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It has been suggested® that certain high-energy
reactions are dominated by the one-particle ex-
change mechanism. This type of mechanism has
also been applied® successfully to the so-called
“direct nuclear reactions.” In the case of direct
nuclear reactions the exchanged particle is a
nucleon or a cluster of nucleons, while for high-
energy reactions it may be an elementary parti-
cle or a “Regge pole.”® For both high-energy and
direct nuclear reactions it appears that the dis-
tortion effects due to interactions in the incident
and outgoing channels lead to a reduction in the
contribution to the reaction of the partial waves
of low angular momentum.

It has been suggested® that a dispersion-theo-
retic analysis can be used to describe the effect
of elastic distortion on the one-particle exchange
amplitude. Such an approach uses the unitarity
and time-reversal symmetry of the S matrix to-
gether with certain assumptions about the ana-
lytic behavior of the transition amplitude. In
this analysis it is customary to neglect certain
terms in the unitarity relation. In this note we
wish to point out that the neglect of these terms
leads directly to very interesting consequences.

If Tﬁa is the scattering amplitude for the re-
action o - 8 where o and B represent equal- (pos-
itive-) energy channels, then unitarity and sym-
metry of the S matrix imply

ImT, = 3(2m)* {Z}B,TﬁB,TTB,a +Za,TBa,TTa,a
+2,Tg, 1T, o' -P Al (1)

where T33: is the amplitude for elastic scattering.
It is customary to assume that the third sum on
the right of Eq. (1), which comprises all inter-
mediate states v which cannot be reached by elas-
tic scattering in the initial or final channel, can
be neglected. The justification of this step rests
on the observation that since the nonelastic am-
plitudes are small compared to the elastic am-
plitudes, the terms in the third sum on the right
of Eq. (1) are small compared to the terms in

the first two sums. The fact that the various
terms of these sums have different phases makes
it unlikely that the sum will be of a different or-
der of magnitude than its individual terms. Then
rewriting Eq. (1) in the angular momentum rep-
resentation gives

(Ba)

tmr (B, @ (00", (7 @
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where

ul(")= exp(i6,@) sind (3)

and §; is the elastic phase shift.

We note that Eq. (2) is, in fact, two linear
homogeneous algebraic equations for the real
and imaginary parts of T} Ba)  Thus we have
three possibilities: (a) T;*P) =0, (b) «;(@)
=ul(B)=0 and Tl("B is real, or (c) the determi-
nant of the system of equations must vanish.
The third alternative results in the following re-
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quirement:

@) ®)

a) 2 _
Iul Imul —Iul Imul . (4)

This is equivalent to requiring that the /th par-
tial-wave contribution to the reaction cross sec-
tion be equal for the two channels.

For the high partial waves we will have #;=0
and then we can take the transition amplitudes to
be real. For the low partial waves we must
either set the transition amplitudes equal to zero
or require that the reaction cross section for the
incident channel equal the reaction cross sec-
tion for the exit channel.

We propose the first alternative as a basis for
treating distortion effects in particle exchange
reactions. That is, we claim that it is very
plausible that when elastic distortion is present,
the transition amplitude vanishes for low partial
waves and is real for high partial waves. We
will show that this model seems particularly
appropriate when there is strong absorption,
and we will show how this model leads to simple
expressions for the transition amplitude.

When there is complete absorption in both the
incident and exit channel, we have

u =u " =4, (5)

When this is substituted into Eq. (2), it becomes
an identity for all T; ®), This implies that

2 (T, Tt ) =o. (6)
Ve B, o Bv " va’l

Thus in the case of complete absorption the
“third-channel” contributions to the unitarity
condition must vanish. This makes it plausible
that when there is strong (but not complete) ab-
sorption the “third-channel” contributions will
be small. According to the strong absorption
model suggested by Blair,’
o ,
“l( ) _ 3
=0, [>kR, (7
where & is the three-momentum in the c. m.
frame and R is an adjustable parameter. The
elastic amplitude then becomes,® for kR > 1,

1

T . =;;Z(zz+ 1)P

I<ER,

l(cose)ul(a)

Jl(RaJ-t)

~i 2
lkaRoz Ra -t 8)
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where 6 is the scattering angle and -¢ is the
square of the four-momentum transfer.

In treating high-energy particle exchange re-
actions, one approach has been to neglect dis-
tortion effects and calculate the transition am-
plitude by first-order perturbation theory using
plane waves. Our analysis suggests that strong
absorption distortion effects may be included in
such calculations by simply dropping the low
angular momentum partial-wave contributions
from the usual first-order result. The prescrip-
tion is reminiscent of the Butler cutoff prescrip-
tion” used for direct nuclear reactions. However,
in our case the cutoff is made in angular momen-
tum space while the Butler cutoff is carried out
in configuration space.

It is of interest to note that the behavior of the
partial-wave transition amplitude that appears
to be appropriate in the presence of strong ab-
sorption does not satisfy the usual dispersion
relation® for one-particle reaction amplitudes.
This dispersion relation reads

P/°° ImTl(s')
) _ Lt
ReTl(s)—Tl (s)+ 7k, ds PP 9)

On the right of the above equation appear con-
tributions from a pole and a right-hand cut. Con-
tributions from other possible singularities are
neglected. For high I, T;(s) must be real ac-
cording to our prescription. Eq. (9) then re-
quires T;=T; for high /. This is in agreement
with our prescription since T©, the pole con-
tribution, is real and, in fact, is usually taken
to be the Born approximation amplitude. For
low I, T;(s) must vanish according to our pre-
scription. Since 7;°’ does not vanish, Eq. (9)
cannot be satisfied. We conclude that when
there is strong absorption the analytic behavior
of the one-particle exchange amplitude is not
well represented by a pole and a cut on the real
axis of the square of the total c. m. energy.

To illustrate our suggestion we consider the
amplitude for exchange of a scalar meson of
mass V¢’ with low @ value:

1
A=——=z’ -
73 t"+2s(1 - cosb)

1 - ’
=EIZ;(ZZ+ 1)Q1<1 +2t—s>Pl(cose), (10)

where @; is the Legendre function of the second
kind. To include the effects of strong absorption
according to our prescription, one must drop the
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first kR terms of the sum. For kR >>1 we can tion
replace €; and P; by their asymptotic forms in B
terms of Bessel functions and approximate the o dQ, Jo(byV - £ 1,)d5 (b, V - £55)
sum over ! by an integration over impact param-
. 6(b, -b,)
eter: 26, - b)) s 2 o017 - by, (14)

AS.A.zé ab bdy(bV - 1)K, (bVt")

=£—t 20, (RV - t)K,(RVt)

- (-)2J,(RV - t)K,(RVt") }. (11)

We see that the result is an additional factor in
the amplitude which will lead to a cross section
that is more sharply peaked in the forward di-
rection and has an oscillatory behavior at larger
angles. In particular, for ¢’'> -{,

~[K (RVE) V' ]I (RV - ). (12)
This type of behavior is observed in direct nu-
clear reactions® and in elementary particle re-
actions like p +p -~ B +B.1°
Formula (11) may be derived also by substitut-
ing into the unitarity relation Eq. (1) the Fourier-
Bessel representation'! of the scattering ampli-
tudes:
T, (s,t)= [ dbbJ (bY-t)H(s,b).  (13a)
B s,1)=J o0v- s,b). a
The form of H follows from requiring the dif-
fraction form for the elastic amplitude:

R
ikR2Y. ‘R‘/'”=ik/ dbbJ,(bV-1).  (13b)
RV -t A
In place of Eq. (10) one uses
1 0
F——t=f db bJ,(bV -t )K,(bV¢). (13c)
= (V]

The derivation involves the orthogonality rela-

A somewhat more realistic implementation of
the strong absorption effect might be to use a
gradual rather than abrupt cutoff in angular mo-
mentum or impact parameter.

The authors are indebted to Professor C. A.
Levinson and Professor K. Gottfried for stimu-
lating and clarifying discussions.

*Fellow of the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation.
nent address:
Ohio.

!G. F. Chew and F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 113, 1640
(1959); F. Salzman and G. Salzman, Phys. Rev. 120,
599 (1960). For other references see E. Ferrari and
F. Selleri, Nuovo Cimento Suppl. 24, 453 (1962).

’See, for instance, W. Tobocman, Theory of Direct
Nuclear Reactions (Oxford University Press, New York,
1961, to be published).

K. Gottfried and D. Jackson (to be published).

‘R. Omnes, Nuovo Cimento 8, 316 (1958); G. F. Chew
and F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 101, 1579 (1956); I. S. Sha-
piro, Nucl. Phys. 28, 244 (1961); I. S. Shapiro, Zh.
Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 41, 1616 (1961) [translation:
Soviet Phys. —JETP 14, 1148 (1962)]; R. D. Amado,
Phys. Rev. Letters 2, 399 (1959); R. D. Amado, Phys.
Rev. 127, 261 (1962).

5J. S. Blair, Phys. Rev. 108, 827 (1957).

8A. de-Shalit, Lecture Notes on Nuclear Theory,
Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovoth, Israel, 1963
(unpublished).

'S. T. Butler, Phys. Rev. 106, 272 (1957).

8See, for example, D. Amati and S. Fubini, Ann.

Rev. Nucl. Sci. 12, 359 (1962).

%0. N. Bilaniuk and R. J. Slobodrian, Phys. Letters

4, 209 (1963); A. Dar, Phys. Letters 7, 339 (1963);

A. Dar (to be published).

94, Dar, M. Kugler, Y. Dothan, and S. Nussinov,
Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 82 (1964).

!'R. Blankenbecler and M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev.
126, 766 (1962).

Perma-
Case Institute of Technology, Cleveland,

513



