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The field-theoretical derivation of dispersion relations for forward pion-nucleon scattering has been
generalized to apply to the case of a fixed finite momentum transfer. The generalization is facilitated by
use of the special Lorentz frame in which the sum of the momenta of the initial and final nucleons is zero.
In this reference system the relations between dispersive and absorptive parts of the scattering amplitude
are independent of momentum transfer and are similar in form to the forward-angle relations. At energies
below the minimum energy necessary to allow a particular momentum transfer, the scattering amplitude
has no direct physical meaning; it is interpreted as an analytic continuation of the physical amplitude to
scattering angles corresponding to cosf < —1. The resulting equations are expressed in terms of the ampli-
tudes for individual angular momenta and are given in two forms, corresponding to the inclusion or neglect

of nucleon recoil.

1. INTRODUCTION

ECENTLY, many authors'~® have investigated the

consequences of causality for boson-fermion scat-
tering problems. The requirement of causality in a
scattering problem may be stated in the following
manner: If the scattered wave at a space-time point
X1, ¢ is dependent on the amplitude of the incoming
wave at the point Xs, 5, then the time f; must be
previous to #;, as observed from any Lorentz system.
(Lorentz systems in which the direction of time is
reversed must be excluded from this definition, of
course.) The Lorentz invariance of this requirement
implies that the separation between the two points
must be time-like; thus causality requires that the wave
does not propagate with a speed exceeding that of
light in a vacuum. In a field theory the condition may
be imposed that field amplitudes corresponding to
points separated by a space-like interval must commute;
this condition is equivalent to the requirement that no
disturbance may propagate with a velocity greater
than c.

Gell-Mann, Goldberger, and Thirring! and Gold-
berger? have shown that the requirement of causality
in a field theory may be used to derive useful dispersion
relations for photon-nucleon scattering and pion-
nucleon scattering. These equations relate the dis-
persive part D(w) of the forward amplitude for elastic
scattering to an energy integral of the absorptive part
A (w). If use is made of the well-known relation between

* This work was performed under the auspices of the U. S,
Atomic Energy Commission.

( ‘G()ell—Mann, Goldberger, and Thirring, Phys. Rev. 95, 1612

1954).

2 M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev. 99, 979 (1955).

3 M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev. 97, 508 (1955); Goldberger,
Miyazawa, and Oehme, Phys. Rev. 99, 986 (1955); Anderson,
Davidon, and Kruse, Phys. Rev. 100, 339 (1955); R. Oehme,
Phys. Rev. 100, 1503 (1955) and 102, 1174 (1956). We are
indebted to Dr. Oehme for sending preliminary copies of these
manuscripts to us before publication. Y. Nambu, Phys. Rev. 98,
803 (1955) ; 100, 394 (1955). R. Karplus and M. Ruderman, Phys.
Rev. 98, 771 (1955).

A (w) and the total cross section, i.e., 4 (w)= (%/4x)or,
the dispersion equations make possible the determina-
tion of the forward scattering amplitude from a
knowledge of the total cross section at all energies. The
equations essentially are equivalent to the classical
dispersion relations of Kramers and Kronig.

It is reasonable to investigate whether or not the
amplitude for finite-angle scattering satisfies a simple
dispersion relation. One might attempt to generalize the
forward-scattering relations by considering the energy
dependence of the amplitude for a fixed, finite center-
of-mass scattering angle. There are two important diffi-
culties with such a procedure, however. First, such a
finite-angle relation must depend on the size of the scat-
tering region. This difficulty is especially discouraging in
such problems as gamma-nucleon or pion-nucleon scat-
tering, for which there is no definite boundary to the scat-
tering region, and the extent of the region is not too well
known. The second difficulty has to do with the fact
that, as the energy of the bombarding particle varies,
the energy of the target particle in the center-of-mass
system varies also, giving rise to a complicated energy
dependence of the scattering amplitude.

In this paper a generalization to finite angles is made
by considering the energy dependence of the scattering
amplitude for a fixed center-of-mass value of the
momentum transfer. This procedure overcomes the
above-mentioned difficulties. That a fixed momentum-
transfer dispersion relation is independent of the size
of the scattering region may be seen most easily in the
scattering of a particle from a fixed potential of range a.
In this case the quantity that satisfies a dispersion
relation is S exp[ 2iak sin(36) ], where S is the scattering
matrix, %% is the momentum, and 6 is the scattering
angle. If the momentum transfer, 2%k sin(36), is held
constant as % is varied, the exponential factor is constant
and S satisfies a dispersion relation which is independent
of a. The second difficulty is overcome by expressing
the scattering amplitude in a special Lorentz system,
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defined by the condition that the initial and final
momenta of the target particle are equal and opposite.
If these momenta are held constant as the energy of the
projectile varies, clearly the target particle energy
remains constant. The difference between the final and
initial target momentum, i.e., the momentum transfer,
is equal to the momentum transfer in the center-of-mass
system.*

The method used in this derivation is based upon
the method of Goldberger,? and the assumptions made
concerning the high-energy convergence of the scat-
tering amplitude are identical to those in reference 2.
The derivation is given for pion-nucleon scattering,
though the method is applicable to other boson-
fermion scattering problems.

The advantages of a fixed momentum-transfer dis-
persion relation over a fixed scattering-angle relation
are partially nullified by an important disadvantage;
namely, a minimum pion kinetic energy is necessary
in order to transfer a specific amount of momentum to
the nucleon. The scattering amplitude corresponding
to energies less than this minimum energy must be
determined by an analytic continuation process, if the
dispersion relations are to be useful. In order to make
this continuation, and in order to express the scattering
amplitude in terms of convenient quantities, the ampli-
tude is expanded in terms of waves of different orbital
angular momenta. The analytic continuation into the
nonphysical region is then made by the simple process
of continuing the Legendre polynomials into the region
cosf <—1. It has been pointed out by Symanzik® that
this continuation procedure is not rigorous in all cases.
1t is hoped, however, that the error will be unimportant
in the low-energy applications of the relations.

The results express the dispersive part of the ampli-
tude for a particular partial wave in terms of a sum
over angular momenta of energy integrals of the ab-
sorptive parts of the various partial-wave amplitudes.
The form of the dispersion relation depends on the
asymptotic behavior of the scattering amplitude at high
energies.

2. CAUSAL SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

Dispersion relations for scattering problems depend
upon the principle that no disturbance may propagate
with a velocity greater than that of light in a vacuum.
Goldberger? has made use of this causal principle in
giving a field-theoretical derivation of dispersion rela-
tions for pion-nucleon scattering in the forward direc-

4 It has come to our attention that results quite similar to ours
have been derived independently by several groups, viz., Gell-
Mann, Goldberger, Nambu, and Oehme (private communication);
A. Salam, Nuovo cimento 3, 424 (1956). The case of finite-angle,
potential scattering has been considered by J. S. Toll and D. Y.
Wong (private communication). The authors are indebted to
Professor Y. Nambu for information on the results of the first
group.

s lg Symanzik (private communication).

R. H. CAPPS AND G. TAKEDA

tion. In this paper the method of Goldberger is gener-
alized and applied to scattering at finite angles.

We shall consider a pion-nucleon scattering event®
in which a pion of four-momentum £ is scattered into
a state %/, the nucleon undergoing a transition from a
state of momentum p to a state p’. The Greek subscripts
a and o are used to denote the charge states of the
initial and final pion. The element of the scattering
matrix corresponding to this event may be written in
the form

Sa’a(klfpl ) k:l’)
=¥ (=) () f d -~ Al s ()

XPLH (%), - - H(xn) Jaa*(R)$p}.  (2.1)
The quantity P[H(x:), *+-H(x,)] denotes the time-
ordered product of the operators H (x;), which represent
the interaction Hamiltonian density at the space-time
points x;. The symbol ¢, or ¢, represents a state of the
nucleon with momentum p or p’. These state vectors
are normalized by the equation
(b0,p)=0(p—P"). (2.2)

The symbol (k') denotes an annihilation operator for
a pion of four-momentum %’ and charge state o', while
a.* (k) represents a creation operator for the state (k,a).
The operators -and state vectors have the time de-
pendence of the interaction representation.

It is assumed that the Hamiltonian density repre-
senting the local interaction between the pion and
nucleon fields may be written in the form

H (x)=2p ¢5(x)05(x),

where ¢s(x) is the pion field operator for the charge
state B, and Og(x) is some nucleon field operator. In
symmetrical, pseudoscalar meson theory with pseudo-
scalar coupling, Og(x) is given, in conventional notation,

by

(2.3)

Op (@) =igd (x)ysrap (x).

The method of Low” may be used to write the .S matrix
in terms of the operators Og(x) in the Heisenberg
representation. ' ,

(2.4)

¢ Throughout this manuscript the ordinary italic letters 2 and
p represent four vectors. The three-dimensional momenta corre-
sponding to £ and p are denoted by the boldface letters, k and p,
while the symbols w and E denote the corresponding energies.
The spacelike and timelike components of the coordinate four-
vector x are denoted by x and xo. A four-vector inner product is
written in the form kx=k-x—wxo. For convenience the constants
# and ¢ are taken to be unity.

7F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 97, 1392 (1955).



DISPERSION RELATIONS

Sora (klypl > k;P)
b B K3 (0= B) - (— )2 (2) ()

Xf dxf dye ey PLO (),0a(5) W)
=darad (k'—K)3(p'— p)+ (—1)%8 (K’ +p'— k—p)
X’ﬂ‘(ww’)—%fdze"%i(ﬂk’)z

X{¥p, P[0 (32), Ou(—32) W5} (2.5)

The symbols ¥, and ¥, represent exact nucleon eigen-
states of the total Hamiltonian in the Heisenberg repre-
sentation. When the nucleon current contains terms
depending on the pion field, Eq. (2.5) must be modified
to include other terms. This complexity is neglected
here, since, as shown by Goldberger,? the extra terms
do not alter the causal property of the scattering
matrix.

A matrix U, similar to the U matrix of Mgller,3 may
be defined by the equation

Sara=0uat1(2m) W (k+p—F —p") (X ,p' | Uara| k,p).

We shall define a scattering amplitude, which is

invariant to Lorentz transformations, in terms of
Ua'ous

(B9 |Fara| kyp) = —m ™ (E'w) (k0" | Uara| k,p) (Ew)}
— i2nm~\(EE)} f dabi0H)2

X Wy, P[0 (32), 0.(—32) W),

where m is the mass of the nucleon.

Following the method of Goldberger, we obtain a
causal scattering amplitude by replacing the time-
ordered product P[0 (32), 0.(—%2)] by the quantity
1(5)[ O (32), Ou(—32) ], where

7(z)=1 for z>0,

(2.6)

=0 for 20<0. (2.7)
The modified scattering amplitude is given by
Mookt k)= i2a* (BB [ dsen st
X{¥»[Ow(32), Oa(—32)Wp}. (2.8)

8 C. Mgller, Kgl. Danske Videnskab. Selskab, Mat.-fys Medd.
23, No. 1 (1945). The I matrix of Mgller is related to the matrix F
of Eq. (2.6) by the relation Fyrq= —2(2r/m)I 4'q, where m is the
mass of the nucleon. The relation of F4o to the differential cross
section in any Lorentz frame is given by Mgller as

do= (2| F|2/B) [8(k'+p'—k—1) (dk/w) (@p/B),

where B is the Lorentz-invariant quantity

B=[(kE—pw)?— (kX p)* %
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q-REFERENCE SYSTEM
p=q =

0

V=0/W—

CENTER- OF - MASS
SYSTEM

Fic. 1. Relative orientations of the pion and nucleon momentum
vectors for a typical scattering event. The vector V denotes the
velocity of the center of mass in the g-reference system, while W
represents the total g-system energy. The subscript ¢ refers to
momenta in the center-of-mass system.

The two matrices M., and Fo, differ for negative
energies, but not for positive energies. The modification
of the amplitude causes negative-energy pions, as well
as positive-energy pions, to propagate from past to
future, thus assuring the causal nature of the scattering
amplitude, M yq.

Though we have not considered the nucleon’s spin
coordinates, quantities such as M., depend on this
variable. An alternative point of view, which is adopted
here, is that M., is a matrix in the spin space of the
nucleon. The Hermitian conjugate of this matrix is
denoted by M .o,

A physical scattering event corresponds to a positive

‘value of pion energy. Thus, in order to derive a useful

dispersion relation, we must find some symmetry
property relating the negative-energy part of Moo to
the positive-energy part. Since M is expressed in terms
of a matrix element between two nucleon states of
momenta p and p’, the symmetry properties of M may
be expressed simply in the Lorentz system defined by
the condition that the momentum p-+p’=0. This
system is called the g system, and the momentum
—p=yp’ is denoted by q. Conservation of momentum
and energy may be used to show that the vectors k+p
and k’+p’ are equal and are perpendicular to the

vector q. Thus we define two perpendicular vectors, q
and Q,

q=—p=p, Q=k—q=k'+q. (2.9)
The orientation of these vectors for a typical scattering
event, and the corresponding vectors in the center-of-
mass system, are shown in Fig. 1. The momentum
transferred to the nucleon during the collision is the
same in either the ¢ system or center-of-mass system,
and is equal to 2q.
The magnitude of the vector Q depends on the pion

energy w,
0=0(w)e, (2.10)



1880

where & is a unit vector. The function Q(w) is given by
Qw)= (=M} (2.11)

where w, is defined in terms of q and the meson mass u
by the relation w2= (u?4q*)*. The scattering amplitude
may be expressed in terms of the variables of the
g system,

Moo (0 0) =127 (B /) f don (2) exp(—iQ-z-+iwzo)

- X{Y[0u(32), 0a(—32) W—g}, (2.12)

where E, is given by E,= (m*+q*)} The symbol ¢,
denotes a nucleon state of momentum —q and energy
E,. The relation between M ,.(q,e,w) and the corre-
sponding amplitude in the center-of-mass system is
discussed in Sec. 5.

The variable w in Eq. (2.12) may be considered as
complex, thus defining M., for complex values of the
energy. In the complex energy plane, the function Q(w)
has branch points at w=-w, The complex w plane,
including branch cuts, is illustrated in Fig. 2. We

2} 0
~Wq Wq

FiG. 2. The complex w plane for the scattering
amplitude M o/q(q,8,0).

define the function Q(w) in the upper half w plane by
analytic continuation from the region corresponding to
physical scattering, i.e., the region Im w=0, Re w>w,.
This leads to the result

Qw)=—0*(—w™. (2.13)

For real values of w, Q(w) is positive when w>w,, posi-
tive imaginary when —w,<w <w,, and negative when
w<—wg.

The implications of causality with respect to the
analytic properties of Mara(qew) in the upper half
w plane are discussed in Sec. 4.

3. SYMMETRY PROPERTIES OF THE CAUSAL
AMPLITUDE

If use is made of the Hermitian property of the
operator i Q. (32), 0o (—32]), the amplitude M o4 (q,2,w)
defined by Eq. (2.12) may be shown to have the sym-
metry property

Moot (qew)=Maa(—q, &, —w). (3.1)

This property permits us to write dispersion relations
in terms of quantities corresponding to positive values
of w only.

The validity of Eq. (3.1) depends on the fact that
the nucleon states ¢, and ¢_, are related by a reflection
of the spatial coordinates; therefore the initial and
final nucleon must be in the same charge state. For
definiteness we assume this charge state to correspond
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to a proton; thus M., refers to the elastic scattering
of pions by protons. The pair of indices o'a, which
denote the charge states of the pions, may assume nine
different values, since @ and o’ range from one to three.
Charge conservation, however, limits the number of
processes to three, 74P — xt+4+P, 1%+ P — 7' P,
and 7+P—7~+P. We define three independent
amplitudes which are simply related to these three
processes:

MO=3(Mu+Mp)=53M.+p+M.p),
M®=3i(M1os— M) =5(Mr+p—Mq-p),
M® =M= M op.
An important property of these amplitudes is their
symmetry with respect to interchange of the indices «

and o’ of the quantities M ,+,. Under the transformation
a <> o, we have

(3.2)

M® — o™, (3.3)
where
{ 1, AX=1or 3, (3.4)
Ex= .
o1, a=2

In a charge-independent theory, there are only two
independent amplitudes, corresponding to total isotopic
spins % and . In such a theory,

MO=M®=32M+My),
M®= 3(My—My).

The quantities Mo, of Eq. (2.12) may be separated
into dispersive and absorptive parts,

(3.5)

Mara=Daretid e, (36)
where D and A are defined by
Daramin(Eofm) [ dse(2) exp(~i0Q-2-+ios0
X (o [00 (39, 0u(—3 W}, (3.7)
Awra=r(Eofm) [ 85 exp(~iQ-nim)
X (¥ [0w(32), 0u(— 30 W) (3.8)

The function e(z) of Eq. (3.7) is defined by the relation
e(z)=—1+29(2).

Similarly, the amplitudes 4 ® may be written in
terms of dispersive and absorptive parts, M ®=D®™
+24®, where D® and 4™ may be expressed in terms
of the operators O, and O, if use is made of Egs. (3.2),
(3.6), (3.7), and (3.8). Later it will be seen that this
division of the quantities M ® corresponds to a sepa-
ration of the entire scattering amplitude into Hermitian
and anti-Hermitian parts.

If use is made of Eq. (3.2), the symmetry property,
Eq. (3.1), may be written in terms of the quantities
D® and 4™,

Dt (qas7w) = GXDO\) (_ q, s, _“’))

3.9
A()‘)f(q,t,w)'—‘— —ead 0)(_(1: g, _w)' ( )
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This symmetry condition alone is not enough to deter-
mine whether or not D™ and 4™, which are matrices
in nucleon spin-space, are Hermitian. Another useful
property of M® may be obtained, however, from the
symmetry of the operator 047 (2)=[04 (32), 0.(—32)]
with respect to the transformation z < —3, i.e.,

Oa’a(_z)= —oaa'(z)- (310)

From Eq. (3.10) and the symmetry properties of 4™

with respect to the exchange a <> o/, Eq. (3.3), it can

be shown that D® and 4™ satisfy the equations

D™ (q,s,w): e)\DO\) (q: 2 _w)
aD®(q, —¢, —w)

A® (q,s,w) =—ad ()\)(q; &, _w) for lwl >wg
—ad®(q, —¢, —w) for |w| <wq.

for |w|>w,

for |w| <wg, (3.11)

1Lis symmetry condition is different in the two energy
regions, |w|>w, and |w| <w, because the function
Q(w)= (w*—w?2)? is real and odd in w for |w|>w,, and
is imaginary and even for |w| <w,.

The symmetry properties of M® may be more
simply expressed, if the scattering amplitude is written
as the sum of spin-independent and spin-dependent
parts,

™ (q,e,w) =My ™ (q,e,w) 1+“’ ‘ qx Qmso\) (q:s:w)’

(3.12a2)
DM (gq,e,0)=dx ™ (q,e,0)1+i0- aX QdsM (q,e,0),

(3.12b)
y: | ™ (q7cyw) = a’N(M (q,s,w)l—l—iu * qX st ) (q)s7w)'

(3.12¢)

Here o is the nucleon spin matrix and 1 is the unit
matrix. The quantities My, s, dn, s and ay, s are simple
functions, rather than two-by-two matrices. Since the
scattering amplitude used here is Lorentz invariant, the
amplitude in the ¢ system, M ®(q,ew), must be
invariant to spatial rotations and reflections. Therefore
the functions My, s, dw, s, and aw, s are invariant to
spatial rotations and reflections. Since the vectors q
and e are orthogonal, these functions are quadratic in
q, and quadratic in e, and hence are functions of only
the energy, and the magnitude ¢ of the vector q. In
terms of these functions, the symmetry properties,
Eq. (3.9) and Eq. (3.11), become

dvM*(gw)=eadv (g, —w),

aNO\)* (q,w) = 6)\(1'NO‘) (‘I, —w)7

ds()\)*(q,w) = — e)\dsm(q’ —w), e
25N (q,0) = aas® (g, —a),
dy® (gw)=edry™ (g, —w),
an®(gw)=—exax™ (g, —w), (3.14)

dsM(gw)=—eads™ (¢, —w),
as®(gw)=eas™ (g, —w).
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From Egs. (3.13) and (3.14) we see that the functions
dy,s™ and an, s® are all real. Thus the separation of
M® into dispersive and absorptive parts corresponds
to a separation of the scattering amplitude into Her-
mitian and anti-Hermitian parts. The reality of the
functions dy, s® and ax, s™, together with either of the
relations, Eq. (3.13) or Eq. (3.14), represent the sym-
metry properties of M ® in the form that is used in the
derivation of the dispersion relations.

4. ANALYTICITY AND DISPERSION RELATIONS

The causality principle may be used to show that,
for a fixed q, the scattering amplitude M ,,(q,e,w) has
certain analytic and boundedness properties in the
region R,, which denotes the upper half complex
w plane. The causal principle, that no disturbance
propagates with a speed exceeding that of light in a
vacuum, requires that the commutator [0, (32),
0.(—%2)] vanish for space-like values of the space-time
variable z. Therefore, the factor 7(2)W[0. (32),
0.(—%2) W) in Eq. (2.12) may be finite only for
values of z satisfying the two inequalities,

20>0 and 20> |z]. 4.1)

The amplitude M4, in Eq. (2.12) depends on the
complex energy w only through the factor

exp(—1Q- z+iwzo),

where Q is given in terms of w by Egs. (2.10) and
(2.11). For a value of z in the region defined by Eq.
(4.1), the exponential factor is bounded in Ry, i.e.,

(4.2)

Since this bound is not uniform as a function of 2z,
we must use the technique of Goldberger,? and inter-
change the order of a space-time integration, and an
energy integration, in order to derive dispersion rela-
tions. A discussion of the justification of this exchange
for forward scattering is given in reference 2. Intui-
tively, one expects a greater high-energy divergence
problem for finite-angle scattering than for zero-angle
scattering. However, if the momentum transfer is fixed,
then as w— o, the scattering angle approaches zero.
Thus the convergence properties of M (gw) as w—
are similar to those of M(0,w), the difference being
that the “effective pion mass” is w,, rather than p.

Instead of actually carrying out this exchange of
integration order, we arrive at the same result more
simply by treating exp(—iQ-z-+iwz0) as if it were
uniformly bounded. We may then apply a theorem of
Titchmarsh,® to show that the amplitude M ™ (q,e,w)
of Eq. (2.12) is analytic in R,, and that the divergence
of M (w) as the real part of w approaches infinity is no
worse above the real axis than it is for real values of
the energy. The spin-flip and nonspin-flip amplitudes

exp(—1Q- z+1wz0) < exp (wg2o).

9 E. C. Titchmarsh, Fourier Integrals (Oxford University Press,
New York, 1937), p. 119.
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e WY o

Tuy 0 W, w

Fi16. 3. The contour integral of Eq. (4.4) in the complex w plane.
The symbol R denotes the radius of the semicircle.

defined in Eq. (3.12a) must also be analytic in R4,
since they may be expressed in terms of M ™ (g,e,w) by
the equations,

mN()‘) (q,w) = % TI{MO‘) (qas)w) } )
¢Ms® (gw)=% Tr{—i(e-aX QM * (q,e,0)}/0".

The form of the dispersion relations depends upon
the high-energy convergence of the amplitudes 9Ny, s™.
If the Lesbegue integral f%|9M/w?|2dw exists,® where
I is any of the six amplitudes Ny, s™, and « is any
positive number, a dispersion relation may be obtained
by considering the contour integral

- (4.3)

M(g,w")
d de =0,

)

—— f P ———— (4.4)

7 Yoy (0'—w)(w?—w?)
where the contour C, is shown in Fig. 3. The energy wo
is arbitrary and may be chosen for convenience.

If the scattering amplitude converges rapidly enough
that the integral /,*|91t|%dw exists, where a again is
any positive constant, a stronger dispersion relation
may be obtained by considering;the contour integral,

{ M(q’wl)
—_— f dw' =0,

oy o —w

4.5)

Because of the boundedness property of 9 in R,, the
contribution to the integrals of Eqgs. (4.4) and (4.5)
from the semicircle in C; will vanish*as”the radius
approaches infinity. The two types of dispersion equa-
tions, those derived from the integral of Eq. (4.4) and
those derived from Eq. (4.5), will be referred to as
type 4 equations, and type B equations, respectively.
After suitable approximations have been made, the
type B equations may be directly compared to Low’s
equation’ for pion-nucleon scattering. Since it is ques-
tionable whether or not the high-energy convergence of
M(qw) is sufficiently rapid to justify this procedure,
we discuss the type A dispersion relations, which follow
from Eq. (4.4). If use is made of the symmetry proper-
10 This condition is sufficient, but not necessary, for the validity
of the procedure used here. For a brief discussion of convergence
conditions, see Reinhard Oehme, Phys. Rev. 100, 1503 (1955).
1Tt is assumed that 9T is finite at all points in the region
except at one point where 917 has a simple pole, corresponding to
the real nucleon state, which plays the role of a bound state of

the pion-nucleon system. The contribution of the real nucleon
state is discussed at the end of this section.

AND G. TAKEDA

ties of the MM (g,w) functions, Eq. (3.14), the dispersion
relations corresponding to e=1 (A\=1 or 3) may be
written

ay D (qw) —dw ¥ (g0)

2(wP—w?)  ° w'dw’an®®(qw’)
- P f . (46)
T o (0?—wd)(0?—uw?)
w
Fds®® () ——¢*d s (g,w0)
o
2w(w?—we?) ® dw'q?as®® (q,0")
- “p f (&)
. 0 (@) (@)

where the symbol P denotes that the principal part of
the integral is to be taken. Similar equations may be
derived for the case ey= —1, which is discussed later.

The integral in these equations involves the absorp-
tive part a(q,w) as a function of energy for all energies
in the range 0<w< . However, ¢(¢w) may vanish
for certain regions of w in this range. In order to see
this we expand the matrix element {¥,, [O«(32),
0.(—%2) e} in Auara, Eq. (3.8), in a complete set of
intermediate states, y¥,, which we take to be eigen-
functions of the entire Hamiltonian,

Aara=1r2(Eq/m)fdz exp(—1Q- z+1wz)

XZ[{"/’ana’ G} {¥n, 0.(— 32)W-q)
—{¥o 0u(—32)Yn} (¥, 00 32)¥—} .

If use is made of the relation O,(z)=e"20,(0)eiF?,
where P is the total momentum-energy operator, the
space-time integral in Eq. (4.8) may be carried out,
and 4., may be written

Awa= (2m)'n* (Ey/ m)%[{qu,oa: (0)¢x o}
X{¥n 0,0a(0)¥_g}8(w+E;—Ev, o)
— {¥0,0a(0)¥1,—0} {¥n,—0,00 (0)Y—g}
Xbé(w—E,+Ey, )],

where ¥, 1o denotes the state ¥, with total momentum
+0Q, and E,, ¢ is the total energy of such a state.
Because of the energy delta functions in Eq. (4.9),
the spectrum of 4., depends simply on the spectrum
of the states ¥,. If the momentum-energy four vector,
corresponding to the state ¥,, » is denoted by (P,E,, p),
the Lorentz invariant proper mss of the state ¢ is given
by M.=[(E.p)?—P*}. We assume the following
energy spectrum for the proper mass M, of the states
¥n: (1) a point spectrum at the energy M,=m corre-
sponding to the real neutron or proton state; (ii) a
continuous spectrum in the region m-u <M, <, cor-
responding to states consisting of a nucleon, plus one

(4.8)

4.9
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or more other “particles,” where the term ‘“‘particle”
denotes either a pion or a nucleon pair.!?

It has been assumed that no bound state of the
nucleon-pion system exists. States involving no nu-
cleons have been neglected, since they do not contribute
to Eq. (4.9).

The energy spectrum of 4 q4(w) may be determined
from the spectrum of the states ¥,. Because of the two
terms of Eq. (4.9), a state of proper mass M, will con-
tribute to the spectrum of A, at two energies, one
being the negative of the other. Though the integrals
in Eqgs. (4.6) and (4.7) involve only positive energies,
it is useful to compute the spectrum of A4q(w) in the
entire energy region — ® <w<. When the index}n
refers to the real nucleon state, the quantity E, ¢ in
Eq. (4.9) is equal to (m*+Q*»% If use is made of the
relation Q2= w?— u?— @2, it can be seen that the spectrum
of Aga(w) corresponding to the real nucleon inter-
mediate state is given by

w=tws,
wp=E,— (m*— %Mé)Eq—l = (@+3u)E ™

The positive sign corresponds to the second term of
Eq. (4.9). Note that w, must be a positive quantity,
since ¢ >0.

The continuous spectrum of ¥, contributes two con-
tinuous spectra to Aue(w). The end points, w, and
—wg, of these spectra correspond to an intermediate
state ¥, of proper mass m-+u. The determination of w,
is analogous to that of ws, and yields the result

wo=m(m~+u) Eg'— Eg= (mu—¢*) Eg™.

(4.10)

(4.11)

Therefore, the two continuous spectra of Aa«(w) are
given by

—0o<w<l—w, and w,<w<+o.

The complete spectrum of 4 qra(w) is shown in Fig. 4.
The contribution of the real nucleon state to A ae(w)
or A® (w) at the energy w=uw; is denoted by

d(w—w5) Qara(gen) or 8(w—ws)@™ (guws).

The quantity @™ (gw,) may be expressed in spin-
independent and spin-dependent parts, i.e.,
M (gup) =m[Txy™(g)+io- qXQI'sM(9)], (4.12)
where the magnitude of Q, is given by the relation
Os= (w*—g*—p2)%. The quantities I'y,s™(¢) may be
estimated from a specific meson theory.
The energy w,, which indicates the end points of the

12]f a state ¥, corresponds asymptotically to several particles
having four momenta p;, #s- - -, the mass corresponding to this
state is M,=[(Z; E;)?*— (2 p:)>]. In the center-of-mass system
we have 2 p;=0 and M, is equal to the sum of the energies of the
particles. Therefore, the lowest mass next to the nucleon mass m
is clearly m-pu, if states with no nucleons are neglected. For a
discussion of this mass spectrum see, e.g., Y. Nambu, Phys. Rev.
100, 394 (1955).
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F16. 4. The energy spectrum of the absorptive part of the
scattering amplitude in the ¢ system, shown in the two cases
¢ <myp and ¢2>mp.

continuous spectra of 4 (w), may be positive or negative.
We shall consider the two cases separately.

Case 1.—If ¢* <myu, then w,>0, and the absorption
integrals in Egs. (4.6) and (4.7) may be limited to the
range wg<w <. If Aaq(w) is expressed in the form
of Eq. (4.9), only the first term of this expression con-
tributes to the absorption integrals.

Case IL.—If @&>mp, then w,<0. In this case both
terms of Aq«(w) contribute to the absorption integrals
in the energy range 0 <w<—w,, while only the first
term contributes in the range —w,<w <. However,
since the two terms of 4..(w) are transformed into
each other under the transformation w— —w, the
absorption integrals may be extended to the energy
range w, <w < ©, provided that the contribution of the
second term in Aaq(w), Eq. (4.9), is neglected.

From the above discussion it can be seen that the
lower limit of the absorption integrals may be taken to
be w, in either of the two cases wa> 0 or w, <0, provided
that A4 (w) is properly interpreted in the anomalous
region w, <w < —w4, while exists in the case w,<0. If
the arbitrary energy wo is taken to be ws, and the real
nucleon contribution is written in terms of the functions
I'w, s™(g), the dispersion relations, Eqs. (4.6) and
(4.7), may be written in the form

Ay (gw) —dn ) (g,0a)
Aat—ad) f o/ delan P (g,0)
- wa (0”—we?) (?2—w?)

205 (g (o —0s)

™

} , (D
(w5 —d®) (05— a?)
w
¢ds®® (qw)——g'ds™ ¥ (gwa)
Wq
20 (wr—wg?) * do'q?as®® (q,0")
a T wa (02— ) (w2—w?)
26T 509 (gl P — )
' (1)

(@ —wd®) (i — o)

The dispersion relations for the case ee=—1 may be
derived in a similar fashion. The form of the equations
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is different in the two cases, e ===1, since the sym-
metries in energy of M ™ (q,w) are different [ Eq. (3.14)].
The equations corresponding to the case e=—1A=2)
are

w
dy® (gw) ——dx® (q,wa)
Wa

Zw(wz_waz)wa dwlaN(z) (q,wl)
- T wa (02— we?) (02— w?)
2Ty @ () (w?— wa?)
!

(wb2_ wa2) (wb2_w2)

, (IID)

q2dS @ (q:w) - q2d5(2) (Q;wa)
_2etod) ) " Wl Pas® (gw)
T wa (02— we?) (w?—w?)
2¢°T' s® (Q)ws(w?*—wa?)
+ . (Iv)

(w5 —wa?) (wp? —w?)

The dispersion relations for forward scattering may
be obtained from Egs. (I), (II), (III), and (IV) by
letting ¢* approach zero. An important distinction
between the finite momentum-transfer equations and
the zero-¢ limit is the existence of the energy region
we <w <wg, which shrinks to zero in the limit as ¢—0.
Since the momentum Q is imaginary in this energy
region, the scattering amplitude cannot be directly
related to physical processes. The interpretation of this
nonphysical region is discussed in Sec. 5.

In order for the dispersion equations to be useful,
some estimate must be made of the functions 'y, s™ (g),
which represent the contribution to the equations of
the real nucleon state. We shall assume symmetrical,
pseudoscalar meson theory with pseudoscalar coupling,
in which theory the operators O.(x) are given by Eq.
(2.4). If the operators Oy, O_ and O; are defined by
the equations 0.=%{01(0)2=70:(0)}, 03=03(0), then
Eq. (3.2) and Eq. (4.9) may be used to express the
bound-state contributions ¢™ in the form

aw (q:wb) =Qa® (Q)wb)
= — (2m)*n*(Eq/m) 0, O-—s™)
X (‘p—QbNro-‘p-—Q))

QP (qwp) = — (2m)*n*(Ey/m)
X (W0, 0—qs7) (Y—as™,0—q).

The state Y_g»" corresponds to a real neutron of mo-
mentum — Qs, while ¥_g? corresponds to a real proton.

If terms of order (u/m)? are neglected, matrix ele-
ments of the operators O, O_ and O; between real
nucleon states may be evaluated,® yielding the result,

@, 0-4") = (a",0.9s") = Wa”, 01 7)
=4 (2x)7}(f/N2mp)[e- (a—D)],

13 See reference 7, p. 1396.

(4.13)

(4.14)

R. H. CAPPS AND G. TAKEDA

where f is the renormalized coupling constant charac-
teristic of the pseudovector interaction.!* Therefore,
in this no-recoil approximation the quantities @™ (g,ws)
are given by

@D (g,w) =GP (g,ws)= % (g,n)

=7 (f/w){(¢—0")—2[o- (qXQ)]}. (4.15)
From this equation and the definition of Ty, s™, Eq.
(4.12), the values of I'y, s™ to lowest order of (u/m)?
in pseudoscalar meson ‘theory with pseudoscalar
coupling are
Ty ®=Ty® =Ty ®= (f%42) (¢~ 0s)

= fL14+(2¢*/u)],

Ps®W=Tg®=Tg®=—272/u2

(4.16a)
(4.16b)

5. PARTIAL WAVE ANALYSIS OF DISPERSION
EQUATIONS

In order to express the dispersion relations in terms
of experimentally measured quantities, we shall
transform Egs. (I), (I), (III), and (IV) into variables
of the center-of-mass system. The ¢-system energy and
momentum variables are related to center-of-mass
quantities by the equations

EW=EW,,
w=EW E\—E, (5.1a)
2¢=k2(1—cost.), (5.1b)

where W and W, represent the total energy in the
g system and center-of-mass system, and k., 6., and E,
represent the center-of-mass values of the magnitude
of the particle momentum, scattering angle, and
nucleon energy. In general the subscript ¢ will be used
to denote a variable of the center-of-mass Lorentz
system. The vector product ¢XQ is related to the
scattering angle by the equation

qXQ=¢0On= (W./2E,) (k.Xk.')
= (Wo/2E)kZ(sinf)n, (5.2)

where n represents a unit vector and k. and k,’ are the
initial and final values of the pion momentum in the
center-of-mass system.

The center-of-mass scattering amplitude M, ® (k, k')
may be separated into spin-independent and spin-
dependent parts in a manner similar to the separation
of the ¢g-system amplitude [Eq. (3.12a)],

Mc()\) (kc;kc’) = ch()\) (kC:kcl)l

+io ko Xk IMos™ (ko k). (5.3)

Because of the invariance of M, ™ (k,k.) under three-
dimensional rotations and reflections, the functions
My ™ and N,s™ depend only on cosf, and the energy
w.. The center-of-mass quantities 9M.y™ (@.,w;) and

1 The quantity f2 defined here is equal to that defined by G. F.

Chew and F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 101, 1570 (1956). As shown by
these authors, f2 is of the order f2~0.08.
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Mes ™ (@ow;) may be related to the corresponding
g-system amplitudes, if use is made of the fact that the
entire scattering amplitude is Lorentz-invariant, i.e.,
the amplitude relating any specific initial and final
states in the ¢ system is equal to the amplitude relating
the same states transformed into the center-of-mass
system. The resulting transformation equations are

Ep2+mE,
mN(M (Q)w) = ———“—ch()\) (00;(%)
E,(m+E,)
El—EZ?
—2¢P—————Mes™ (0c,00),
E,(m+E.)
1 (5.4)
m,s()‘) (Q)w) = _[ - Men ™ (ac:wc)
W, m—+E,
2
+2 (m+ )mcs()\) (GCywc):I-
m+E,

These equations are derived in Appendix A. The com-
plexity of the equations results from the complicated
manner in which the Dirac spinors transform under
Lorentz transformations.!®

If the nucleon mass is considered to be large, and only
terms of zero order and first order is an expansion in
powers of m™ are kept, then the relations between
g-system quantities and center-of-mass quantities
become very simple, i.e.,

w=w+m(ki— %),
2¢=k2(1—cosb.),
X Q=3(1+w./m)(k.XkS).

The Lorentz transformation does not mix the spin-
independent and spin-dependent amplitudes in the
limit of large m. The transformation equations reduce
to the form

mNO‘) (q7w) =m0NO‘) (007"06)7
Ms® (gw)=2(1—w/m)Mes™® Beywc).

It is interesting to notice how the center-of-mass
values of the energy and scattering angle vary, as the
momentum transfer is held fixed and the ¢-system
energy varies between the limits of integration in the
dispersion equations. From Egs. (5.1) it is seen that as
w approaches infinity, the center-of-mass momentum
becomes infinite and cosf. approaches the limit 1. In
this limit the scattering is in the forward direction. At
the point w=w, the ¢ system and the center-of-mass
system are the same, and the quantities k. and cosf.
are equal to ¢ and —1. In the nonphysical region
wa<w<wg, cosf, is less than —1. The functions Q(w)
and sinf, of Eq. (5.2) are imaginary in this region. As

(5.5)

(5.6)

15 The fact that the spin-independent and spin-dependent
amplitudes are mixed by the Lorentz transformation was pointed
out to the authors by Dr. B. McCormick and by Professor M. L.
Goldberger, independently.
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w approaches w,, the center-of-mass momentum ap-
proaches zero, and cosf. approaches — . Thus the
nonphysical energy region w,<w<w, corresponds to
center-of-mass scattering angles in the range — « <cosf,
<—1

In order to evaluate the contribution to the equations
of the nonphysical region, we must remember that the
scattering amplitude in this region is defined by ana-
lytic continuation from the physical region w>w, A
convenient method for interpreting the center-of-mass
scattering amplitude in both the physical and non-
physical regions is the method of expanding the am-
plitude in terms corresponding to different values of
orbital angular momenta. In such a formalism, the
analytic continuation may be made by analytically
continuing the Legendre polynomials into the region
cosf.<—1. This continuation method is quite simple;
however, as is brought out later, it is not rigorous in
all cases.

The magnitude of the relative orbital angular mo-
mentum, as well as the total angular momentum, is
conserved in a pion-nucleon collision. For each value
of the orbital angular momentum / (except /=0), there
are two scattering states, corresponding to the two
values of the total angular momentum, j=I+%. The
amplitudes for these two terms are denoted by f1.™ (&) ;
they are related to the scattering phase shifts (which
are complex if inelastic processes are possible at the
momentum k) by the equation

F1e® (k) =kt exp[6:. ™ (k)] sind s ® (k.).  (5.7)

The amplitudes fi,» may be related to the spin-
dependent and spin-independent amplitudes if use is
made of the projection operators B,., defined by

By =(+1+0-£)/(2041),
B =(—0o-£)/(2141),
where £ is the orbital angular momentum operator.
The operator B, or By, when operating on a pion-
nucleon state vector of orbital angular momentum !
projects out the term corresponding to j=I+% or
j=1—%. If use is made of Egs. (5.8), the scattering
amplitude may be expanded in partial waves, i.e.,
MM (kok.")
=Wo/m)2Z i f1:VLUH-1) Pi(cosh.)
+ k2o (kX ko) Pi(coste) ]+ f1-M[1Pi(cosh,)
—k %o (k,Xk,)Pi(cosf)]}.  (5.9)
The functions P;(cosf,) are the Legendre polynomials,
and P;(cosf;) are their derivatives, ie., P;(z)=
(d/dz)P.(2). The expansions of My and N are given
from a comparison of Eq. (5.3) and Eq. (5.9):
Mew® Oeswe) = (We/m) 222 I41) fr ®
+lfz_.()‘)]P1(C050c), (5.10a)
Nes ™ (00;030) = (I(Vc/"%)kc_2 »
XL fre®— fi_®]Py(cosd,). (5.10b)

(5.8)
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The equations, Egs. (5.4) and (5.10), may be used
to expand the scattering amplitude in partial waves,
The center-of-mass quantities 9NM,s™, M.x™, and
1™ may be separated into real and imaginary parts,
ch(M:ch())“l‘ich()‘), mcso‘)=dcso‘)+idcso‘), and
fu®=diy M40, . Since the coefficients of Egs.
(5.4) and (5.10) are real, these equations remain
correct if the complex amplitudes are all replaced by
their real parts, or by their imaginary parts.

The partial-wave expansion of the scattering ampli-
tude provides a straightforward method of analytic
continuation into the nonphysical region, since the
functions P;(cosf) and P,(cos) are well defined for
values of the argument in the range — o <cosf<—1.
The dispersion relations, Egs. (I)-(IV), involve the
threshold energy w, both in the dispersive terms and
the absorptive terms; hence the behavior of the
Legendre expansions must be examined in the limit
w—w,. For values of w close to w,, k. is small, and the
leading terms of the Legendre polynomials and their

(m~+p) (m*+EJ)

R. H. CAPPS AND G. TAKEDA

derivatives are given by

Pi(1-2¢"/k &)~ (— 1N 2D 1Q)2(¢%/ RS,
Pi(1—=2¢4/k) ~ (— 1)1 (21—1)!

XL~ D 1T2(g/k D
For small k., the phase shifts 6;.™ (k) are real, and
the leading terms of the real and imaginary parts
of fix(k.) are given by
A1 ® (ko) =k cos81.™ sindp, M= Ay Mk 2
019 (k) = k™ sinit, O = [ A1 ORI T,

(5.11)

(5.12)

where the symbols A;. ™ represent constants with the
dimensions of length to the power (2/4-1). From Egs.
(5.4), (5.10), (5.11), and (5.12) it can be seen that as
w approaches wg, the leading”terms of ax™ (¢w) and
as™ (g,w) correspond to /=0 and are proportional to ..
The quantities dx(¢,wa) and ds(g,ws), on the other hand,
are given by infinite series of finite terms, i.e.,

 DILOADALDHIAN]

av® (gwe) =—————— 2 (—1)
2E m? 1

@@

m—+p) g 2n!
+( il —1)! [Ap®—A, W ]g", (5.13a)
2Em? 1 na—1)!
1 CHILEH1D)A LM HIA, V]
ds™ (gwa) = ——— 3 (—1)} ¢!
2m? 1 @2
¢ @2n!
_ (1+___ Z(_ l)l [AH()‘)“AL—O‘)](ZW_U- (5_13b)
2m2/ 1 ne—-1n!
In order to simplify the writing of the equations, we may be written
define par'tial nonspin-flip and spin-flip amplitudes by T dun 9 () Pu(cosby)
the equations 7
204(E2—EZ2 .
Fiv® (k)= @+1) fr . ® (ko) +1fi®(k), (5.14a) _Q(—“__)_ 3 d1s@® (k) Pi(cosdy)
ER(EZ+mE,) 1
fis® (ke)= f1.® (ko) — [V (ko) (5.14b)
E E)m
A ® =+ 1An N1, ™), (5.14c) __"(_@_)_d]vu,s) (g,)
(EE+mE)W
AgM=A, M—A, N, (5.14d)
2E(m—+E,)
The real and imaginary parts of the amplitudes f1,®, = (0 —ws)
Fiv®, and fi5™ are denoted by lower-case d’s and a’s T(El+mE,)
with the proper subscripts and superscripts.- =, w3 o'

If use is made of Egs. (5.1) and (5.4) the dispersion XP f dwe l PV
relations may be written in terms of center-of-mass K EEdWo (o =) (@ = wd)
quantities. Equations (5.10) may then be used to EZ+mE , ,
expand the scattering amplitude in terms of partial Ey(m+E.) 21: ain®® (k") Pi(cosh,’)
waves. Application of this procedure to Eq. (I) yields ‘ \ ° s
a rather lengthy equation; to simplify this equation _ 2¢(Es—ES”) 3 21599 (k) Pi(cosd.)
We express so(;nel qua;lr.lt;ties in iuern;ls of ;he q—systerfn kE,(m+EJS) 1 ¢ ¢
energles w and w’, which are related to the center-of- ' 9 g
mass variables by the equations w=EW E;1— E,, and | At @t —ad) EolmtEJm (5.15)

o'=E/W/E;*—E, In terms of partial waves, Eq. (I)

(@t—od) (@!—o?) (BF+mE)W,
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where the scattering angles 6, and 0. are determined
by the momentum transfer and the respective center-
of-mass momenta, k. and %/, by Eq. (5.1b). The
functions dy®# (g,ws) are given in terms of partial wave
amplitudes by Eq. (5.13a).

Equations similar to Eq. (5.15) result from appli-
cation of the above procedure to the dispersion relations,
Eqgs. (I1)-AV).

The procedure outlined above is not rigorous for all
values of ¢. Symanzik® has pointed out that if the
momentum transfer is large enough so that ¢*>mu, the
Legendre polynomial method of analytic continuation
is not justified. In this case the ¢-system threshold
energy w, is negative, and the energy region w, <w < —w,
is anomalous because the causal amplitude and the
Feynman amplitude are not identical in this region.
The scattering amplitude has a branch point at the
positive energy —w,. At real energies below this branch
point, the causal amplitude is determined by analytic
continuation above the real axis, while the Feynman
amplitude is determined by continuation below the
real axis. This energy region is discussed in Sec. 4,
where it is shown that, for w <—w,, only part of the
absorptive amplitude should be considered in analyzing
Egs. (I)-(IV). If the center-of-mass energy w, is held
fixed, this branch point becomes a branch point in the
¢-plane at the value ¢*=3(mu+wEc+k2). Thus, the
Legendre polynomial expansion of the absorptive am-
plitudes appearing in the w, integrals is not justified
for @> % (mp+w/E/+E/?). If w/=pu, the branch point
occurs at ¢*=mu, which implies that the expansions of
Egs. (5.13) are not justified, and may not converge,
when ¢*>myu.

A further difficulty arises because of the pole in the
scattering amplitude at the g¢-system energy ws. If
the center-of-mass energy is held fixed, this corresponds
to a pole in the ¢?-plane at the point

92 = % (Ec‘-"c+ ki— %ﬂ2)~

It is not clear whether or not the expansions of 9M.»
and 9M,s are justified for ¢* larger than this value. If
=13 (mu—3p?)Le where € is a small positive number,
the pole at the g¢-system energy w, of the factor
(w®—wa)™, and the pole at wp of the scattering am-
plitude are close together. In this case the residue of
the pole at w; contains the large factor (wi?—w.?), as
seen from Egs. (I)-(IV). It appears that the quantities
dxn(gw.) and ds(g,w,), which represent the residues of
the poles at w,, may also be large, and the expansions of
Eqgs. (5.13) may not converge when ¢*> % (mu—3u?). It
should be noted that if alternate dispersion relations
were derived from the contour integral of Eq. (4.5), the
troublesome factors (w;2—w.2) and dy, s(¢,0.) would not
appear.

The nonrigorous nature of the present procedure for
too large values of ¢> may be seen most clearly from the
following considerations. The partial-wave analysis is
made by expanding the various quantities of the dis-
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persion relations in powers of ¢?=%k2(1—cosf,). In
Sec. 7 it is shown that, in such an expansion, some of
the quantities which refer to the anomalous energy
region w < |wa| have radii of convergence of ¢*=mpu or
¢*=%(mp—3u?).

If the energy is low enough the above arguments do
not apply, since we have ¢? <k for scattering at any
angle. In this case thie quantities d;» (%.) of an equation
of the type of Eq. (5.15) may be separated by multi-
plying the equation by the Legendre polynomials and
integrating over all angles. For energies such that
k:’*>mu one may still derive different dispersion rela-
tions by taking various derivatives of the quantities
with respect to ¢? or cosf,, and evaluating in the forward
direction.!® The various dispersive amplitudes occurring
in these equations may be separated only if it is a valid
approximation to consider only a finite number of
angular momenta. It is hoped that future research will
clarify these points concerning the validity of various
dispersion relations.

6. HEAVY-NUCLEON EQUATIONS

Since the analysis of equations of the type of Eq.
(5.15) is long and complicated, we first discuss the
simpler case in which the nucleon mass is considered to
be large compared with the other energies involved. If
the quantities of Eq. (5.15) are expanded in powers of
m~L, and terms of order higher than the first neglected,
the nonspin-flip and spin-flip amplitudes are no longer
mixed, and the coefficients in the equation are sim-
plified. An equivalent method of obtaining this “heavy-
nucleon limit” is to use Eqgs. (5.5) and (5.6) in_trans-
forming the dispersion relations to the center-of-mass
system. If, for convenience, both energy and momentum
variables are used, the “heavy nucleon” limit of Eq.
(5.15) may be written in the form

‘E a1, (ko) Pi(cost,)

- @)1

@y

(w0 —we) (wew'+p?)
e (wetaw.’)

| (0 —we) (p—w.) (ch"f"wc-l-ﬂ)]i o ()
me (wo' o) (wet-p) (' +u)  Ji=0

2T 4 (q) (g2

mulew 2

We— MU\ »
(1)
m Ji=0
2k 2 © wldws r
= Pf 1+
T kclz(wc""-—wc”)l.

n

X Py(cosb,’) (6.1)

The dispersion equations would be more useful if the
various partial-wave amplitudes were separated as much
as possible. If Eq. (6.1) is valid for all values of ¢* in
the range 0<¢<k., a particular dixv® (k;) may be

16 A procedure similar to this has been used by R. Oehme, Phys.
Rev. 100, 1503 (1955); Phys. Rev. 102, 1174 (1956).
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separated from the dyy™(k.) corresponding to other
angular momenta by multiplying the equation by
3Pi(cosf.) and integrating with respect to cosf, between
the limits —1 and 1.

In carrying out this procedure it is helpful to think
of cosf.=1—2(¢?/k2) and k. as the independent vari-
ables and to express ¢ and cosf,’ in terms of k., k., and
cosfe. If cos, and cosf,” are denoted by z and 2/, 3 is
given as a function of 2, k., and k.” by the equation,

2’ =1—(ke/k)* 4 (ke/ k) 2. (6.2)

The equation for the amplitude dixv®® (k.), which
results from the above procedure, is

din®® (ke) We— B\ = Apy®®
(1— > ay vtk kY
2141 m /=0 2041
2k02 ® woldwc, |_1 \ (wc/_wc) (wc"%l_*_lﬁ)]
B T u kc’(wc'2—w02)l_ mew, (wetw,")
- [arnIE) | PR ,
X2 Ay v (ke,kl) + it (ko). (1)
=0 20+1 w2

" The quantities a;, %, 44 %, and ;! are given by the
integrals

a i) = (! f sz<z>(1;z)l',

2001
ey (6.3a)
A 1, er(kc,kc,) =~—2—“—“ dZPz(Z)Pzr(Z')
-1
? c,"“ c - c, 2 cl ¢
X[liq (0’ —we) (p—w.") Que'+w ‘H‘)]’ (6.3b)
mwc/ (wcl_l_wc) (‘-’-’c‘l",“') (w¢l+ﬂ)
1 2q2 2
k=3 | dzPy( )[1+-], (6.3c)
nit (ko) =3 f_l 2L1(3 2 C

where ¢ is equal to 322(1—2) and the quantity 2’ of
Eq. (6.3b) is given by Eq. (6.2).
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It may be seen by inspection that the functions
defined by Egs. (6.3) satisfy certain ‘“selection rules,”
i.e., az ! vanishes if I’ <l, 4, ' vanishes if /! <l—1,
and 7! vanishes if />2. If terms of order m are
neglected, 4; ! and ay, ! vanish if 7/ </. It is shown in
Sec. 7 that, if higher orders in 7~ than the first are
included, the functions that correspond to a;, %, 44 v,
and 7, do not satisfy such rigorous selection rules. In
Appendix B the integrals in Egs. (6.3) are evaluated for
the smallest values of |/’—?| and /.

An equation similar to Eq. (I') may be derived for
the spin-flip amplitudes, f15®*. The derivation involves
using Egs. (5.5) and (5.6) to transform Eq. (II) to the
center-of-mass system, and expanding in partial waves
by means of Egs. (5.10b), (5.14b), and (5.14d). The
quantities d;s®® corresponding to different values of /
may be separated by making use of the following ortho-
gonality relation for the functions P;(z)=dP;(3)/dz:

1(2041) f d2(1—P)[dP:(z)/dz][AP v (3)/dz]
- =10+ 15,1

The resulting dispersion relation for f;5%% (k,), correct
to first order in m—, is

©
Z ay, l,II(kc)Al,S(l,s)kczzr

dis™® (k )_‘(

=
2w.k2 % dw,’
T v k0w 2—wd)
we—w,) (WHwl+2ww,.)
X[l } ]ZAI l’n(kc;kc)
Mo (w4, =1
41! wl+p?
Xars (8 ~=— 14 Jprcea, am
Wi, W

where / and /' are both greater than zero. The functions
ay, v (ke), A1, 1M (ko,k.), and 71 (k.) are given by

@r—-1)121+1) —2\dPf1—2\ V! q 2(we—p)

ap (k)= (—1)H— T | )

i) =(=1) [@—1) ']QZ(H—I) 1 ( ) ( ) [ MW ot ] (6.42)
\@Pi(z) APy (2')[ ¢ (we—we") P Hu(wetw) + (Bwd +2w)w. T
ll'II ey c’ = d - / 'l_ 3 . b
Avr ek = 20+ f #(1+a) (1= b4 [ mwe(wet o) (weu) (w'+1) ] (0.4b)
2141 ——zz\sz(z)l' ¢ Qwltweputu?)

lII kc = | . .

it (ke) 21(0+1) »[1 ( Mpw,(we+ 1) } (6.4c)

From Egs. (6.4) it may be seen that ag, ¢ and A T satisfy the same angular momentum selection rules as
are satisfied by 4 !. The quantity 5;'%, on the other hand, behaves differently from 7;%, for 7;'T vanishes when
1>2, and, if terms of order 1/m are neglected, n;'* vanishes when /1.

The partial scattering amplitudes fixv® and fis®, which represent the difference between the corresponding
partial amplitudes for 745 scattering and 7=+ scattering, satisfy equations similar to Egs. (I’) and (II’).
The equations for fix®, and f15® may be derived from Eqs. (III) and (IV) by following the same procedure as
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din® (kc) We F’(wc_p') ®
w ___[1 | ]Zaz l,xn(k) il kzz'
201+1 i mw, J=0
2 0 ) ! ’ 2 — ’
=2wckc Pf dwc I_l i (wcwc +.u )(wc We )]
T M kc""(wc'z—wf)l_ M (wetw,’)
© (Ler(Z) (k ’) 2f2k 2
X2 Ay v 1 (kekl) +—— it (ks), (IIT)
=0 2U+1 W
and
o ‘ 2k2 wo'dw,’ (0’ —we) (W2—w,"?)
dis® (ko) — 2 a, z'Iv(kc)Ats(2)kc“'=——Pf rl% ]
v=1 r Yy k2w 2—wcz)l_ M, (wetw,)
2%
XZ Ay vV (koyke)ars® (ko) — "V (ko). (IV')
=1 mplw 2

The functions ay, 1111V, 44 11V, 4111V are similar to the corresponding functions of the case ex=1 (A\=1 or 3).

They are defined by the integrals:

az.l'm(kc)=(—1)l'(—'2:g,—!)¥ ) 1(2)( "z)l'[ qi:w;“)], (6.59)
T
)=t [ dsz(Z)(l ; iq)[1ﬂ(2‘;’wz’:)”)] (6.50)

and
o z'“’(kc)=(—1)"“[((2;,__11))!!](55:[_11)) f_ dz( ~Zz)‘”) ( “Z)H (6.60)
T
z(féiﬁ ) (‘zz)‘””@( ) 650

The values of the angular integrals of Egs. (6.3)
through (6.6) corresponding to small values of |I—7|
and / are given in Appendix B.

Equations (I’) through (IV’) represent the “heavy-
nucleon limit” to the dispersion relations for pion-
nucleon scattering, analyzed in terms of orbital angular
momentum and spin dependence. If Egs. (5.14) are
used, these dispersion relations may be expressed in
terms of the amplitudes f;.®=d;M+1a:,,. ™, which
correspond to orbital angular momentum / and total
angular momentum /4=%. The absorptive part of these
equations cannot be expressed in terms of the total
cross section, as can be done for the forward scattering
dispersion relations. However, the imaginary parts
@12 (k) of the amplitudes fi,.® (k) may be expressed

in terms of partial cross sections by the equations
(12, ® (ko) = (ke/4m)o 1. ® (ko)
lar-® (k)= (ke/4m)o 11D (ko).

The symbols ¢, ™ represent partial cross sections for
waves of orbital angular momentum / and total angular
momentum /=4%; they are total cross sections in the
sense that they include both elastic and inelastic
processes. The partial cross sections o5, and 0. @
are defined in terms of the corresponding quantities
for o4 scattering and =p scattering by the
equations

o V=3 (rt+p)to(m+p)],
o1 P =3[0 (rt+p)—or(m+p) ]

6.7)
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If terms of order m! are neglected, the dispersion
relations express the real parts d;.® (k) of the partial-
wave amplitudes in terms of the partial-wave cross
sections corresponding to angular momenta equal to or
greater than /, since, in this approximation, the functions
Ay, v of Egs. (I')-(IV’) vanish if /' <. If terms of order
m~! are included, on the other hand, the partial cross
sections o+ ™ may contribute to the equations for
d1.™ if I’ >1—1. The generalization of this rule when
terms of higher order are included is discussed in Sec. 7.
Only the energy and momentum variables of Egs.
(I")-(IV’) have been expanded in powers of #™, since
the m dependence of the absorptive amplitudes depends
on the nature of the meson theory used. In most simple
meson theories, though, the partial cross sections
o12™ generally are smaller than o, ® by a factor of
order (k2/m?)V'—!. This relationship applies to pseudo-
scalar meson theory with pseudoscalar coupling, pro-
vided both ! and /' are greater than zero. Hence, if a
simple meson theory is used to expand the partial
cross sections in powers of %, and only the lowest
order term is retained, approximate dispersion relations
may be written which, in many cases involve only one
angular momentum. However, if the experimentally
measured partial cross sections ¢+ ® and o3, ™ (where
I'>1), are of the same order of magnitude in a particular
energy region, both partial cross sections should be
included in the dispersion relations for ;. ™, of course.

It should be noted that if the sums over angular
momenta are cut off at some finite number, all quan-
tities appearing in Egs. (I')-(IV’) are finite even at
energies such that k2> mu. The energy range in which
these “heavy nucleon” equations are approximately
accurate is not known at present.

If the scattering amplitude is sufficiently convergent
at high energies, dispersion relations of type B may be
derived from the contour integral of Eq. (4.5). The
partial-wave analysis of these relations leads to equa-
tions that are simpler than Egs. (I')-(IV’) in that they
do not involve the threshold constants A;x® and
Als(x)-

The partial-wave dispersion relations are most useful
at low energies, where few angular momenta are
important. Since only S and P waves seem to be im-
portant for low-energy pion-nucleon scattering, we
study the form of the dispersion relations in the ap-

dk,
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l (@' —we) (4w Fw P4 6wew, +u?)
+
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proximation that angular momenta of two or more
units are neglected. Charge independence is assumed,
so that the amplitudes fo; ™, f,-® and f1, ™ may be
expressed in terms of scattering amplitudes for total
isotopic spins § and § by equations similar to Eq. (3.5).
At low energies elastic scattering is the dominant reac-
tion process, so we neglect inelastic processes. In”this
approximation the scattering phase shifts are real and,
if the spin and isotopic spin values of these phase shifts
is denoted in the conventional manner, the relevant
absorptive amplitudes are given by the equations

kcaoN(l) = kcdoN(3) = kca«()+(1'3) = %(2 sin263+ sin261),
kearn @D =k,[2a1, @8 +a,_ 03]
L= %(4 sin2533+2 sin2531
—+2 sin®13+-sin%yy),
koars 9 =k Ly, 09 —gy_09]
= %(2 sin2533-— 2 Sil’l2631+
+sin2613— sin2611),
keaon® = koao, @ = 3 (sin26;—sin2,),
koarn® = ko[ 201, @40, @]
= 3(2 sin%933-+sin%;
-2 sin2613- Sin2611),
kears® =k [ a1, —a;, @]
=% (sin2633— sin%d3; — sin?d134-sind11).

(6.8)

Formulas for the corresponding dispersive amplitudes
may be obtained from the above equations by replacing
the functions sin?; by % sin(28,), i.e.,

kedon ¥ = kodo, @ = (2 sin20;+4sin26,), (6.9)

and so forth.

If the above equations are used to express the scat-
tering amplitudes in terms of phase shifts, and the
values of the functions 44 71, a; 71V, and 5,71V
corresponding to angular momenta of 0 and 1 are taken
from Appendix B, six equations for the six S and P
phase shifts may be obtained from Egs. (I')-(IV’).
Since this procedure is straightforward, we do not list
the six equations here, but list instead the corresponding
type B equations which follow from the contour in-
tegral of Eq. (4.5). These equations are given below,
expressed in terms of the quantities of Egs. (6.8) and
(6.9):

2k, i [
kcdoN“)(kc):—Pf I_l
™ 0

(k> —k)

2mwcl (wcl+wc)

]kclaoN(l) (kcl)

T k.2

2k,  dk, (120, *4-6u2+18ww.”) (w2 —w2)  k2(3k/2—4k.?)
—-—Pf —[1 + }
0 6mw.' (w.'+w.)?

+ ]kc'auv ® (k")
6ch’ (wc’+wc)2

wk, k: 4kS
—-f2 r1-{-2 } ]; (6.10)
3ut

mw}l. u?
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2k03 ©
kcle(l) (kc) =—"Pf
0

s

E2(R2—EDL

2wck,;3 dkc,
kchS(l) (kc)= -

2mw.’ (w.'+we)

[ fod=0d

]kc,alN O (kcl)

k03 L)

m Yo w (w0 +w.

k.’ 2f%3
2k°,a0N(l) (k)+ N 5

s

(6.11)

. fo w2 (R — k)L

zmwc (wcl+wc)
| (0o’ —we) B4 2ww. —u?)

213 k2
il ) ; (6.12)

]kxalsm(km -

p,2wc mec

2wk ® k. |‘
b (k) =——P [ — 1+
e AN T

2mwo(wetw,)
dk, |—1¢6 (w02+wcwc,) (wclz_wg) +k? (3kcl2_ 2kc2)

]kc’aozv @ (k)

2wk *
—r[
™ 0

’ Il- v
wck02

6mw, (w+w,)?

¢ —we) Bl 2wuw,”— u?)

]kgawm (k)

Wodd @ [ Skd 4k
Gl PO (1+— ' —)]; 6.13)

T
u? l. mwed 2 u? 3 pt

(w
14—

2wck03 dkc,
kedin® (ko) =

rf ) [
T 0 wo'k/2(k/*— kﬁ)[

2mw, (we+w,)

]kc,alN(Z) (kc’)

kS 0 dk.’ 2 f2kc3|' u2—2we?
L p f (ke aoy @ (k) ]4 1+ ] . (6.14)
am Yo . (W +w)? prwe L 2mw,
2k.3 0 dk; (wd' —we) Qo Hwl+4ww, +u?) kS
kedys® (kg) =—P f [14 ]kc'a,sw (k) (6.15)
T o k(RS — kcz)l. 2mo, (wetwe') mu’

If Egs. (6.8) and (6.9) are used to express the dispersive
and absorptive amplitudes in terms of the phase shifts,
the above equations represent six simultaneous non-
linear integral equations for the six phase shifts, &1, ds,
811, O13, 831, and &33. Although there is not a unique
solution to these equations,'” they may be useful in
analyzing the low-energy pion-nucleon scattering data.

Equations (6.10) through (6.15) become particularly
simple if terms of order m~' are neglected. In such a
limit Egs. (6.11), (6.12), (6.14), and (6.15) involve
only P-wave amplitudes; these equations have pre-
viously been derived by Low? and Oehme,!®!® and are
known as Low’s equations for P-wave scattering. To
zero order in w1, Egs. (6.10) and (6.13) involve both
S and P waves. Equations which involve only .S waves
may be derived, however, if use is made of the following
facts. If the scattering amplitude converges rapidly
enough at high energies so that Egs. (6.10) and (6.13)
are valid, dispersion relations of type 4 are also valid;
in particular the forward angle equations of Gold-
berger,? which are of type 4, are valid. It may be shown
that in the low-energy approximation used here, (neglect
of inelastic processes and orbital angular momenta

17 These equations are of the same type as those derived by
Low in reference 7. The multiplicity of the solutions to Low’s
equations has been discussed by Castillejo, Dalitz, and Dyson,
Phys. Rev. 101, 453 (1956).

18 Reinhard Oehme, Phys. Rev. 100, 1503 (1955).

19 Reinhard Oehme, Phys. Rev. 102, 1174 (1956).

greater than one) these forward-angle equations may be
combined linearly with Egs. (6.11) and (6.14) to give
equations which, to zero order in ™1, involve only S
waves and are identical with S-wave equations derived
by Oehme.!?

The fact that the S and P amplitudes satisfy separate
dispersion relations to zero order in 7! does not mean
that these amplitudes are independent to this order.
Equations (6.10) and (6.13) express relations between.
the S and P amplitudes that must be satisfied if the
assumptions made in this section are correct. The
solutions of the .S- and P-wave dispersion relations are
not unique'”; Egs. (6.10) and (6.13) may be considered
as additional conditions on these solutions.

Important examples of low-energy dispersion rela-
tions, which illustrate the interdependence of orbital
angular momenta zero and one, may be obtained if
Egs. (6.10) and (6.13) are divided by %, and k. is set
equal to zero. The resulting equations express the scat-
tering lengths for isotopic spins 3 and § in terms of
energy integrals of .S- and P-wave phase shifts. Refer-
ence to the experimental data shows that the P-wave
contributions to these equations are quite important.

The fact that the low-energy dispersion equations,

- Egs. (6.10)-(6.15), are integral equations for the phase

shifts results from the neglect of inelastic processes. The
situation would be quite different if the methods of the
present paper were applied to the problem of the scat-
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tering from nucleons of gamma rays of energies in the
range 50 Mev to 300 Mev. Because of the dominance of
the meson-production cross section, which results when
gamma rays of sufficient energy are used to bombard
nucleons, it is an excellent approximation to neglect the
elastic-scattering contribution to the cross sections
which appear in the absorption integrals of the dis-
persion relations. Gell-Mann, Goldberger, and Thirring!
have used the forward-direction dispersion relation to
determine approximately the energy behavior of the
coherent amplitude for forward photon-proton scat-
tering from the experimental data on the energy de-
pendence of the total cross section for photopion pro-
duction from protons. The method of this paper could
be used to determine the general nature of the angular
dependence of the elastic-scattering amplitude, at
various energies, from experimental data on the angular
dependence of the photoproduction cross sections.

7. DISPERSION EQUATIONS AT ENERGIES
COMPARABLE TO THE NUCLEON MASS

If terms of order higher than the first in an expansion
in powers of ™! are included, the nonspin-flip and
spin-flip amplitudes are mixed by the transformation to
the center-of-mass system, and the equations for the
partial-wave amplitudes are quite complicated. Perhaps
the most useful procedure, in this case, is to combine
linearly Egs. (I) and (II) or Egs. (IIT) and (IV) in
such a way that the center-of-mass dispersive ampli-

ZN(1,3)(k ) k 2

Z vi, vdy s (ko) — (
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tudes, dexv ™ (k;) and d.s™ (k.), do not appear in the
same dispersion equation after the transformation to
center-of-mass quantities has been made. This pro-
cedure results in extremely lengthy equations; therefore
we follow the alternate procedure of analyzing the first
dispersion relation, Eq. (I), in terms of partial-wave
amplitudes. The effect of the inclusion of higher order
terms in 7! is then studied.

Equation (5.15) represents the expansion of Eq. (I)
into partial waves, correct to all orders of m~. The
functions d;x®® corresponding to different values of I
may be separated by the same method as used in Sec. 6,
multiplication by the set of Legendre polynomials and
integration over the scattering angle. The angular
integrals are complicated because the functions ¢?, w,
and ’ all depend on the center-of-mass scattering angle
6., as well as on &, or k.. Because of the dependence on
6. of the ¢-system energies w and o', it is useful to
define two functions » and »’, which are independent of
cosf, by the equations

v=m"1(k2+ Ew,),

V=m1k+E/w).
Since ¢*=0 corresponds to cosf,=1, it may be seen
from these equations and Eq. (5.1a) that when cosf.=1,
the ¢-system energies w and «’ are equal to » and »'. If
Eq. (5.15) is multiplied by $P;(cosf,) and integrated
over cosf, between the limits 1 and —1, the result may
be written

Apy@® k2
)Z[az v (ke) +—Bz (k) Ay s 3>}k 21/
me

A+ mmtE) T 201
W, o O (k)
- —2Pfdc{ [A 1 (Royke)————
(v ) = B ) () gl: Lo ) P

/2

By, v (kers ) ars O (ks ')]'

m(m—+E,")

2122/ 2m) (2 — 1) .
[/ 2mp— L 2mp— A W

a

The coefficients vy, v, a1, v, B, v, A1, v, Bi, v, and n; are defined in terms of complicated angular integrals. The
writing of these integrals is simplified by defining z=cosf,, z’=cosf.’, and by expressing some quantities in terms

of the functions ¢*=3k2(1—2), w=EW E;'—
by

E, and o’'=

E/W /E;'— E,. The coefficients of Eq. (I"’) are given

) 1 dPy(2) f1—22\m(m~+E,)
W'l'(k°)—§f_1dzpl(z) ds ( 2 ) EitmE, (7.1a)
Al [ ED B E
)= f zz>( ) Fonses ey ) (7.10)
A Q- 1—3 Hlm(m-I—Ec)
Bk = (=17 1)']2 (z)( ) e (710

2
A4 1, l’(kc,kcl) =

(z')dz[

E(m+E)m (?—wd)w' (v?2—1?)(v2—u?) (E2+mE,) (7.1)
(E24+mE ) E, (v*—p2)v' (02— w?) (02— wd) E;(m~+E.) ]’ .
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1 dPy(3') (1 —3'? [ E,(m+E)m? (oP—w2)w’ (v2—12) (»"2—pu?)
dz’ 2 ) (EZ+mE)EE (v—pd)v' (w?—w?) (0" —wa?)

B, z'(kc,kc')=%f dzP:(3)
-1

Ty Oy [ (o —ar){ (/2= i) ((2/2m)' =) Ey(m-+E2)

], (7.1e)

nz(k¢)=%£l dZPl(z)fz(M2/2m)|-

If the quantities of Eq. (I"”) are expanded in powers
of (1/m) and only the zero-order and first-order terms
retained, the spin-dependent terms vanish and the
equation reduces to Eq. (I’). To this order the functions
ay, v, A1, v, and 9 are equal to the functions ay, /1, 44, 1%,
and 5 defined in Egs. (6.3).

In order to investigate the nature of the angular
momentum selection rules that apply when terms of
higher order in (1/m) are retained, we assume that the
energy is low enough so that the integrands of Egs.
(7.1) may be expanded in powers of ?=%k2(1—3). To
illustrate this expansion we choose A, v (k.,k.) as a
representative example, and write this coefficient in the

form
1

Ay v (bokd)=3QU+1) | Pi@)Py(2)ds@ (B D).

—1

If the function @(k.,k.,¢?) is expanded in powers of ¢?,
it is found that the coefficient of (¢?)" is of order » or
higher in the quantity (1/m). Therefore, if A,y is
expanded in powers of (1/m), i.e.,

Ayv=2 4,0 (1/m)i,
then we have
Ay vi(ke,k)=0

The functions ay, v, By, v, Y1, v, Bi,v, and n; may be
expanded in similar series, i.e., az, p=2_: ay, v'm™?, etc.
It may be seen that the coefficients of these series satisfy
the following angular momentum selection rules:

if U<i—i.

ag =0 if ll<l—i, (72)
Bivt vurt, and By pi=0 if I'<l—i—1, (7.3)
7i=0 if I>2+41.

Equations similar to Eq. (I'”) may be derived from
Egs. (ITI)-(IV). The coefficients in (1/m) expansions
of the functions occurring in these equations that are
analogous to the functions A and ay » satisfy the
rule,® Eq. (7.2). On the other hand the coefficients
analogous to By, 1%, vy, v%, and By, 1%, which represent the
mixing of the spin-independent and spin-dependent
amplitudes, satisfy the rule® Eq. (7.3). Thus, if the
partial-wave dispersion equations are expanded in
powers of ! and terms of order higher than # are
neglected, the dispersive amplitude d;, ¥® (k.) depends
on apy® [or cpxy™] and Apxy® only if V' >I1—n.

2 Some of these functions, such as the coefficients vy, /%, a1/

and 8y, ¥ in the expansion of Egs. (7.1a)—(7.1c), satisfy more strict
selection rules, but Eqgs. (7.2) and (7.3) are the general rules.

(r*—=u%) (w0’ —wd®)

. 7.1
(wp?—w?) (E2+mE,) ] (710

Furthermore, diy(k.;) depends on ars and Apg only
if #2>2 and I/ >1—n-+1. Similar relations hold if the
roles of the spin-dependent and spin-independent
amplitudes are exchanged.

The above conclusions are based on the assumption
that the momentum transfer is small enough that the
quantities occurring in the angular integrals may be
expanded in powers of w1 If k. <m, so that ¢<m, it
may be shown that most of the quantities occurring in
the angular integrals may be expanded in convergent
series in powers of (¢%/w.m) and (¢%/m?). Some functions
occur in the angular integrals which have smaller radii
of convergence, however. Two examples of such func-
tions are (w2—w.2)™! and (wi?—we?) ™. The first has a
radius of convergence of ¢?=1 (mu+k,/2+ E, w,’), which,
in the limit as w,/ — u, becomes ¢?=mpu. The factor
(ws?—w4?) has a radius of convergence of ¢*=3 (mu—3u?).
At energies such that k2> % (mu—3u?), the integrand of
Eq. (7.1f) is infinite at the point z=1—k;2(mu—3u?).
Therefore, at these energies, one cannot use the analysis
of this section. One may use the alternative procedure
of taking successive derivatives with respect to ¢* of
equations of the type of Eq. (5.15) and evaluating in
the forward direction, or one may use the heavy-nucleon
equations of Sec. 6, consider only a finite number of
angular momenta, and hope that the resulting equations
are accurate even at energies such that k2> 5 (mu—3u?).

8. CONCLUSIONS

The principle of causality is used in a derivation of
dispersion relations for pion-nucleon scattering in the
case of finite momentum transfer between the particles.
If the relations are analyzed into partial waves, the
resulting equations express the real parts of the scat-
tering amplitudes corresponding to different values of
the orbital and total angular momenta in terms of
energy integrals of either the various partial cross
sections or the imaginary parts of the various ampli-
tudes. In general, the real part of a particular amplitude
is dependent on the partial-wave cross sections corre-
sponding to both spin-dependent and spin-independent
scattering, and also to all values of the orbital angular
momentum.

If the various functions of the particle momenta and
energies are expanded in powers of (1/m), where m is
the nucleon mass, the dispersion relations are simplified.
The spin-dependent and spin-independent amplitudes
do ot occur in the same equation if terms of higher
order than (1/m) are neglected. If terms of order higher
than (1/m)” are neglected, the real part of one of the



1894

amplitudes corresponding to angular momentum 7 can
depend on partial cross sections of angular momentum
U only if I >1—n.

The derivation of the dispersion relations depends on
certain assumptions concerning the rate of convergence
of the scattering amplitude at high energies, and the
rate of convergence of an expansion of the amplitude in
terms of partial waves. Comparison of the results
derived here with experimental data will provide a
partial test of these assumptions. The fact that the
forward-scattering dispersion relation is consistent with
the low-energy experimental data* may be evidence
that the assumptions made here are justified.

The method used here may be generalized to other
boson-fermion scattering problems. It is likely that
useful results could be obtained from an application to
the scattering of gamma rays from nucleons.

APPENDIX A. LORENTZ TRANSFORMATION
OF THE SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

If the scattering amplitude M expressed in terms
of four-by-four Dirac matrices, the Lorentz invariance
of the amplitude implies that the quantity #(p’,a’)
X Mu(p,o) is invariant, where #(p,e) and %(p’,a’) are
four-component Dirac spinors which represent the
nucleon in initial and final states of positive energy,
momenta p and p’ and spin directions o and o'. The
scattering amplitudes of this paper have been written
in terms of the two-by-two matrices ¢ and 1, which
operate between the two-component spinor functions
x(a). A nucleon is defined as having spin up (or down)
with respect to an axis in the direction of a unit vector
n, if, in its own rest system, it is an eigenfunction of
the four-by-four Dirac operator ¢-n with eigenvalue
one (or minus one). Therefore, the scattering amplitudes
of this paper may be expressed in terms of four-by-four
spin matrices in the following manner:

x (@) Mx (@) =u(0,e) [ontyl+io- (X Q)M sJu (0,2),
Al
(@) M ix(@) =(0,0") Myl (A1)

+io- (ke Xk )Mes e (0,0).  (A2)
The matrices in Eqs. (A1) and (A2) may be considered as
two-by-two matrices since the small components of the
spinors #(0,a) and %(0,a’) vanish. These spinors #(0,a)
and #(0,e’), which represent nucleons at rest, are re-
lated to #(p,a) and %(p’,o") by

AL (p)
“(P,a)—W(Oﬂ),
(A3)
A (P)
1(p ) =(0,0) —————
O

21 Anderson, Davidon, and Kruse, Phys. Rev. 100, 339 (1955).
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where the projection operator A, is defined by the
equation

A (p)= (m—~p)/2m. (A4)

The scattering amplitude may be expressed as a
linear combination of two Lorentz-invariant scalar
quantities. For this purpose we define the invariant
quantities,

I= ﬂ(p',a’)u(p,a),
IQ=d(p,aal) (‘YQ/WL)M(D,O(),
where v represents the four Dirac gamma matrices and

the four-vector Q is defined in terms of the four-
momenta of the initial and final pions by the equation

0=3%(k+E). (A6)

If use is made of Egs. (A3), the quantities I; and Iq
may be written in terms of the spinors #(0,a) and
#(0,0") and the variables of the ¢ system, i.e.,

(AS)

I=14 (O,CC,) (EQ/m)M(O>a))

. w 1o-(@XQ)
Te=a(0) { B

m m?

(A7)
]u(O,a).

The corresponding quantities, expressed in terms of
center-of-mass variables, are

¢ w (k. Xk, ’)] )
m(m+E) 2m(m—+E,) (O

onc+k02 42
— ” !

o c kcl We
b (kX )(1, )}M(O,a).
m-+E,

1
Since only positive-energy states are involved, the
scattering amplitude may be written as a linear com-
bination of the quantities 7y and Ig,

ﬁ(p',a')Mu(p,a) = Ell—f—‘r]IQ,

where £ and 5 are spin-independent scalar quantities.
The quantity #Mu is Lorentz-invariant ; hence it refers
to the scattering amplitudes in both the ¢ system and
the center-of-mass system. If use is made of Egs. (Al)
and (A7), the ¢g-system amplitudes 9y and N s may be
expressed in terms of £ and 7, i.e.,

L=u(0,¢) [ 14

fq=a<o,a'){ (A8)

(A9)

E, EW, E, 1
=~—€—( ——)n, Ms=—n. (A10)
Em m m?

In a similar fashion, Eqs. (A2) and (A8) may be com-
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bined to give corresponding equations for 9.x and M,

2
Mev= [1+——-q—-]5
m(m~+E,)

chc+kc2 92 We
m? m? E.+m

(A11)

1 1 W
3 E (1 } )77-
2m(m+E o) m~+E,

The relation between the center-of-mass amplitudes
and the ¢g-system amplitudes may be obtained by solving
Egs. (A11) for the constants £ and 5, and substituting
these values in Egs. (A10). The resulting equations are
identical with Egs. (5.4).

APPENDIX B. VALUES OF VARIOUS COEFFICIENTS

In this appendix the values of the functions defined
in Egs. (6.3)-(6.6) are given for low values of [I—/|
and /. Since all quantities refer to the center-of-mass
system, the subscript ¢ of k. and w, is omitted. The ratio
(ko/k.)? is denoted by A. The integrals calculated here
are denoted by such symbols as A; ' and Ay ',
where the second superscript denotes the order of the
integral in the parameter (1/m):

@r+1)!
ay, l'I=a1. l’I'0= (__1)lz
202
1 L—z\V
X f dzp,(z)(___)
-1 2
(B1)
=1} llzl;
=~(21+3), ll=l+1;
= @+5)(+2), I
041 pt
,pit= fdsz(z)P;:(z’)
-1
=Al’ l/=l;
= @A), —I+1; (B2)
= (214-5)A}(1—A)
XLO+D)—@+2)A], V=i+2.
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041 p? ¢
A 1, pI'l=—————- f dZPz(Z)P;: (Z')—-
2 -1 m

=—3(R/mA[/2(241)], V=i—1;

=5(k/m) A [ (I+1)A—1], U'=l; (B3)
= — b @A (2
— (1) (2+3)A
+ QI3 (204+1)], V=i+1.
1 2q2 2
vo=1 | dzpP 1+—]
" fq ? I(Z)I: [12
= (w/p)*+3(k/m)*, 1=0; B9)
=~ §uk/t, -1;
= (2/15) (K*/u4), I=2;
=0, 1>2.
20—-1D)1(21+1
a, l,II,oz(_l)l’+l_(_)_(_—*__l
LE—D1P+1)
(1—22) dPl —1
Xf 2 (T)

(BS)
=1, V=1
=—(204+1), '=141;
= I+1)(1+2), =142,

ay, = (_1)z/+1w
CW—=D1PE+1)
1—2\dP: L
dZ( ) p
(B6)
—3(B/m)(—-1)/@-1)], U=i—-1;
=1(k*/m)l, =l
(k2 )(zl+1)(l+1)(l+z)
=—3 =[]+1.
m 20+3
11,0 - (21+1) ' — !
Ayw _2l(l+1) j;ldz(l-l—z)(l )
dPl(Z) szl (ZI)
dz de’ B
. N,
= (2I+1DA 1—A), V=141;

= (2+1)AN1—A)
X[A4+1)—@+2)A], V=i+2.
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PR T f dz(1+2) (1—5)

20(141)
sz(Z) szr(Z’) i

dz ds m

k? -1
(B, e
m 20—1

— 31 (B/m)AT (Al I+1),

( kz) [A2(2l+1) (+1)0+2)
— _% — JAFL
2143

(B8)
I'=l;

—Al(21+1)+l(l—1)], V=1+1.

(2i+1)

T L (1 Zz)dpZ

=%, l=1;

(B9)

=0, #1.

!
2141 f (1 —g2 dPl(z)q
2A0+1) J_y

=1/ m, I=1;
=—(1/12)k*/m, 1=2;

II 1

(B10)

=0,
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1 2q2
pirt1o=} f dzp,(z)(1+—)
_ u?

=w/u, I=0; (B11)
==/, I=1;
=0, I>1.

2 2 q2
7)1111’1=%f dzP.(2) (1+_q_)__.
—1 p.2 m

—1R/m+ER)/ ()], 1=0; 512
—3(B*/m) (14282 /2, I=1;
= (1/15) (k*/m) (k*/u?), I=2;
=0, 1>2.
@Qi+1) p 1—2
D f_ldz( 2 )
dP(z 2¢*
X dz()(l—i__nq?)

(B13)
=3/, I=1;
=—3k/1, I=2;

-0, 1>2.

The angular momentum indices ! and 7 in the in-
tegrals referring to the spin-flip equations may assume
all positive integral values, but not zero. The angular
integrals that appear in the expression for a; ',
ar, ™Y, Ay ™, and A, 7V are identical with those in
the expressions for of, o, AT, and AL



