k for
which both poles diverge forms a one-(or-fewer)-
dimensional subspace of the three-dimensional k space.
One can visualize this by first recalling that, in the
incoming CM frame, the momentum for which E; — w;,; —
wy,; vanishes is a sphere with radius kj; = g;,;. Boosting
this to the finite-volume frame gives an ellipsoid in that

)f./""f}
i 2w1i(E; — @y — 04 + i€)

|
where the set of k for which both poles diverge is a one-
(or-fewer)-dimensional subspace of the three-dimensional
k space. This is the case whenever P; # P, or whenever
the current changes the incoming particle to a new
species with a different mass. As above our goal is to
simplify

4rY (k};) Yo (k) (kZ,) Ct)

2 B21
QZI' ( )

|
frame. Further, one can use the same analysis to define a
second ellipsoid, for the set of momentum for which E, —
w4 — @y vanishes. Finally, for P; # P, the intersection
of these two ellipsoids is a one-dimensional ellipse (or else
a point or an empty set).

The fact that the double-pole space has a lower dimen-
sion than the single-pole space implies that it is not
necessary to specially treat the case of both poles simulta-
neously diverging. In short, no special treatment is needed
because the difference between the double and single pole
expressions is measure zero and does not contribute to
the integral. This can be seen directly by evaluating the
integral. As a simple example consider
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1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1=
/ dx/ dy/ dz . . _/ dx/ dz —log {X+Z+ 16} (B22)
_1 - 1 x+z-—iex+y+z—ie 1 1 Xx+z-—le x+z—1-ie

Here the y integral reduces the integrand to a single pole and the fact that both poles diverge for y = 0 and x + z = 0 does
not require any special attention. We will see that G,(Py, P;) is very similar.
We begin by rewriting the integral as

dk 1 1 1
G, (P P) = | = F.(k:, : |, B23
120 = [ G F0 = - ot o (B23)
where
Fi(Kp;) = 8aqppy (Ef — 041 + 0af ) (Ei — wpy + @p2;)
5 AnY g m, (Kap) Yoy (Kay) (@) £+ ArY g (K5) Y5, (KG) <@> tit, (B24)
204f Gur 20p); Dpi ‘

Note that one can express this as a function of only kj,, together with implicit P; and P;. The next step is to rewrite all
variables in the incoming CM frame. This is most straightforward for the incoming pole:

(Ei — wp1)* — wjy; = [(Ei. Py) = (041, K) [P = mpy = [(E},0) = (0. k)| = mpy = (Ef — 0},)* — 0}3;. (B25)

For the outgoing pole we must introduce new notation. We define (Eﬁf”, P;’-*)) by boosting (E;, Py) to the incoming two-
particle CM frame. This allows us to write

(Ey = 001)* = 0y = [(E. Pp) = (@q1. K = m2, = [(Ef P{) = (@7, K} = m2, (B26)
= EP +m2, —m2y + 2By — 2PV Kk, (B27)

Substituting Egs. (B25) and (B27) into Eq. (B23) we reach

ey Py = [ ok L) | : ]
1 i) = * i i ix i .
Y (27)* 2w}y, b E}Z +m?, —m?, + ZE; )a);h. - 2P§£ ). k;. + ie
1
, B28
) {(ET — why,)? = @+ ie] (B28)
dic k2dgpdz 1 1
— / bi"™bi ’;¢ < " F[(k;;lw Z, ¢)|: (l*) (1*) :|
(27)* 2wy, EP +myy —miy +2E; wp, = 2P k2 4 e
1
, B29
- LET — wpy,)* — wp; + ig] (B29)

where z = cos 6. Note that with this boost we are treating the problem asymmetrically, arbitrarily focusing on the incoming
frame. We could just as well work with the outgoing frame. Either way, we have found that a CM frame must be chosen to
reduce the problem.

Next we split the second, z-independent pole into a principal value and delta function and also substitute

2
Fl2) = / dpF (K2 ), (B30)

to reach
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G p.p) = [ Hiikiidz 1 Filky. 2) » 1
1( f i) - (27[)3 2wk, 2 2 2 (i%) & (%) 7.5 . (E* — _)2_(0*;
b1i By 4 my —my, +2E; wy,; — 2P k2 4 ie i bli b2i
* ]_- *A’
— i / z ’(gf; 2 = - (B31)
327°E7 ) E}Z + mﬁl - mgz + 2Ef a)zlqi - 2Pf q;;2 + ie

This separation is valid regardless over the entire range of both the k. and z integrals. This observation gives precise
meaning to the statement made at the beginning of this subsection, that we can treat the two poles as independent.
Finally we break the remaining pole into a principal value and delta function to conclude

dk; k:2dz F (ks 1 1
GI(PfaPi) —/ bi bz3 2 Fi( 1: z) = = P — -
(27)° 2w}y, EP +my —mly +2E wp — 2P ky 2 (Ef — w}y,)" — 0}
£l Fiqh. z
B 32iZlE* / P ,(q,,,(i*>) : .
i/-l EY +mgy —mgy +2E; oy — 2P g2
Qar _ [! F 1 (day-2) @i Fi(@h 1)
T ) e - BonE 2pl) (B32)
TEpJ- Ei= +myy —my, +2E7 @y, — 2P g2 i 2P qy,

where z; = (P + m2, —m2, + 2E wp, /(2P qp,).

To reach Eq. (B32) we have rewritten the first term appearing on the last line. This is the term that comes from the delta-
function part of the z pole and the principal-value part of the k! pole, in other words the “principal-value initial state and
delta-function final state” term. To rewrite this term we have used the fact that it is given by swapping all i and f labels on
the term of the second line. This is the “delta-function initial state and principal-value final state” term, so it must be related
to the first term on the last line by swapping labels as indicated. We are restoring some of the symmetry that we lost when
we chose to work in the incoming CM frame.

We next comment that the last term of Eq. (B32) is given by taking the delta function terms from both poles:

Dpi fi(q};i,zi):_”zé /5hb// dk 1 47TYgfmf(kuf)Yf,/m,/(kaf) ki \ ot
aa
(

3277.'Ej< ZP;I*)qZ[ 271')3 2a)(ll 2wu2f qu

AxY g (K3) Y5, (K) (K3 \ 247
X i i < l;’) 5(Ef — W, — a)aZf)a(Ei — Wy — a)bZi)- (B33)

2wp); qpi

It is very important to remember that this term is only present if there exists some k for which
(Ef —wg — wapf) = (E; — wp) — wpy;) = 0. That is, the two ellipsoids in k-space, defined by the two pole conditions,
must have some nonzero intersection for this term to appear. Note also that this term is unchanged if we swap all i and f
indices. Even though this “double delta function” term is perfectly symmetric with respect to i and f, we can only solve the
integral by choosing a specific frame.

Finally we comment that the first term in Eq. (B32) is equivalent to

5 5 / dk 1 [ 4”Yffmf(ka)Y?fm;(ka) ] (@) fﬁf’,'/P[ Y g (K3) Y7, (KG) ] (ﬁ) £t
@] 2r) 20, 200/ (Ef — 041 — @425 + i€) | \qsp 20 (E; — wp1 — wpa; + i€) | \q}; '
(B34)

That is, it is just given by replacing the original two ie poles with principal-value poles. This is the only term in Eq. (B32)
which still contains a divergent integral. In a numerical evaluation this term will be combined with the sum to reach a
numerically tractable sum-integral difference. The UV divergence of course cancels between the sum and integral in this
difference.
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