7

Theory of complex angular momenta

This theory will allow us to keep track of analyticity and unitarity in the
t-channel when analysing s-channel phenomena.

The first step is to write down the amplitude expansion in terms of
t-channel partial waves f;(t) rather than f,(s) as we did before to derive
the Froissart theorem. We write

As,t) = > (2n+1) fu(t) Pal2), (7.1a)
n=0
where now
2s
z = 2 =cosO; = m (7.1b)

stands for the cosine of the scattering angle in the t-channel process.

The unitarity condition in the t-channel limits the size of each partial
amplitude |f,(¢)| = O(1). In the s-channel, we have obtained the growing
amplitude A(s,t) by summing up a large number of terms ¢ < ¢o(s) in the
partial-wave expansion in f;(s). Now we keep ¢ finite and a finite number
of partial waves f,(t) with n < ng(t) = O(1) will contribute.

How will the series (7.1a) behave in the s — 400 limit? From the ¢-
channel point of view this region on the Mandelstam plane is absolutely
unphysical as it corresponds to large imaginary scattering angles (7.1b)
z > 1. We have mentioned before more than once that this unphysical
region bears information about high energies in the s-channel. So let us
try to imagine what sort of behaviour of the series at large z we could
expect.

152
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The partial wave expansion (7.1a) was written in the physical region
of the t-channel. Since partial-wave amplitudes are falling fast at large n,
we can split the sum into two pieces,

no(t) 00
A(s,t) = D @n+ D fat)Palz) + >
n=0 no(t)

and drop the infinite series term. (Formally speaking, this ‘tail’ will di-
verge for large z but there is no special reason for it to be large and,
more importantly, to change significantly when we will move from pos-
itive t = O(,uQ) down to t < 0 as to reach the s-channel domain.) Then
for z — oo we will have a qualitative estimate

A(s,t) ~ 2@ o gmo®) (7.2)

Being rather brutal, this estimate nevertheless tells us what we could
expect. Namely, that the large-s asymptote of the s-channel amplitude
is governed by the characteristic angular momentum ng(t) in the cross-
channel. What remains is to learn how to determine this characteristic
momentuim.

7.1 Sommerfeld-Watson representation

This representation was applied by T. Regge to the problem of analytic
continuation of the partial-wave expansion.

The quest is, how to invent, in a more or less unique way, a function
fe(t) that would be analytic in ¢ and would coincide with the partial waves
in (7.1a) in every integer point,

ff(t”f:n = fn(t)7 n:O>1727"'7OO'

If we succeeded, the problem of analytic continuation of the series (7.1a)
to large z would have been relatively easy to solve. Indeed, suppose we
knew how to construct such a function. Then I would write a simple
formula (the Sommerfeld-Watson integral)

As.t) = / W) P(—2), (7.3)

2i Jo sinmf
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where the contour C encircles all integer points n > 0 anti-clockwise:

O, O,

The function Py is regular in ¢. Evaluating the residues of the singular
factor 1/sin 7l at £ = n and bearing in mind that P,(—z) = (—=1)"P,(2),
we recover the original sum (7.1a).

The idea is as follows. Imagine that we @
managed to choose f; ‘good enough’ so
as the contour can be deformed as shown
here on the right. Then everywhere along ¢

c e

Ref < ¢y = const. T

This gives us an upper bound

Re/= lo

Py(z) o« 2t = RetHiIml A 1) oc |Py(2)| S 2%, 2z — 0.

Such an inequality does not make much sense since it depends on the
choice of the integration contour: the boundary gets stronger as we move
the contour to the left. What prevents us from strengthening the upper
bound indefinitely? The function f; has singularities somewhere in the
¢ plane. Shifting the contour in (7.3) is possible until we hit such a sin-
gularity at some point ¢ = «(t). Thus it is the position of the rightmost
singularity of the partial wave fy(¢) that will determine the asymptotic
behaviour of the amplitude,

A(s,t) ~ 220 « 520 5 . (7.4)

Our qualitative expectation has been made precise: we gave definite mean-
ing to the ‘characteristic angular momentum’ ng in (7.2) by having linked
it with analytic properties of the partial-wave amplitude considered as a
function of a complex variable £.

This is the key idea of the theory of complex angular momenta.

Two things were needed for this programme to succeed namely, that

(1) f¢ is analytic in the right half-plane, Re /¢ > N; and (7.5a)
(2) fe falls along each beam |¢| — oo in this half-plane. (7.5b)
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Let us see how fast f; has to decrease with |¢|. In the physical region
z = cos© € [—1,+1] where (7.1a) was written,

1 ) )
Py(—=2) ~ Jo(l[r — O]) ~ 7 [e@“’f*@) + eﬂ“”*@)] .

This means that the ratio

Py(—2)

sin ¢

(7.6)

in (7.3) falls exponentially for all angles but © = 0 where

Po(—
=2 0 L s e
sin 7/ Ve
So it suffices to have
\fe| < €732

to ensure the convergence of the integral and the possibility of the contour
deformation.

It is easy to show that the problem of extrapolating the function from
its values in integer points onto the entire complex plane has no more
than one solution under a much weaker condition, namely,

|fo| < elm, 0] — oo. (7.7)

This is known as the Carlson theorem. We will not prove it. Let us remark,
however, that the statement of the theorem is essentially trivial. Suppose
we found a solution fe(l)(t). To construct a different one we would have
to add a function that vanished in all integers £ = n, that is something of
the form

£ = ;D@ + St 6fult) = gu(t) - sinal.

But the factor sin 7¢ grows exponentially along the imaginary axis, o el
just violating the condition (7.7).

7.2 Non-relativistic theory

One may ask the same question of the behaviour of the amplitude at
cos©® > 1 in the framework of the non-relativistic scattering theory,
though it makes not much sense here. Nevertheless, the programme that
we have outlined above can be carried out literally and rigorously.

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009290227.008 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009290227.008

156 Theory of complex angular momenta

In the non-relativistic theory we have the Schrodinger equation at our
disposal,

{_%vuvm] b) = Bolr),

The radial part, F,(r), of the wave function ¢ (r) = F,,(r)Y, m(0, ¢) sat-
isfies the equation

h? 1
B I L= T

Among the two solutions of (7.8),
EWM () oc ™, E@ () ocr L, r — 0, (7.9)

we choose the first one that is regular at » = 0. Having fixed the wave
function at the origin, at » — oo it behaves as

—ikr eikr
by (k
(k)

F,(r) o« ap(k) (7.10)

r

This corresponds to the S-matrix element S, (k) = b,,/a,, and to the scat-

tering amplitude
_ 1 (ba(k)
fulk) = 5 <an(k) - 1>. (7.11)

Why did we keep the angular momentum n to be an integer? In order to
have a non-singular angular dependence of the wave function. However,
as long as we are interested in the non-physical region cos © > 1, no-one
would forbid us to look upon n in the radial Schrédinger equation (7.8)
as an arbitrary continuous parameter.

So we substitute n — ¢ and treat ¢ as a complex number. Then we
will solve (7.8), choose Fy(r) o r! as before and find the functions a and
b from the large-r behaviour (7.10). The ratio by/a; does not depend
on the normalization of the wave function and describes the ‘scattering
amplitude’ as a function of £.

Have we satisfied the necessary conditions (7.5) for deforming the con-
tour in the Sommerfeld-Watson integral? The condition (7.5a) is fulfilled
with N = 1. Indeed, any solution of (7.8) will be an analytic function
of ¢ since the parameter ¢ enters the equation analytically. Where does
the restriction Re /¢ > % come from in the first place? It emerges from the
choice of the solution proper in (7.9): for the prescription to be unique we
must impose

Re ¢ > Re(—¢—1) = Re ¢ > 1.
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The second condition (7.5b) is satisfied as well. It is clear that the scat-
tering amplitude falls fast in the |¢/| — oo limit: due to the repulsive cen-
trifugal potential in (7.8), with ¢ increasing, the wave function Fy(r) gets
more and more suppressed at finite distances r < rg where the scattering
potential U(r) is concentrated.

Thus ay and by are regular analytic functions of ¢, together with the
wave function Fy(r), in the right half-plane Re ¢ > % The amplitude f,
in (7.11) is then regular everywhere but the points ay(k) = 0 where it
acquires poles.

We know already that the poles of the amplitude correspond to reso-
nances. The position of such a pole, a complex energy F, is determined
by the equation

fn(E) =0

and depends, obviously, on n as a parameter of the Schrodinger equation,
E = FE(n). The equation

fio(E) = o0

will have solutions for non-integer values of ¢ as well. In Lecture 3 we were
considering the position of the resonance in energy, E = E({), keeping
¢ =n fixed. Now we are studying the same object but from a different
angle: we fix E and look at the position of the pole in the ¢ plane, £ = ¢(E).

Having an analytic amplitude which falls properly with £ in the right
half-plane and has no singularities but poles, we perform the Sommerfeld-
Watson trick. Closing the contour around the rightmost pole at ¢ = «(t)
we will obtain

APoe(s 1) = ﬁgzt)@a(t)—i—l)Pa(t)(—z), (7.12)
A(s,t) ~ AP®(s,t) o« 2°0 2 oo, (7.13)

as was foreseen in (7.4).

This is a remarkable result.

We have two particles interacting via potential U. In an attractive po-
tential, U < 0, there may be bound states or resonance states in vari-
ous partial waves. Their energies depend on the angular momentum n
of the state, ¢t = t(n). By simply inverting this dependence, ¢ = £(t), we
get information about the large-z asymptotics: at a given energy t, the
behaviour of the amplitude in the z — oo limit is determined by the res-
onance that has mazimal angular momentum ¢(t) corresponding to this
energy.
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Fig. 7.1 Energy level in a shallow potential well changes continuously with
orbital momentum #.

Take not too deep a potential well, such that there exists a level for £ = 0
but not for £ =1 when the centrifugal repulsion switches on. Imagine
that we change ¢ continuously. With ¢ increasing, the energy level will
be pushed up until at some £ = ¢; < 1 it will cross F = E(f;) = 0 and
move into the continuum, E > 0. For ¢ > ¢; there is no bound state (a
discrete energy level) in our potential any more. However, the level as
a solution of the Schrédinger equation will not vanish in thin air. What
will be its fate then? It can neither belong to the continuous spectrum
(by unitarity), nor have a complex energy on the physical sheet (which is
forbidden by causality). The only option for the level is to dive onto the
unphysical sheet and acquire a complex mass there. That is, to become a
resonance as displayed in Fig. 7.1.

Redraw the picture now. Let us change the energy and see what will
happen to the angular momentum of the level.

At E = E(0) we have a pole in the partial wave ¢ = 0. Increasing the
energy, we will find the corresponding value of £. At £ = 0 we will have
£ =/{1. If we want to continue keeping ¢ real, we would have to lead E
into the complex plane. If instead we continue to keep the energy real
and increasing, then the pole in the ¢-plane will move onto the upper
half-plane as shown in Fig. 7.2.

It suffices to draw this curve in order to determine the asymptotics of
the amplitude at large z. And this was first realized in the framework of
a non-relativistic theory. T. Regge (1959) found the way to quantify the
value of the characteristic angular momentum ng in (7.2),

A(s,t) o< Ppyy(2)-

We may say that in the quantum-mechanical context ng measures the
strength of the potential. It tells us, what the maximal value of the angular
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Fig. 7.2 Movement of the pole in the ¢-plane in non-relativistic theory.

momentum is for which the attraction is still stronger than the centrifugal
repulsion and the wave function is still concentrated at small distances so
that the partial waves with n < ng(t) are large and contribute significantly
to the partial-wave expansion (7.1a).

7.3 Complex £ in relativistic theory

It was not at all clear whether this programme could be carried out
in a relativistic theory where the potential (if any) depends on parti-
cle velocities. Nevertheless, it turned out that the results that we have
obtained for potential scattering are almost correct in the relativistic
framework.

7.3.1 u-channel and a problem with analytic continuation

Why ‘almost’? As we have discussed above in Section 7.1, the very sup-
position that an analytic function f, existed, immediately allowed me to
analytically continue the series (7.1a), originally defined for z € [—1, +1],
to arbitrary |z| > 1. We saw that for any complex value of z (but real
positive z corresponding to © = 0) the ratio (7.6) of Py(—=z) and sinn/
falls exponentially along the integration contour. In particular, for z < 0
(© = 7) the Legendre function P;(—z) does not increase at all along the
imaginary ¢-axis. The Sommerfeld—Watson integral for A then converges
(and so do integrals for its derivatives over z). But this contradicts the
fact that A(z) must have singularities at z < —1 since we know that our
relativistic amplitude has a cut at s < 0 corresponding to the u-channel
scattering!

Nevertheless, let us try to approach the problem constructively to see
where the problem lies and how we might overcome it. So, we start again
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from two complementary formulae for integer n:

A(s,t) = Alz,t) = Y (2n+ 1) fu(t)Pa(2), (7.14a)

n

1
flt) = % / 2 P2 A1) (7.14D)

and search for a way of continuing (7.14) to complex angular momenta /.

The task of defining f; seems easy at the first glance. A straightforward
generalization of (7.14b) by a simple substitution n — ¢ will, however, not
satisfy us. Indeed, since the z-integral involves all points in the interval
[—1,+1], including z = —1, it is this end-point corresponding to © = 7
that will make f;, so defined, behave as exp(imf). But this behaviour
violates Carlson’s theorem (uniqueness of the analytic continuation) thus
forcing us to abandon this bold attempt.

To find a smarter way let us make use of the knowledge of the analytic
structure of the amplitude:

T[>~ A7 1 [ Aax(—2zy
Az, t) = —/ dz'w+—/ gz 2270 ) (7.15)
T J 2 2=z T Jz 2y + 2

where we represented the contribution of the left cut in terms of a positive
integration variable z, = —z. I wrote the dispersion relation without sub-
tractions. They are necessary in principle to have the integrals convergent.
‘Subtraction’ in the dispersion integral means extracting a polynomial in
z of some degree N. However, I am now going to study partial waves with
sufficiently large n. If I take n > N, then, due to the orthogonality of P,s,
the subtracted polynomial will not affect my partial waves f,,. So we may
substitute our ‘analytic wisdom’ (7.15) into (7.14b) to obtain

Fult) = %/OodzAl(z,t)Qn(z) _ %/oodzu Ao (=20 )Qn(—2), (7.16)

Zo 20
where

1 /
o) = 5 [ ar S (7.17)

2) 4 z—z
The new expression (7.16) better suits our purpose; it is tempting to try
Qn(z) = QK(Z)

with Q¢(z) the second solution of the Legendre equation that is regular
at infinity:

Qu(z) o< 2771, |z| — o0.
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Such a behaviour is perfectly satisfactory for continuing the first term in
(7.16). In the second term, however, we get

Qe(=2) o (=2)771 = —e 2T,

and the second part of the partial wave again acquires too fast an expo-
nential increase with Im /.
So what’s the way out? Using the relation

Qu(—2) = (-1)""'Qu(2)

valid for integer n, we can rewrite (7.16) as

fa(t) = — dz A1 (z,t)Qn(z) + —— dz Aa(—z,t)Qn(z). (7.18)
T 20 ™ Z0

This way we localize the problem before attempting the analytic continua-
tion to complex n. Actually, we have already derived an analogous formula
for s-channel partial-wave amplitudes in Lecture 5 when we discussed the
relativistic phenomenon of the appearance of the backward peak in the
differential angular cross section, cf. (5.18).

7.3.2 Continuing separately even and odd angular momenta

We have to abandon the idea of constructing an analytic continuation of
fn from all integer points anyway: as we already know such an attempt is
bound to fail because of the existence of the u-channel singularities. We
are led to try to continue even and odd angular momenta separately,

IS = fon,  f7

¢ ‘E:Qn

By so doing we get rid of the oscillating factor in (7.18) and obtain two
functions,* both behaving nicely at large |¢|:

59 = %/OO dz Qu(2) A1 (2, 1) + %/OO dz Qu(2) As(—2,1).  (7.19)

20 20

Now for the analytic continuation to be unique, a stronger condition than
(7.7) must be imposed:

‘fz(i)’ < exp(%\ﬁhr).

It is easy to verify that the functions defined by (7.19) do satisfy this
condition easily (along the imaginary axis they don’t increase at all).

* Equation (7.19) is known as the Gribov—Froissart projection (ed.).
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Thus the price we pay for solving the problem of continuation is the
introduction of two analytic functions in place of one. What is the reason
for that?

In a relativistic theory one ‘potential’ is not enough. There is always
another diagram corresponding to what is known in nuclear physics under
the name of exchange potential Veyen:

a _I_a a T b
| |
\' | + Vexch I
| |

b b b a

The two graphs differ by the transposition a < b which, for spinless par-
ticles, introduces the factor (—1)¢. Therefore for even and odd orbital
momenta we have

V=V +Via ({=2n) and V="V — Vi (£ =2n+1),

correspondingly. Having two different full potentials means that there isn’t
any analytic relation between partial waves with even and odd angular
momenta.

7.8.8 Sommerfeld—Watson representation for fg(i)

Let us split the amplitude into symmetric and anti-symmetric parts with

respect to s < u,

A(z,t) £ A(—2z,1)
2 )

Az, t) = AT (z,t) + A (2,t), AF(z,1)

(7.20)
and treat these two amplitudes separately:
A5 (zt) = Y Cn+ DI ()Pa(2). (7.21)
n=even/odd

Recall that above we wrote the dispersion relation without subtractions,
which was fine for the purpose of analysing partial waves with n > V.

The integrals (7.19) for f[(i) are defined also for sufficiently large angu-
lar momenta. This is necessary to ensure convergence: if the amplitude
behaves at large z as |A(z)| = O(2"), then

[e.e] [e.e]
fé(i) N/ dzQu(2)A(z) ~ / dz- 2771 2N <00 = Rel>N.

This means that the series (7.21) for the amplitude A* can be repre-
sented by the Sommerfeld-Watson integral only partially. Namely, it is
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the infinite series of partial waves with n > N in

N 00
A=) "Cn+DfuPut+ Y. @n+1)fuPs
n=0 n=N+1

that can be combined into an analytic function of ¢, while a few first
partial waves remain, generally speaking, arbitrary.

Why did a few partial waves remain unaccounted for? In a non-
relativistic language, we may imagine adding to the potential a singular
term 8oV (r) = const - §(r). It contributes to the S-wave scattering only
and as a result fp would fall out of the family. Introducing 61V (r) o V§(r)
we would analogously spoil the P-wave f;. If we continue these singular
series by summing up an infinite number of derivatives we may violate
causality (polynomial boundary |A| < sV). As we shall see soon from the
s-channel unitarity condition, the number of ‘special’ partial waves that
remain unaccounted for in fact cannot be larger than two: £ = 0 and ¢ = 1.
Now that we have removed the oscillating fac-
tor (—1)¢ that used to cause too fast an expo- @
nential increase, we can deform the contour C in
the Sommerfeld—Watson representation embrac- :
ing the points n > N—+1 by straightening it and
sending along the imaginary axis at Ref = ¢y so
that N < fy < N + 1:

N
A% (s,1) =D (204 1) fult) Pa(2) - 31 £ (=1)"]
n=0 (7.22)

i Lo+ico de (20
4 /,Z Mfz(i)(t)[ﬂ(—z) + Py(2)].

_l’_

y—ico sin /¢

When the contour transformation is done, we are ready to leave the physi-
cal region of the ¢t-channel and to study the large-s regime. Taking z — oo
will affect only the oscillating factor exp(i Im ¢ - In z) but not the conver-
gence of the integral.

Let us verify that the formula (7.22) is what we have been looking for.
To this end, examine the analytic properties of A*. They obviously must
be those that we put in. Namely at positive s > 442 we should encounter
a non-zero absorptive part which appears with the opening of the first
s-channel threshold:

A(s +ie) — A(s —1¢)
23

as it follows directly from the definition of the amplitudes (7.20). Also,

if we decrease s, starting from u > 4,u2 we should see the cross-channel

AT = = 1[A1(s) £ As(s)], (7.23a)
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absorptive part

A;t _ A(u—l—ie)Q—iA(u—le) _ %[Az(u):l:Al(u)];

Af(2,t) = £ A (—2,1). (7.23b)

Taking s > 0 we have z > 1, and the first Legendre function under the
integral in (7.22) becomes complex since Py(z) with non-integer ¢ has a
logarithmic cut running from —1 to —oo. The phase of the argument in
Py(—2z) starts to matter. Comparing two ways of defining (—z),

%[Pg( 2) — Pe™2)] = sinl- Py(z),

and substituting into (7.22) we derive the absorptive part

AE(s,t) = 4l / de(20+ 1) £F (1) Po(2). (7.24)
v Je

The complexity of Py(—z) has, however, nothing to do with physics.
Therefore at s > 0 the amplitude must stay real until we meet its first
physical singularity. Let us see how it happens in our formula.

In (7.24) the poles in the integer points have disappeared inviting us
to move the contour back to the right and close it at +oo. If |z| < 1 we
can always do so to obtain AZ =0 as expected. As for z > 1, closing
the contour will be still possible as long as the integrand falls in the right
half-plane.

We have studied the large-¢ asymptote of f; in Section 5.3. Applying
(5.26) to the t-channel partial waves,

2 442

— 7.25
L (7.25a)

fo(t) ocexp(—€xo),  coshyo =20 =1+

and comparing with the asymptote of the Legendre functions (5.25),
Py(z) x exp(¢O), cosh© = z, (7.25b)

we immediately see that the absorptive part A1 = 0 as long as © < o,
that is up to s = 4 when we hit the s-channel threshold singularity and
the partial-wave expansion (7.14a) diverges.

Considering analogously z < 0, it is easy to obtain the u-channel ab-
sorptive part independently,

Af(z,t) —/dﬂ (20+1)f )( Py(—2) = £ AF(—2z,t), (7.26)
in accord with the expectation (7.23b).

Thus we have derived two formulae relating partial waves with a definite
signature to the absorptive part of the amplitude with a definite s < u
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Symmetry:

AL (s,t) = / d0(20 + 1) £F (1) Py(2); (7.27a)
C

1
i
190 = 2 [ daak e, (7.27h)

with zg defined in (7.25a). Remember, z in these formulae is a cosine of
the t-channel scattering angle,

(7.27¢)

Let us note an attractive feature of (7.27a): the expression for A, is
free from an undetermined sum of few ‘non-analytic’ terms present in
the Sommerfeld—Watson representation for the amplitude A itself. More-
over, A, is a valuable thing: continuing to ¢t < 0, we will get hold of the
imaginary part of the s-channel amplitude which interests us much.

On its own, the expression (7.27a) for the absorptive part is sort of triv-
ial, something resembling the Mellin transformation. It is complementary
to (7.27b) for fe(i) which expression is slightly less obvious as it exploits
analytic properties of the amplitude. Still, if not for the unitarity con-
dition, the translation of A, into fy, and back again, would have had
not much value (although performing Mellin transform may be sometimes

useful). The essence of the issue lies in that the singularities in ¢ of fz(i)
are determined by the physical spectrum of particles and resonances.

7.4 Analytic properties of partial waves and unitarity

In order to determine the character of the large-s asymptotics of the
scattering amplitude, we need to learn what singularities féi) (t) has in
the /-plane. Moreover, till now we were sitting at ¢ > 42 while it is the
physical region of the s-channel, ¢t < 0, that really interests us. In non-
relativistic quantum mechanics we saw how the unitarity condition has
translated the poles of the amplitude on the unphysical sheet (resonances)
into singularities in ¢ of the partial wave f, — the Regge trajectories {=
£(t). We are about to try the same path in the relativistic theory.

7.4.1 Redefining partial waves

So we will keep Ref > N and discuss the properties of f;(¢) defined by
(7.27b). We have introduced partial waves with complex ¢ at ¢t > 4u?.

There fg(i) are complex, because so are A; and A; (see the path 1 in
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Fig. 7.3). Below the t-channel threshold the absorptive parts are real and
it would have been nice if the partial waves at ¢ < 4u® were real too.
However when the sign of t — 4u? in the expression (7.27c) changes, z
becomes negative. We have then to watch for Qo(2) = 2~ F(2), with F
a regular even function of z, which acquires an ¢-dependent phase. This
phase will provide f; with a ‘kinematical’ complexity which has nothing to
do with analyticity (since A, is real!). Let us have a look at the vicinity
of the threshold, 0 < ¢t — 4u? < p?. Here we have z ~ 2s/(t — 4p?) > 1,
and (7.27b) gives

+ > ds
fz( ) X <t_4'u2)£./423£+1[141:|:142]

For integer n this is nothing but the usual threshold behaviour, f,, oc k2".

To get rid of the trivial phase factor it is convenient to redefine partial
waves by introducing

W) = -4 6P ). (7.28)

The new partial wave ¢, is given by the integral

(%) 2 / & 2ds +

t) = — —_— A

¢£ ( ) T a2 (t—4,u )[+1Q(( ) abs?

where we choose to integrate over s rather than z as in the original formula
(7.19). Moving to t < 4u?, we reflect the argument of Q(z — —z) and
write down a more convenient expression,

o0 = 2 [ e (1) Anen, 029)

which makes it clear that ¢, stays real in the interval 0 < ¢t < 4u2. If we
decrease t further, at ¢ < 0 the Legendre function Qy(z) becomes com-
plex (|z| < 1) when 4u? < s < 4u? —t (interval [a,b] on the path #2 in
Fig. 7.3). A physical singularity will emerge later, when the integration
line on the Mandelstam plane crosses the Karplus curve where pg, # 0
and the absorptive part becomes complex (interval [c, d] on the line #3 in
Fig. 7.3).

7.4.2 Two-particle unitarity condition for ¢,

Recall how we have used the two-particle unitarity condition to find the
discontinuity on the right cut of the partial wave with integer n:

Im f,(t) = Tfa(t)fr(t),  4p® <t <1647,
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Fig. 7.3 Integration paths in the representation (7.29) for ¢, (t). For ¢t < 0, on
the interval [a, b] the Legendre function Q(z) is complex. When ¢ < t1, the third
spectral function contributes to complexity of ¢, along the [c, d] interval.

or, in terms of ¢,
1 . . . .
o5 [On(t +i€) = du(t —ie)] = Cugn(t+ie)pn(t — ie),
Cp = 7-(t—4u>)"
Now we can state that the same relation holds for arbitrary complex £:

S L0ult i) = 6u(t — i€)] = Codult +ic)nlt — io)

Co = 7-(t—4p".

(7.30)

Why? Thanks to the Carlson theorem. Indeed, as it is easy to see from the
properties of ¢y, the difference between the Lh.s. and the r.h.s. of (7.30)
does not increase at infinity faster than exp(%ﬂé |) and equals zero in all
even (odd) points. Therefore it is zero on the entire ¢-plane.

The unitarity condition (7.30) applies to 4u? <t < 16u2. Above the
four-pion threshold in the unitarity condition there appear integral terms
the continuation of which to complex angular momenta is not so easy.
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Now that we briefly described the singularities in ¢ for fixed £, it is time
to turn to the question which really interests us — that of the structure of
singularities in ¢ for fixed t.

Where may they come from? From the divergence of the integral

de ~ / " 2 Qu(2) A (2)

at some sufficiently small Re ¢. It is difficult to say anything starting from
nothing. Therefore we will begin with the classification.

(1) ‘Fixed singularity’ whose position £ = £y does not depend on ¢.

(2) ‘Moving singularity’, £ = £o(t).

For the time being we will discuss only the rightmost singularity in the
{-plane, the one with the maximal Re £j.

7.4.8 Fized singularities in the £ plane

The first statement we can make about the fixed singularity (should it
happen to be the rightmost one) is that it may occur only on the real
axis. Indeed, whatever the nature of the singular point, its contribution
to the asymptote of A,ps(2) is proportional to zf. If Im £y # 0, this factor
oscillates fast at large z. But this would contradict the positivity of the
cross section, oy X Aaps (in the next lecture we will verify that the ¢-
derivative of A.ns(s,t) must also be positive in the interval 0 < t < 4u2).

Now, since £y # £o(t), we can choose 4u? <t < 16u? to see what the
unitarity condition would tell us. The r.h.s. of (7.30), for real ¢y, reduces
to |¢¢* and we have

Impe=Cp-|¢]> = |¢e| <C;". (7.31)

Therefore the singularity may be only a weak one, namely such that in the
singular point the partial-wave amplitude stays finite like, for example,
¢p ~ /£ — £y. But this is exactly the case when, as we have discussed in
the previous lecture, the cross section must fall at large s.

Let us check that, indeed, |¢y,| < oo implies a falling cross section.
Dropping irrelevant factors we write

Auns(s) ~ /de by s
C

and shift the contour to the left in search for singularity. If ¢, had a pole
we would have taken the residue and obtained a power asymptote

APl — const - s,

abs
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The pole is, however, forbidden by the t¢-channel unitarity restriction
(7.31). (By the way, a particular case of this veto is the familiar classical
diffraction picture, A.s(s,t) = sF(t), which corresponds to the fixed pole
singularity at £y =1.) Therefore ¢, may only have a branch cut starting at
ly and running to the left. Integrating the
discontinuity A¢, along the cut we get

|
@ /1\ Ape == 85 - / dx Ap(x)e ™ Ins
0

‘ where we have introduced z = £ — £ > 0 as
an integration variable. When s is large,
the integral converges at (z) ~ 1/Ins < 1 so

that only the very tip of the cut matters.
Parametrizing the discontinuity of the partial wave as A¢(z) x 27 and

evaluating the integral we obtain

Lo
s
Aaps X (nsytl (7.32)
The finiteness condition (7.31) tells us that v > 0. As a result
[U—l 1
oo 5 Ay ~ — (7.33)

(In s)7+1 STns

where we have used the maximal power value £y = 1 allowed by the Frois-
sart theorem.

Fized singularities in NQM. Do fixed singularities exist in quantum me-
chanics? Yes, and they are related to the ‘falling on the centre’ phe-
nomenon, with the behaviour of the potential at small distances. As we
have already discussed, in non-relativistic quantum mechanics a singu-
larity appears in £ when the choice between the two solutions of the
Schrodinger equation at the origin, r=0, becomes ambiguous. When dis-
cussing NQM scattering, we have tacitly implied that the interaction
potential was less singular than the centrifugal barrier, 72 - V(r) — 0 at
r — 0, in which case the singularity was at £y = —3 (when r ¢ ~ r®F1). In
the opposite case V(r) itself will govern the r — 0 asymptotic behaviour
of the wave function ¢y(r), and a fixed singularity may emerge at any /.

It is important to stress that such fixed singularities correspond to
definite physics, namely a super-singular behaviour of the interaction at
small distances. It seems they are very unlikely to have any relation with
the approximate constancy of the total cross section.

Strictly speaking, the question of a possible role of fixed singularities
remained unsolved.
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7.4.4 Moving singularities

More difficult to analyse are moving singularities. At the same time they
are much more interesting. Given the function ¢ = ¢y(t), we might invert
it and consider t = to(¢) as a singularity on the ¢t-plane about which we
have already learned a thing or two!

Above we have described all singularities )

¢ ‘ ‘ _plane: ¢, ()

of the partial wave amplitude on the ¢-plane:
there is nothing but the right cut, ¢ > 4u?
and the left cut, ¢ < 0. So where are then
these new ¢-dependent singularities?

t 0\ 4u2

Recall that our analysis of ¢gi)(t) was carried out for Ref > N. New
singularities show up at smaller /. How can this happen? It is clear that
a singularity cannot just ‘pop up’ suddenly with ¢ decreasing. Our am-
plitude has cuts on the complex t-plane, and the possibility arises for
the singularity to move from beneath a cut and appear on the physical
sheet at some ¢ < N. This means that such a moving singularity is always
present but ‘hidden’ on the unphysical sheets of the amplitude at large
Re ¢. Therefore, in order to learn which singularities the partial wave with
Re? < N may have on the t-plane, it suffices to find out (as we did before
when we studied resonances in Lecture 3) what the singularities are on
the unphysical sheets at Ref > N.

Left cut. The first important statement: No moving singularities emerge
from the sheets linked to the left cut.
We take t < 0, write

6 (t +ie) = ¢ (t — ie) + AglE (1)

and move the argument ¢ + i¢ down under the cut to explore the corre-
sponding sheet. The amplitude ¢1(gi) (t —ie) on the r.h.s. of the equation
stays on the physical sheet. Since it is regular there, the partial wave on
the Lh.s. diving under the cut will exhibit singularities of the discontinuity
over the left cut, Aqﬁéi)(t). The latter, however, cannot have any (mov-
ing) singularities. This is a consequence of a simple fact that, as we have
repeatedly stressed before, it is given by integrals over finite intervals. In-
deed, one contribution to A;¢ comes from the complexity of Qy at t < 0:
AtQe(—2z) = =5 Py(—=2) (for =1 < z < 1); the other one appears at t < t;
due to the discontinuity of AL : Im; Im, A* = pE . From (7.29) we obtain

() s ds 2s + .
Ap,(t) = — 2/5 = t)é+1P£ <4,u2 — —1) A (s, T+ ide)
) (7.34)

4 [ ds 25
| e Q| 1) pilst).
T /S (4% — 1)+ Qe <4M2 E—— ) Pau (85 1)
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b 50\:\0]
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Fig. 7.4 Resonances on Regge trajectories £*(¢) and the movement of a Regge
pole onto the physical sheet.

The integrals run over finite regions; they converge and cannot produce
singularities. As for an explicit ¢-dependence of the integrands, P, is
regular on the entire ¢ plane; )y is ‘almost regular’: strictly speaking, it
has poles in negative integers, £ = —1,—2,..., but these do not concern
us here as they are not related to moving singularities.

Right cut. Exactly as it was the case of integer angular momenta that
we have explored in Lecture 3, on the unphysical sheet linked to the two-
particle cut there may be only poles:
(£)
+) ¢y () (+) 1 +
op (+) = o (1) = o7 = fo= (1),

‘ 1-2iC, P (=) " 2iC, (t)
A remarkable thing! We knew that resonances with different spins n live on
the unphysical sheet. Now not only have we got the statement about the
large-s behaviour but also about the resonances themselves. In Lecture 3
we had independent equations for resonance masses,

o) (1) = [2iC, ()] = m?=t(n).

Now we see that all these resonances are analytically linked to each other
as shown in Fig. 7.4. This discovery laid the basis for the classification
of all hadrons according to ‘Regge trajectories’ they belong to. Real and
imaginary parts of the position of the pole on the t-plane give the squared
mass and the width of the resonance.

Moreover, two (generally speaking different) analytic curves ¢*(¢) that
combine together resonances with even spins and those with odd spins,
are those very same curves that determine the asymptotic behaviour of
the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of the scattering amplitude, cor-
respondingly.

What sort of information may this give us in practice? By studying
t-channel particle scattering at relatively small energies ¢, experimenters
find resonances, measure their masses, decay widths and determine their
spins. Imagine that we put ‘many points’ on a Regge trajectory and in
so doing approximately found Re £(¢). This is a mere classification at this
point. Now, let us extrapolate the curve to t = 0, and below. This will
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tell us the characteristic angular momentum, ¢*(t1), corresponding to a
given value of the momentum transfer £; < 0 and immediately give the
energy behaviour of the scattering amplitude,

A% (s,t; <0) shel*(t)

in a completely different — crossing — channel! Understanding this cross-
channel relation constitutes the main achievement of the theory of com-
plex angular momenta.
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