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As the study of three-hadron physics from lattice QCD matures, it is necessary

to develop proper analysis tools in order to reliably study a variety of phenom-

ena, including resonance spectroscopy and nuclear structure. Reconstructing the

three-particle scattering amplitude requires solving integral equations, which can

be written in terms of data-constrained dynamical functions and physical on-shell

quantities. The driving term in these equations is the so-called one-particle ex-

change, which leads to a kinematic divergence for particles on-mass-shell. A vital

component in defining three-particle amplitudes with definite parity and total angu-

lar momentum, which are used in spectroscopic studies, is to project the one-particle

exchange into definite partial waves. We present a general procedure to construct

exact analytic partial wave projections of the one-particle exchange contribution for

any system composed of three spinless hadrons. Our result allows one full control

over the analytic structure of the projection, which we explore for some low-lying

partial waves with applications to three pions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Applications of reaction theory to three-body systems have seen a resurgence due to

modern theoretical hadronic spectroscopy. The success of two-hadron resonance studies
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from Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) using numerical lattice QCD [1–32] in conjunction

with non-perturbative mappings between finite-volume spectra and reaction amplitudes has

allowed the community to pursue implementing such an analysis strategy for excited hadrons

which have coupling to three-hadron decay modes.

The framework to compute non-perturbative reaction amplitudes from QCD relies on a

methodology first presented by Lüscher [33–35] for two-particle systems [36–44], with ex-

tensions to three-body systems developed in the last decade [45–69]. The procedure for

three-hadrons is given as follows. Finite-volume correlation functions of operators with

non-zero overlap to the desired quantum numbers are computed via numerical Monte Carlo

methods and the subsequent spectrum is determined by novel techniques within lattice QCD.

The finite-volume energy spectrum is then used in conjunction with formalisms known as

quantization conditions which relate short-distance dynamical objects known as K matrices

to the spectrum through geometric functions characterizing the distortions due to the peri-

odic, finite-volume. Practically, one uses this avenue to constrain the K matrices which seed

into a set of integral equations which describe the on-shell scattering of the three hadrons.

Examples of this computational procedure are given in [49, 70–74].

A major challenge in the study of three-particle reactions via lattice QCD is the last stage

of the analysis, where physical amplitudes are reconstructed from the data-constrained K

matrices. For spectroscopy, one usually desires the resulting scattering amplitudes to be of

definite spin-parity JP so that one may search for the spectral content by means of analytic

continuation. Although there has been substantial progress on this end [49, 70–76], most

studies have focused on the restricted scenario where all the particles are identical spinless

bosons in which all angular momenta are projected to S wave. 1

In this work, we focus on lifting this technical restriction by presenting the operations

needed to project the 3 → 3 2 scattering amplitude into any definite JP partial wave. We

consider the partial wave expansion of the scattering amplitude of three arbitrary spinless

particles, that is the particles can be identical or distinguishable. The exact details of the

relativistic 3 → 3 scattering amplitude can be found in Sec. II, as well as the introduction

of relevant kinematic variables. In Sec. III, we review key concepts used for partial-wave

projecting the scattering amplitude. As is emphasized there, the procedure followed is to

1 An exception is the exploratory study of an isovector a1 meson [77, 78], which numerically projected the

scattering equations into JP = 1+ and neglected all other partial wave channels except a1 → ρπ(3S1).
2 We use the notation n → m to indicate a reaction involving n incoming and m outgoing stable hadrons.
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define amplitudes within the helicity basis that are then projected to definite JP .

At the center of our analysis is the one-particle exchange (OPE) process, a known kine-

matic function central to the integral equations [65, 79–81]. The OPE has a complicated

angular dependence which arises when two of the particles couple to some definite spin

before recoiling against the third, making it the most challenging amplitude to project to

definite partial waves. Schematically, the exchange propagator of the OPE, denoted by G,
takes the form

G =
H

u−m2
e

,

where H is a dense matrix in the angular momentum of the incoming and outgoing pairs

which we call the spin-helicity matrix, and u is the momentum-squared of the exchange par-

ticle which has mass me. The functions H and u depend on the kinematics of the exchanged

spectator particles, including the scattering angle. The main goal of this work is to provide

a generic procedure to obtain an analytic representation of the partial wave projection of G.
Since our focus is primarily for lattice QCD applications, although this procedure can also be

used in phenomenological studies, we use the definition of H a presented in Ref. [45, 46, 65].

Details of the analytic partial wave projection of the OPE are given in Sec. IV, which

makes use the procedure outlined in Sec. III to derive a generic result for the partial wave

OPE for any target JP quantum number. Our result can be expressed in terms of entirely

known functions, taking the form

GJP

= KJP

G + T JP

Q0(ζpk) , (1)

where GJP
is the exchange propagator projected to definite spin-parity JP , KJP

G and T JP

are functions of external kinematics and include Clebsch-Gordan coefficients which couple

the system to JP . The functions KJP

G and T JP
are matrices in space of partial waves which

contribute to a particular JP , and are completely determined by the spin-helicity matrix H,

as shown in Sec. IV. The GJP
amplitude contains a branch cut in the complex energy plane

which is due to on-shell particle exchange. This non-analytic behavior of the OPE is encoded

entirely in Q0, the zero-degree Legendre functions of the 2
nd kind, which depends on external

kinematic variables through the function ζpk, which is defined in the main body of the text.

Our result allows one to control the entire analytic behavior of the amplitude which is vital

in the analytic continuation of three-body amplitudes to complex energy planes [75, 76].
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In Sec. V, we use our main equation (1) to provide explicit expressions for the OPE

amplitude for key low-lying partial waves. Applications of these results are given in Sec. VI,

where we show numerical results for relevant channels in 3π systems to illustrate some of

the analytic properties of these functions as discussed in the main text. Our procedure is

summarized in Sec. VII. To aid the reader, we provide three technical Appendices, App. A,

B, and C, that include details of various special functions that are used throughout this work,

a derivation of a key integral used in the analytic partial wave projection, and an alternative

version of our approach using arbitrary reference frames. For the reader who wishes to

use our explicit partial wave projected OPE amplitudes directly in their analyses, a fourth

Appendix, App. D, collects the cases presented in Sec. V along with brief explanations of

the required kinematic variables.

II. AMPLITUDES & KINEMATICS

In the following, we consider the scattering of three spinless particles. In this work, we

do not restrict the particles to be degenerate or identical, however, we do not consider any

additional internal symmetries. e.g. hadronic flavor quantum numbers. 3 Since our focus is

ultimately on the on-shell exchange mechanism, we find this generalization benefits future

applications as we provide a generic result to accommodate not only cases such as elastic

πππ scattering, but also those such as KK̄π → KK̄π where KK̄ → ηπ allows for η meson

exchanges between KK̄ pairs.

Therefore, we consider a three-body reaction of the form

φk(k) + φa(a) + φa′(a
′) → φp(p) + φb(b) + φb′(b

′) ,

where φk(k) represents a single spinless particle carrying a four-momentum k = (ωk,k) with

its energy ωk fixed by its mass mk and momentum k through the usual relativistic on-shell

dispersion relation ω2
k = m2

k + k2. Similar definitions hold for the other particles. Here

we adopt the notation that the mass of the particle will be labeled by its momentum. We

normalize the single particle state by the usual Lorentz invariant measure

⟨k′|k⟩ = (2π)3 2ωk δ
(3)(k′ − k) ,

3 It is straightforward to include restrictions due to additional symmetries, e.g. by including the appropriate

SU(2) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for three hadrons with isospin symmetry, cf. Refs. [53, 63, 64].
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FIG. 1. The fully connected 3 → 3 amplitude iM with momentum assignments. All external legs

represent incoming and outgoing on-shell particles constrained by total momentum conservation.

where δ(3) is the three-dimensional Dirac delta distribution. The initial system carries a total

four-momentum P = (E,P), where E is the total energy and P is the total momentum,

which in terms of the constituent momenta is P = k + a + a′. Similarly, P ′ = p + b + b′ =

(E ′,P′) for the final state four-momentum. A three-particle state is constructed by the

usual tensor product of single-particle states, which we denote as |P,k, a⟩. Here we trade

the momentum a′ for the total momentum as it is conserved in reactions and a′ = P−k−a.

The 3 → 3 scattering amplitude M, depicted in Fig. 1, is defined as the fully connected

S matrix element

⟨P ′,p,b; out|P,k, a; in⟩conn. = (2π)4δ(4)(P ′ − P ) iM(p,b;k, a) , (2)

where “conn.” indicates only the fully connected contribution is to be taken, and “in/out”

refer to the asymptotically far past/future. We have also factored out a Dirac delta from the

amplitude which ensures total momentum is conserved, P = P ′. The amplitude depends

on the total three-body center-of-momentum (CM) frame energy E =
√
s, where s ≡ P 2 =

P µPµ = E2−P2 is the Mandelstam invariant. The physical scattering threshold is given by

E(thr.) = max(mk+ma+ma′ ,mp+mb+mb′). In this work, we suppress the dependence of s

for all amplitudes to simplify the notation. The amplitude depends on seven more kinematic

variables which are formed from the set of initial and final state momenta.

In order to construct useful kinematic variables, it is convenient to consider the kinematic

configuration of the three-body system as one consisting of two particles in a pair with an

associated spectator being the third particle. In most of this work, we choose to label

the initial state spectator with momentum k, while the associated pair is composed of the

particles with momenta a and a′. Likewise, for the final state, the spectator has momentum

p and the pair consists of the particles with momenta b and b′.
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Each pair has a four-momentum given by Pk = (Ek,Pk) ≡ P − k and Pp = (Ep,Pp) ≡
P −p for the initial and final state, respectively, where the subscripts k and p indicate which

spectator is associated with the pair. The invariant mass-squared of the pairs is given by

σk ≡ P 2
k = (P − k)2 , σp ≡ P 2

p = (P − p)2 . (3)

Focusing first on the initial state, for a fixed s the physical region of the pair invariant mass

is limited to σ
(thr.)
k ≤ σk ≤ (

√
s − mk)

2, where σ
(thr.)
k is the physical scattering threshold

for that pair, σ
(thr.)
k = (ma +ma′)

2. Momentum conservation constrains the pair invariant

masses through the usual Mandelstam condition,

σk + σa + σa′ = s+m2
k +m2

a +m2
a′ , (4)

where σa and σa′ are the pair invariant masses considering a and a′ as spectators, respectively.

The physical scattering region of the three particles is therefore bounded by the condition

Φ(k, a) ≥ 0, where Φ(k, a) is the Kibble boundary function defined as [82–84]

Φ(k, a) = σkσaσa′ − σk(s−m2
a)(m

2
k −m2

a′)− σa(s−m2
k)(m

2
a −m2

a′)

− (sm2
a′ −m2

am
2
k)(s+m2

a′ −m2
a −m2

k) . (5)

Similar restrictions hold for the final state particles, with expressions given by the substitu-

tion {k, a, a′} → {p, b, b′} in the above conditions.

In Sec. IIA, we specify three reference frames which we use to define additional kinematic

variables used in the partial wave projection.

A. Reference Frames

Three reference frames are required in our analysis of the partial wave projection of the

3 → 3 amplitude. Here we define the essential characteristics of these frames, and will

refer to these in our constructions of partial waves in Sec. III and give additional kinematic

relations when we discuss the application to the exchange propagator in Sec. IV. These

reference frames are illustrated in Fig. 2, and are designated the “initial pair CM frame”,

the “final pair CM frame”, and the “total CM frame”. We define these frames as follows:

1. Initial pair CM frame – The initial pair CM frame is defined by Pk = P− k = 0. It

is common to introduce a notation to indicate a given kinematic variable is evaluated
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FIG. 2. Reference frames for the 3 → 3 amplitude as described in the text. Shown in blue is the

initial three-body state plane, in red the final three-body state, and in gray the reaction plane.

Kinematics in the reaction plane are shown in the total CM frame (P = 0), while the initial state

planes are shown for both the initial pair CM frame (P⋆
k,k = 0) and the total CM frame. The final

state planes are shown in the total CM frame and the final pair CM frame (P⋆
p,p = 0).

in some specific reference frame. Commonly in the literature one uses ⋆ superscript

to indicate such a situation for the CM frame. In our case, however, we need to be

careful as there are three CM frames of interest. Therefore, we adopt a notation for

the initial pair rest frame that a ⋆ superscript along with a k subscript indicating

that the kinematic variable is evaluated in this frame. While this results in slightly

cumbersome notation, we feel this will alleviate future confusion for implementing

the results of this work. As an example, the defining relation for this frame can be

written as P⋆
k,k = P⋆

k − k⋆k = 0, where P⋆
k,k indicates the initial state pair momentum

is evaluated in its rest frame. 4

In this frame, the pair has back-to-back momentum a⋆k = −a′⋆
k , with its magnitude

fixed by the pair invariant mass 5

a⋆k ≡ |a⋆k| =
1

2
√
σk
λ1/2(σk,m

2
a,m

2
a′) , (6)

where λ(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 + z2 − 2(xy+ yz+ zx) is the Källén triangle function. Note

4 An example where this notation is vital is for P⋆
p,k, which is the final state pair momentum evaluated in

the initial pair rest frame. Such evaluations become necessary as detailed in Sec. IV.
5 The difference between the four-momentum a = (ωa,a) and the magnitude of its three-momentum a = |a|

is clear from context.
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that λ(x, y, z) is symmetric under interchange of the variables x, y, z. Note also that

in the case where ma = ma′ = m, then a⋆k reduces to a⋆k =
√
σk/4−m2 .

As illustrated in Fig. 2, we define a coordinate system with a zk-axis for the initial

state defined to be anti-parallel to the spectator momentum, i.e. ẑk ≡ −k̂. 6 Thus,

the first particle in the pair (taken to by φa) has its momentum oriented at a polar

angle ϑ⋆k with respect to this zk-axis. Furthermore, the three momenta form a plane

(the initial state plane) defined by the normal vector k × ak, oriented with respect

to the reaction plane (with a coordinate system XY Z which is defined later) by an

azimuthal angle ψ⋆k. This angle is preserved upon Lorentz boosts along zk, i.e. ψk = ψ⋆k

from the total CM frame to the initial pair CM frame. The boost velocity from the

initial pair CM frame to the total CM frame is given by βk = Pk/Ek.

2. Final pair CM frame – The final pair CM frame, defined by P⋆
p,p = 0, is constructed

analogously to the initial pair CM frame. The notation of a ⋆ superscript with a p sub-

script indicates kinematic variables are in this frame. Another body-fixed coordinate

system is assigned to this frame, with its zp-axis is defined by ẑp ≡ −p̂ and the “final

state plane” defined with a normal vector p × bp, which is depicted in Fig. 2. The

pairs polar and azimuthal angles are ϑ⋆p and ψ⋆p, respectively. The azimuthal angle is

again invariant under boost along ẑp, ψ
⋆
p = ψp. The final pair momenta are defined

back-to-back, b⋆p = −b′⋆
p , with a magnitude fixed by σp

b⋆p ≡ |b⋆p| =
1

2
√
σp
λ1/2(σp,m

2
b ,m

2
b′) . (7)

3. Total CM frame – The final reference frame in our analysis is the total CM frame,

defined by P = 0. Unlike the initial and pair CM frames, we do not include a special

notation to indicate a kinematic variable is evaluated in the total CM frame. This

frame proves convenient to define the reaction plane, which connects the initial three-

particle state to the final state. Both the initial and final state momenta are equally

evaluated in this frame. Specifically, the magnitudes of the initial and final spectator

momenta are fixed by their pair invariant masses,

p ≡ |p| = 1

2
√
s
λ1/2(s, σp,m

2
p), k ≡ |k| = 1

2
√
s
λ1/2(s, σk,m

2
k) . (8)

6 We use the notation r̂, the unit vector of r, to indicate the polar and azimuthal angles, (θr, φr). Note

that we use the standard convention for the domain of the polar and azimuthal angles, θr ∈ [0, π], and

φr ∈ [0, 2π).
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FIG. 3. Orientations of the initial and final state pair momenta defined with respect to the

external space-fixed coordinate system (denoted by XY Z). The angle between the initial and final

momentum Pk and Pp, respectively, is the effective CM frame scattering angle θpk.

These relations follow from Eq. (3), where the inverse relations are readily given

σk = s+m2
k − 2

√
s ωk , σp = s+m2

p − 2
√
s ωp , (9)

where recall that ωk =
√
m2 + k2 and ωp =

√
m2
p + p2. The angular degrees of free-

dom are not fixed. Instead of specifying the angles of the spectators, it proves more

convenient to consider the angles of the pair momenta Pk and Pp. To define the mo-

mentum orientations, we introduce a space-fixed coordinate system denoted by XY Z.

This coordinate system allows us to define our reaction plane, and allows us to think

about the pair-spectator scattering system as a quasi-two-body reaction. This quasi-

two-body reaction is depicted in Fig. 3, which for some fixed invariant masses
√
σk

and
√
σp is specified by the total CM frame energy

√
s and scattering angle between

the spectators.

Without loss of generality, 7 we define the initial pair momentum Pk to be aligned

with the +Z-axis of some space-fixed coordinate system (with axes XY Z), that is

7 In App. C we lift this choice of coordinates and illustrate the partial wave expansion with respect to

a generic externally fixed coordinate system. Although important in future analyses, as discussed in

App. C, we find that working in a generic coordinate system is not vital to reach our results in this work.

Therefore, we invite the interested reader to view App. C.
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Ẑ ≡ P̂k. Since P = 0, the initial spectator momentum is then aligned with the

−Z-axis. We then choose the final pair momentum Pp to lie in the XZ-plane, i.e.

the quasi-two-body reaction lies in the reaction plane. This plane is defined with the

+Y -axis proportional to k× p = Pk ×Pp. We denote the total CM frame scattering

angle by θpk, which is defined in the usual way

cos θpk ≡ P̂p · P̂k = p̂ · k̂ . (10)

Notice that θpk is simply the angle of Pp with respect to the Z-axis, cos θpk = Pp ·
Ẑ, with respect to our space-fixed coordinate system. Since we use the standard

convention that θpk ∈ [0, π], this means that we can specify θpk completely with just

cos θpk.

Additionally, as mentioned in the previous reference frame definitions, the reaction

plane serves as a convenient reference for the azimuthal angles of the initial and final

three-body planes, ψk and ψp, respectively.

To conclude this section, we summarize the eight necessary kinematic variables relevant

to project the 3 → 3 system to definite partial waves. For energy variables, we choose

the total CM energy s, as well as the initial and final pair invariant mass-squares σk and

σp, respectively. An alternative to σk and σp is the magnitudes of the associated spectator

momenta k and p. Through Eq. (8) at a fixed s, these are completely interchangeable.

We freely use either the set σk, σp or k, p where convenient, either for ease of notation or

exploiting some physical relation. The final five variables orient our system, four of which are

the initial and final pair polar and azimuthal angles defined in their respective rest frames,

â⋆k and b̂⋆p, respectively. The last variable is the total CM frame scattering angle θpk. In

the following section, we construct partial wave 3 → 3 amplitudes by integrating over the

angular degrees of freedom with appropriate angular momentum weight functions.

III. PARTIAL WAVE PROJECTION

Our first task is to define the generic partial wave projection for 3 → 3 scattering ampli-

tudes. The scheme we follow is similar to that of Ref. [85], where we first couple the three-

particle system to a definite total angular momentum J through the helicity framework.

Then, we re-couple the helicity partial wave to ones of definite parity using spin-orbit or LS
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coefficients. The reason for going through this two-step process is that helicity transforms

simply under Lorentz transformations compared to spin-projections against some space-fixed

z-axis. Doing so makes the projection of the exchange amplitude simpler, as the angles in

the total CM frame are simply related to those in either pair rest frame.

A. Helicity Projection

The starting point is to project the amplitude in helicity partial waves, that is partial

waves of definite total angular momentum where the pairs have their spin projected quan-

tized along their momentum direction. Following the decomposition used in Refs. [45, 46, 65],

we proceed by first partial wave projecting the pair into a definite angular momentum state

|P,k, a⟩ ∝
√
4π

∑
ℓ,λ

|P,k, ℓλ⟩ Y ∗
ℓλ(â

⋆
k) ,

where ℓ is the angular momentum of the pair, λ is its projection along the zk-axis defined by

the opposite sense of the spectator momentum k (see Fig. 4.), and Yℓλ(â
⋆
k) = Yℓλ(χ

⋆
k, ψ

⋆
k) ≡

⟨â⋆k|ℓλ⟩ are the usual spherical harmonics. Since the spin-quantization axis is along the

direction of the pair, we interpret λ as the pair helicity. 8

The normalization of the state is not relevant for our discussion, as we freely absorb

this factor into the definition of the amplitude. As we work with scattering states of three

scalars, only ℓ ∈ N0 is allowed, with λ ∈ Z which spans −ℓ ≤ λ ≤ ℓ for a given ℓ. For the

scattering amplitude, we arrive at the expansion

M(p,b;k, a) = 4π
∑
ℓ′,λ′

∑
ℓ,λ

Yℓ′λ′(b̂
⋆
p)Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k)Y

∗
ℓλ(â

⋆
k) , (11)

where the factor of 4π is convention. Given the full amplitude, the projection is found by

using the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics 9

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
1

4π

∫
db̂⋆p

∫
dâ⋆k Y

∗
ℓ′λ′(b̂

⋆
p)M(p,b;k, a)Yℓλ(â

⋆
k) , (12)

8 In the recent three-particle finite-volume frameworks for lattice QCD analyses, the pair angular momentum

projection m usually has a quantization axis taken to be some fixed z-axis of a volume. If one starts with

this definition, then converting to a helicity quantization with λ amounts to a unitary rotation of the pair

state |Pk, ℓλ⟩,

|Pk, ℓλ⟩ =
∑
m

D
(ℓ)
mλ(P̂k) |Pk, ℓm⟩ ,

where D
(ℓ)
mλ are the Wigner D matrix elements which are discussed in App. A.

9 In this work we make frequent use of identities of mathematical special functions. For convenience, we

collected a set of useful properties and appropriate references in App. A.
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FIG. 4. Kinematic configuration and spin-projection definitions for the initial (blue) and final

(red) state pairs in their associated rest frame. Each pair has its spin-projection along the opposite

direction of their associated spectators, giving λ and λ′ a helicity interpretation.

where the integration measure is dâ⋆k ≡ dψ⋆k d cosϑ
⋆
k with the integration domain being over

ϑ⋆k ∈ [0, π] and ψ⋆k ∈ [0, 2π].

It is useful to consider the amplitude Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ as one describing the reaction of a spinless

particle of massmk and a quasi-particle of mass
√
σk, spin ℓ, and helicity λ, which transitions

to a spinless particle of mass mp recoiling against another quasi-particle of mass
√
σp, spin

ℓ′, and helicity λ′. We represent the quasi-two-body reaction as

ξ
(ℓ)
k (Pk, λ) + φk(k) → ξ(ℓ

′)
p (Pp, λ

′) + φp(p) ,

where ξ
(ℓ)
k represents the quasi-particle of spin ℓ. Note that this effective 2 → 2 processes

only knows about particles φa, φa′ and φb, φb′ through formation and decay, thereby only

restricting the threshold of the invariant mass. Thus the details of the kinematic configura-

tions for these particles are not relevant in the rest of this construction. However, since the

amplitude depends on the pair invariant masses, it contains an angular momentum barrier

suppression as the energies of the pairs approach their threshold. For example, as the initial

state pair invariant mass-squared σk → σ
(thr.)
k , then

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) ∼ (a⋆k)
ℓ ,

with a similar behavior for the final state, Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ ∼
(
b⋆p
)ℓ′

as σp → σ
(thr.)
p .
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Once we have the effective helicity amplitude Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ, we can now couple the initial and

final state to those of definite total angular momentum J and projection mJ defined with

respect to the space-fixed Z-axis. The quasi-two-body state has the helicity partial wave

expansion

|P,k, ℓλ⟩ ∝
∑
J,mJ

√
2J + 1 |P, k, JmJ , ℓλ⟩ D(J)

mJλ
(P̂k) ,

where D
(J)
mJλ

are Wigner D matrix elements (cf. App. A.). Again, we do not specify a

normalization as we absorb this kinematic factor into the definition of the amplitude. Since

we chose the pair momentum Pk to have its momentum along the +zk-axis, the angles we

consider are those of this momentum, and not the spectator. We choose the phase convention

of the Wigner D matrix elements such that

D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) = D
(J)
mJλ

(ϕk, θk, 0) ,

= e−imJϕk d
(J)
mJλ

(θk) , (13)

where θk, and ϕk are the polar and azimuthal angles of the momentum Pk, respectively, and

d
(J)
mJλ

(θk) are the d matrix elements which are real for physical θk, i.e. −1 ≤ cos θk ≤ +1,

see Eq. A20. Applying this basis expansion on both the initial and final states of Eq. (12)

yields

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
∑
J ′,mJ′

∑
J,mJ

√
2J ′ + 1D

(J ′) ∗
mJ′λ′(P̂p)MJ ′mJ′ ,JmJ

ℓ′λ′,ℓλ (p, k)
√
2J + 1D

(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) . (14)

The normalization of Eq. (14) is chosen such that for spinless pairs, ℓ′ = ℓ = 0, then (14)

simplifies and the resulting expression has same normalization as Eq. (11). 10

Rotational invariance of the entire three-body system imposes that total angular momen-

tum J is conserved, and the amplitude is independent of the projection mJ ,

MJ ′mJ′ ,JmJ

ℓ′λ′,ℓλ = δJ ′JδmJ′mJ
MJ

ℓ′λ′,ℓλ . (15)

Since the helicity partial wave amplitude is block diagonal in each J sector, we can reduce

the sums in the expansion to

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
∞∑

J=Jmin

(2J + 1)MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k)

J∑
mJ=−J

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) , (16)

10 See Eq. (A29) in App. A for the relations between the spherical harmonics and Wigner D matrix elements.
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where Jmin = max(|λ′|, |λ|) is the minimum J value for the sum. The helicity partial wave

amplitudes MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ depend on the three kinematic variables, total CM energy

√
s, and the

initial and final spectator momenta k and p, respectively (or alternatively the pair invariant

masses
√
σk and

√
σp).

Recall from Sec. IIA that with respect to our chosen coordinate system, P̂k = Ẑ. Thus,

for all J the initial Wigner D matrix element simplifies to

D
(J)
mJλ

(Ẑ) = δmJλ ,

allowing us to trivially perform the sum to find

J∑
mJ=−J

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) = d
(J)
λλ′(θpk) , (17)

where we recall from Eq. (10) that the CM frame scattering angle is defined by cos θpk ≡
P̂p · P̂k, and since the pair momenta lie in the XZ-plane, there is no azimuthal angular

dependence. Therefore, the helicity partial wave expansion is given by

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
∑
J

(2J + 1)MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) d

(J)
λλ′(θpk) , (18)

with the projection given by

MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) =

1

2

∫ +1

−1

d cos θpk d
(J)
λλ′(θpk)Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) . (19)

The helicity partial wave amplitudes do not possess definite parity [86], and we must

take appropriate linear combinations to recover definite parity amplitudes. In the following

section, we construct definite parity amplitudes by connecting to the spin-orbit basis. 11

B. Spin-Orbit Projection

Spin-orbit amplitudes are those of definite spatial parity. These amplitudes are important

to construct for the spectroscopy as hadrons appear as resonant states of amplitudes, and

11 One could of course define a partial wave projection directly into the spin-orbit basis without going

through the helicity basis first. However, since our goal is partial wave projection the OPE contribution

to the three-body amplitude, we find it more convenient to first project it into the helicity basis, and

then form linear combinations of definite parity states. The reasoning is due to the complicated angular

dependence of the OPE function, and the helicity basis allows us to easily define relations between the

different reference frames which impact the OPE definition, which will be detailed in Sec. IV.
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hadrons have definite spin-parity JP . Given the helicity partial wave projections for the

3 → 3 amplitude in Sec. III A, we can easily construct amplitudes of definite parity by

taking appropriate linear combinations. We use the fact that the amplitudes Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ can be

interpreted as a quasi-two-body amplitude where one particle has a helicity. We can therefore

use standard techniques [86] from the partial wave projection of a two-body helicity state

to spin-orbit state to obtain

|P, k,2S+1LJ ,mJ , ℓ⟩ ∝
∑
λ

|P, k, JmJ , ℓλ⟩ P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) ,

which when applied to our helicity amplitude yields

M(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) =

∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J)MJ

ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k)P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) . (20)

Here S is the total intrinsic spin of the pair-spectator system, L is the orbital angular

momentum between an initial state pair and its spectator in their total CM frame, and

S ′ and L′ are similarly defined for the final state. The total angular momentum J of the

three-body system therefore has values |L − S| ≤ J ≤ L + S and |L′ − S ′| ≤ J ≤ L′ + S ′.

The parity of the three-particle state with a total angular momentum J is

P = η(−1)S+L = η(−1)S
′+L′

,

where η is the product of the intrinsic parities of the three particles, e.g. for three pseu-

doscalar pions the product of intrinsic parities is η = (−1)3 = −1. Since the strong interac-

tion conserves parity, only transitions where S + L and S ′ + L′ are both even or both odd

are allowed.

To couple the helicity basis to the spin-orbit basis, we have introduced the spin-orbit

coupling coefficients P(ℓ)
λ , which are defined in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as

P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) =

√
2L+ 1

2J + 1
⟨Jλ|L0, Sλ⟩ δℓS . (21)

The Kronecker delta enforces that the total spin is equal to that of the pair, S = ℓ, as

expected for our three spinless particles. 12 From the completeness relation of the Clebsch-

Gordan coefficients, one immediately sees that the spin-orbit couplings satisfy∑
λ

P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1L′

J)P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) = δL′L . (22)

12 In anticipation of extensions for external particles with spin we define the spin-orbit coupling coefficients

with the redundant ℓ = S, which in the case for particles with spin the Kronecker delta will be replaced

with an additional Clebsch-Gordan coefficient which couples the pair and spectator spins to total S.
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The spin-orbit amplitudes describe the transition 2S+1LJ → 2S′+1L′
J for the quasi-two-body

reaction ξ
(ℓ)
k +φk → ξ

(ℓ′)
p +φp. Therefore, for fixed σk and σp, the amplitudes have the usual

threshold behavior from orbital angular momentum barrier suppression,

M(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) ∼ pL

′
kL ,

as p, k → 0 for fixed σk, σp.

As an example of the form of spin-orbit coupling coefficients, let us consider a system of

three pions. For a pair of pions in relative S wave, then ℓ = 0 and the only allowed L is

L = J . So, the spin-orbit coefficient is simply

P(0)
λ (1JJ) = δλ0 . (23)

If the pair of pions is in an angular momentum state ℓ = 1, i.e. the resonant P wave

channel, then the pair-spectator system is then a triple state with S = 1. For some target

total angular momentum J , the allowed orbital angular momenta are L = J − 1, J, J + 1.

Therefore, the spin-orbit coefficients can be simplified to the form

P(1)
λ (3LJ) =



√
J + 1

2(2J + 1)
|λ|+

√
J

2J + 1
δλ,0 , L = J − 1 ,

− λ√
2
, L = J ,

√
J

2(2J + 1)
|λ| −

√
J + 1

2J + 1
δλ,0 , L = J + 1 .

(24)

Since the pion is a pseudoscalar, the product of the intrinsic parities is η = −1, and therefore

the total parity of the system is P = (−1)L. For a target JP = 1+ and the initial and final

pairs both being vectors ℓ = ℓ′ = 1, then only S and D waves contribute giving an two-

dimensional amplitude with 3S1 and 3D1.

IV. ONE PARTICLE EXCHANGE AMPLITUDE

We construct analytic representations of the 3 → 3 scattering amplitude by enforcing

S matrix unitarity on Eq. (2). One can show that a driving kinematic singularity of the

amplitude is due to the exchange of an on-shell particle with mass me and momentum
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FIG. 5. The OPE contribution to the on-shell 3 → 3 amplitude iM with momentum assignments.

The dashed line indicates that we have removed short-distance contributions of the exchange prop-

agator. The 2 → 2 subprocesses iM2 are denoted by the grey-filled circles on either side of the

exchange propagator.

P −k−p between two-body sub-processes [65]. The imaginary part of the 3 → 3 amplitude

at this kinematic point, specifically for the k and p spectators, is

Im M(p,b;k, a) ⊃ M∗
2(σp; b̂

⋆
p, k̂

⋆
p) π δ(upk −m2

e)M2(σk; p̂
⋆
k, â

⋆
k) ,

where the angles k̂⋆p and p̂⋆k correspond to the orientations of the spectator in the rest frame

of the opposite pair indicated, e.g. k̂⋆p is the unit vector of the initial spectator defined in

the final pair rest frame defined by its spectator p. 13 We also defined

upk ≡ (P − k − p)2 ,

as the momentum-squared of the exchanged particle. We focus only on the k and p spectators

here, but note that other spectator combinations will result in similar contributions to the

imaginary part.

The aforementioned pole singularity of the 3 → 3 amplitude is encoded in the OPE.

Defining the momenta of the initial and final spectators respectively to be k and p, the

OPE, depicted diagrammatically in Figure 5, can in general be written as 14

iM(p,b;k, a) ⊃ iM2(σp; b̂
⋆
p, k̂

⋆
p)

i

upk −m2
e + iϵ

iM2(σk; p̂
⋆
k, â

⋆
k) ≡ iMOPE(p,b;k, a) . (25)

13 Since the OPE involves pair-spectator systems in both its external and intermediate states, the thresholds

for the pair invariant masses extend to the cases σ
(thr.)
k = max(ma+ma′ ,mp+me) and σ

(thr.)
p = max(mb+

mb′ ,mk +me) for the initial and final pair, respectively.
14 Equation (25) can be argued by constructing on-shell representations through either S matrix unitar-

ity [65–67] or summing Feynman graphs to all-orders within some generalized effective field theory and

projecting intermediate states on their mass-shell [45, 46]. As with all on-shell representations, the OPE

is defined up to some real part in the physical region which is absorbed into the global K matrix which

desribes short-distance three-body dynamics. For example, in the resulting integral equations of the afore-

mentioned references, one usually includes a cutoff function to render the momentum integrals UV finite.

Since our focus here is on the partial wave projection of the function, we omit the cutoff function for

convenience.
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On either side of the exchange propagator is a modified 2 → 2 amplitude, M2. The mod-

ification chosen, which is not unique, assures that M2 agrees with M2 in the limit that

the exchanged particle goes on shell, while assuring that no unphysical kinematic singular-

ities are introduced. Explicitly, these amplitudes are defined through the following angular

momentum expansion,

M2(σk; p̂
⋆
k, â

⋆
k) = 4π

∑
ℓ′,λ′

∑
ℓ,λ

(
p⋆k
q⋆k

)ℓ′

Yℓ′λ′(p̂
⋆
k)M2,ℓ′λ′;ℓλ(σk)Y

∗
ℓλ(â

⋆
k) , (26a)

M2(σp; b̂
⋆
k, k̂

⋆
p) = 4π

∑
ℓ′,λ′

∑
ℓ,λ

Yℓ′λ′(b̂
⋆
p)M2,ℓ′λ′;ℓλ(σp)

(
k⋆p
q⋆p

)ℓ

Y ∗
ℓλ(k̂

⋆
p) . (26b)

Angular momentum barrier factors are included to suppress the kinematic divergence in-

duced by the spherical harmonics as p⋆k and k⋆p go to zero in their respective amplitudes.

These momenta are defined in the CM frame of the pair of the opposite spectator, specifically

one can show

p⋆k =
1

2
√
σk
λ1/2(σk,m

2
p, upk), k⋆p =

1

2
√
σp
λ1/2(σp,m

2
k, upk) . (27)

The barrier factors are chosen to be unity at the on-shell point upk = m2
e, where we define

the momenta

q⋆k ≡ p⋆k

∣∣∣
upk=m2

e

=
1

2
√
σk
λ1/2(σk,m

2
p,m

2
e) ,

q⋆p ≡ k⋆p

∣∣∣
upk=m2

e

=
1

2
√
σp
λ1/2(σp,m

2
k,m

2
e) , (28)

Finally note that rotational invariance of the two-body subsystems diagonalize their respec-

tive 2 → 2 partial wave amplitude M2,ℓ′λ′;ℓλ(σ) = δℓ′ℓ δλ′λM2,ℓ(σ).

A. Exchange Propagator

Given the OPE amplitude defined in Eq. (25), we manipulate it to be amenable for an

analytic partial wave projection to total angular momentum J . This means isolating the

dependence on the total scattering angle θpk. Using the on-shell representation defined in

Eq. (25) with Eqs. (26a) and (26b), we write the OPE amplitude as

iMOPE = 4π
∑
ℓ′,λ′

∑
ℓ,λ

Yℓ′λ′(b̂
⋆
p) iMℓ′(σp) iGℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) iMℓ(σk)Y

∗
ℓλ(â

⋆
k) , (29)
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which in effect performs the first partial wave expansion on the initial and final state pairs

as given in Eq. (11). Here we define the kinematic exchange propagator G as

Gℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) ≡
H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k)

upk −m2
e + iϵ

, (30)

where the ϵ → 0+ limit is understood, and H is the spin-dependent numerator 15 which we

define as the spin-helicity matrix,

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) ≡

(
k⋆p
q⋆p

)ℓ′

4π Y ∗
ℓ′λ′(k̂

⋆
p)Yℓλ(p̂

⋆
k)

(
p⋆k
q⋆k

)ℓ

. (31)

From the properties of the spherical harmonics, the spin-helicity matrix, obeys the reflection

property

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) = (−1)λ

′+λH(ℓ′ℓ) ∗
−λ′−λ(p,k) . (32)

In order to analytically perform the partial wave projection, we manipulate the exchange

propagator (30) into a form to make explicit the dependence of the angular variable θpk. We

therefore need to express Eqs. (30) and (31) with respect to our reaction plane defined in

the space-fixed coordinate system illustrated in Fig. 3. For convenience we define zpk as the

cosine of the scattering angle,

zpk ≡ cos θpk ,

and work with zpk. Upon inspection of the propagator of Eq. (30), we find that the zpk-

dependence will reside in the pole term through upk = (P − k − p)2, and through the

arguments of the spherical harmonics which are related to the scattering angle by Lorentz

transformations. The dependence on zpk leads to singular behavior in both when the prop-

agator goes on the mass shell and through kinematic factors associated with the spin of the

pairs. In the following, we derive a generic form for the OPE which identifies the angular

dependence including the isolation of the singular behavior of the function on zpk.

The OPE is a u-channel process in the effective ξ
(ℓ)
k (Pk, λ) +φk(k) → ξ

(ℓ′)
p (Pp, λ

′) +φp(p)

reaction. The invariant momentum transfer is related to the cosine of the scattering angle

15 We emphasize that we use the regular spherical harmonics as opposed to the real harmonics originally

used in the original derivation using the finite-volume framework [45, 46], which are simply unitary

transformations of the regular spherical harmonics, Yℓ = Uℓ · Sℓ with Sℓ denoting the real spherical

harmonics of degree ℓ.
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in the usual way,

upk = (P − k − p)2 ,

= σk +m2
p − 2Ekωp − 2pk zpk ,

≡ u
(0)
pk − 2pk(1 + zpk) , (33)

where Ek =
√
s − ωk, and u

(0)
pk ≡ σk +m2

p − 2Ekωp + 2pk is the backward limit (zpk = −1)

of upk. The value of zpk at the on-shell point, upk = m2
e, is given a special notation,

ζpk ≡ zpk

∣∣∣
upk=m2

e

,

= −1−
m2
e − u

(0)
pk

2pk

=
2s(σk +m2

p −m2
e)− (s+ σk −m2

k)(s+m2
p − σp)

λ1/2(s, σk,m2
k)λ

1/2(s, σp,m2
p)

, (34)

where we have used, along with k and p defined in Eq. (8), the relations

Ek =
√
s− ωk =

1

2
√
s
(s+ σk −m2

k), ωp =
1

2
√
s
(s+m2

p − σp), (35)

which follow from the definition of s in the total CM frame. Note that we have not explicitly

written the +iϵ shift which avoids the pole. However, one can include this shift by either

substituting m2
e → m2

e − iϵ or ζpk → ζpk + iϵ. The OPE pole of Eq. (30) in terms of zpk is

then upk −m2
e = 2pk(ζpk − zpk).

For the zpk-dependence in the spin-helicity matrix, Eq. (31), we make use of the Lorentz

transformations between the total CM frame (P = 0) where θpk is defined, and the pair CM

frames where the orientations of k⋆p and p⋆k are defined. These Lorentz transformations are

illustrated in Figs. 6 and 7 for the initial pair and final pair rest frames, respectively. Recall

that in the reaction plane, i.e. the XZ-plane, the pair momenta have zero azimuthal angle

in the CM frame.

Focusing first on the initial pair rest frame where P⋆
k,k = (P− k)⋆k = 0, as illustrated in

Fig. 6 (a), we define χ⋆k as the polar angle of p
⋆
k in the initial pair rest frame, cosχ⋆k = p⋆k ·ẑk =

−p⋆k · k⋆k. With respect to the external coordinate system, the azimuthal angle of p⋆k is π

since the vector is oriented with respect to the negative xk-axis. Therefore, the orientation

of p⋆k is given by the angles (χ⋆k, π). In the final pair rest frame P⋆
p,p = (P−p)⋆p = 0 as shown



21

<latexit sha1_base64="rLPwfDXvVW8UX63sAoSrpOjO+WE="></latexit>zk

<latexit sha1_base64="/L2Y29Z2SpTbJYWdSX0+hvoSPfM="></latexit>zp

<latexit sha1_base64="IbwLk20uAS0HdiEgOx4hQB5oM6Y="></latexit>

✓pk

<latexit sha1_base64="TAMghkX+eq0PObjRpeDkHJFK0x0="></latexit>

⇡ � ✓pk
<latexit sha1_base64="zzKRqj1O7NnYdwvx0PrtxCTSk7w="></latexit>p

<latexit sha1_base64="8SDd9R1CXXHYXlye1Bo0rvpRvOU="></latexit>

Pp

<latexit sha1_base64="oEqsAXny+pfdS1mjnC0m+VE+3V0="></latexit>

k

<latexit sha1_base64="uHbjMnHh+G45f01E4FjO/RnRRH4="></latexit>

Pk

<latexit sha1_base64="b3L7yqxjJGvppRqX4pZIehTuzOE="></latexit>

�k

<latexit sha1_base64="w8WRsF1SiPv+CxondrdT8HcgIfI="></latexit>

=)

<latexit sha1_base64="ELKRnqUaqyuPOLV89QJ99vPXNzY="></latexit>

(a) P?
k,k = 0 frame

<latexit sha1_base64="87aUsrxHAvLZ0Q8ATtbLHYNZXLg="></latexit>

(b) P = 0 frame

<latexit sha1_base64="rLPwfDXvVW8UX63sAoSrpOjO+WE="></latexit>zk
<latexit sha1_base64="oWV4m9CIntvUcOTblpPS5jdtRQA="></latexit>

k?
k

<latexit sha1_base64="FS/xIMoBfNfHIooGpj/TIdO+JUQ="></latexit>

p?
k

<latexit sha1_base64="SOrjHhA5WU7VlvbUxDXdMwKTtVc="></latexit>

P?
p,k

<latexit sha1_base64="4tFZWXjamVlZCmwQwrMTUwFffwc="></latexit>

�?
k

<latexit sha1_base64="Pmf2FlS6IeCIu55Sw5OgkqLZmwg="></latexit>

P?
k,k = 0

<latexit sha1_base64="RyzI4tnmEHVB5fbgNK2G1XopE58="></latexit>xk

FIG. 6. Kinematics of the OPE in (a) the initial state pair rest frame (P⋆
k,k = 0) and (b) the

total CM frame (P = 0). The boost velocity from the P⋆
k,k = 0 frame to the P = 0 frame is

βk = Pk/Ek = (P− k)/(
√
s− ωk).

in Fig. 7 (a), the polar angle of k⋆p is χ
⋆
p which is defined as cosχ⋆p = k⋆p · ẑp = −k⋆p ·p⋆p. With

respect to our coordinate system, the azimuthal angle is zero, thus the polar and azimuthal

angles of k⋆p in this frame are (χ⋆p, 0). Therefore, the angular dependence of the spin-helicity

matrix is of the form

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) ∝ Y ∗

ℓ′λ′(χ
⋆
p, 0)Yℓλ(χ

⋆
k, π) ,

= (−1)λ Yℓ′λ′(χ
⋆
p, 0)Yℓλ(χ

⋆
k, 0) . (36)

The relation between the χ⋆k and χ⋆p and zpk is found by Lorentz boosting between the

frames in which these angles are defined and the total CM frame. The Lorentz boost along

the zk axis from the initial pair rest frame to the total CM frame, cf. Fig. 6 (b), yields the

relation

p⋆k cosχ
⋆
k = γk [ p cos(π − θpk)− ωpβk ] , (37a)

p⋆k sinχ
⋆
k = p sin(π − θpk) , (37b)

where βk = |Pk|/Ek = k/(
√
s − ωk) is the magnitude of the boost velocity and γk =

(1−β2
k)

−1/2 = (
√
s−ωk)/

√
σk. Note that cos(π−θpk) = − cos θpk = −zpk and sin(π−θpk) =

sin θpk =
√

1− z2pk. A similar analysis for the initial state spectator momentum in the final
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FIG. 7. Similar to Fig. 6 but for the (a) final state pair frame (P⋆
p,p = 0) where the boost to the

(b) total CM frame is given by βp = Pp/Ep = (P− p)/(
√
s− ωp).

state pair rest frame, k⋆p, yields the transformation (cf. Fig. 7)

k⋆p cosχ
⋆
p = γp [ k cos(π − θpk)− ωkβp ] , (38a)

k⋆p sinχ
⋆
p = k sin(π − θpk) , (38b)

where βp = |Pp|/Ep = p/(
√
s − ωp), γp = (1 − β2

p)
−1/2 = (

√
s − ωp)/

√
σp. From Eqs. (37)

and (38), we see that the spherical harmonics contain dependencies on s, p, k, as well as

zpk.

The analytic structure of the zpk-dependence of H can be understood by its partial wave

expansion. Since the helicity dependence of the OPE is entirely contained in H, it admits a

partial wave expansion similar to the full helicity amplitude as given in Eq (18). We write

its expansion as 16

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) =

∑
J

(2J + 1)H(ℓ′ℓ),J
λ′λ (p, k) d

(J)
λλ′(zpk) (39)

In the complex zpk-plane, the spin-helicity function contains singularities associated with the

Wigner d functions as seen by Eq. (39). By definition, cf. App. A and references therein,

the zpk dependence in the Wigner d matrix elements is of the form

d
(J)
λλ′(zpk) ∝ ξλλ′(zpk)P

(µ,ν)
ρ (zpk) , (40)

16 In a slight abuse of notation, we express d
(J)
λλ′(θpk) as a function of zpk = cos θpk, d

(J)
λλ′(zpk), so that we can

write everything as a function of zpk.
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where ξλλ′ is called the half-angle factor and P
(µ,ν)
ρ are the Jacobi polynomials with µ =

|λ− λ′|, ν = |λ+ λ′|, and ρ = J − (µ+ ν)/2 = J − Jmin. The Jacobi polynomials P
(µ,ν)
ρ (zpk)

are regular functions of zpk for all indices µ, ν, and ρ, while the half-angle factor, defined by

ξλλ′(zpk) =

(
1− zpk

2

) |λ−λ′|
2

(
1 + zpk

2

) |λ+λ′|
2

, (41)

contains potentially square-root singularities depending on the system of helicities. In order

to obtain an analytic representation for the OPE, we isolate the singular dependencies in zpk

as they will impact the partial wave projection. Therefore, we conclude that the spin-helicity

function for any ℓ′, ℓ has the generic structure, 17

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) ≡ ξλλ′(zpk)A(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk) , (42)

where A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ is defined to be a regular function in zpk for the physical kinematics. For

example, consider the scattering with ℓ′ = ℓ = 1, with the helicities λ′ = +1, λ = 1.

Then, as detailed in Sec. V, the spin-helicity function behaves like H(11)
+10 = sinχ⋆p cosχ

⋆
k.

This function is non-analytic in zpk since sinχ⋆p ∝ sin θpk =
√

1− z2pk from the Lorentz

transformations Eq. (38). However, ξ01(zpk) ∝
√
1− z2pk, thus the spin-helicity function

factorizes into the non-analytic half-angle factor and a regular function in zpk.

It is further useful to define the A coefficient at the on-shell point zpk = ζpk,

A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k) ≡ A(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk)
∣∣∣
zpk=ζpk

, (43)

which allows us to express the function as a term at the propagator pole and a term which

is the difference of the pole and non-pole term.

A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk) = A(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k) +
[
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk)−A(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k)
]
, (44)

Near the pole, the difference vanishes as (ζpk − zpk), thus it is convenient to define a new

function which is regular near this pole,

B(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk) ≡

1

ζpk − zpk

[
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk)−A(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k)
]
. (45)

17 This behavior has been known from the scattering of two spinning particles, see for example Ref. [87] and

references therein.
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The introduction of the B coefficient allows us to completely isolate the analytic behavior

of the OPE in zpk into the generic form,

Gℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
1

2pk
ξλ′λ(zpk)

[
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k)

ζpk − zpk
+ B(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk)

]
. (46)

As discussed in the beginning of this section, the singular behavior of G in the variable

zpk = cos θpk comes from two locations. First there is the overall half-angle factor, hidden

in the spin-helicity function, which exhibits kinematic singularities due to the spin of the

initial and final state pairs. Second, the OPE is singular where the exchange particle goes

on its mass-shell, which is encoded in the pole. The remaining zpk behavior is analytic in

the physical region we consider.

The B coefficients are constructed to be regular functions of zpk on the interval −1 ≤
zpk ≤ +1, thus for a fixed λ′ and λ we can freely expand it into Legendre polynomials as

B(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk) =

∞∑
j=0

(2j + 1)B(ℓ′ℓ)
j,λ′λ(p, k)Pj(zpk) , (47)

where by the orthogonality of the Legendre polynomials we can obtain the projected coeffi-

cients

B(ℓ′ℓ)
j,λ′λ(p, k) =

1

2

∫ +1

−1

dzpk Pj(zpk)B(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk) . (48)

We stress here that although Eq. (47) is an expansion involving an infinite number of terms,

for a fixed ℓ′ and ℓ only a finite number of projected coefficients Eq. (48) will exist for some

target total angular momentum J . In Sec. V, we give explicit examples of these coefficients

for ℓ′, ℓ = {0, 1}.
Since the OPE is a known function, we can easily tabulate the A and B coefficients for

the particular scattering channels of interest by the procedure outlined above. While at

first, this may seem like extra computational steps given that G has a known form, we find

that this decomposition allows us to write down a generic analytic representation for the

definite-parity partial wave amplitudes of the OPE. In doing so, we arrive at an exact result

that isolates all the known singular structures of the OPE in the (σp, s, σk) variables, and a

set of coefficients which are determined from the identified A and B coefficients.
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B. Partial Wave Projected Exchange Propagator

The OPE as given in Eq. (46) allows for explicit analytic partial wave projection. First

we project Eq. (46) into the helicity basis using Eq. (19),

GJℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) ≡
1

2

∫ +1

−1

d cos θpk d
(J)
λλ′(θpk)Gℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) ,

=
1

4pk
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k)

∫ +1

−1

dzpk
ξλλ′(zpk)

ζpk − zpk
d
(J)
λλ′(zpk)

+
1

4pk

∫ +1

−1

dzpk ξλλ′(zpk) d
(J)
λλ′(zpk)B

(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k, zpk) . (49)

The integral in the first term is entirely in terms of known functions independent of specta-

tor momenta, whereas the second integral involves the B coefficient which depends on the

momenta chosen pairs. By using the expansion (47), we can remove the momentum depen-

dence leaving an integral over functions which depend solely on zpk for the second term of

Eq. (49),

(2nd term) =
1

4pk

∑
j

(2j + 1)B(ℓ′ℓ)
j,λ′λ(p, k)

∫ +1

−1

dzpk ξλλ′(zpk) d
(J)
λλ′(zpk)Pj(zpk) . (50)

Both of the resulting integrals can be computed analytically by recognizing that the

product the product ξλλ′(zpk) d
(J)
λλ′(zpk) is a regular function of zpk for any J , λ′, and λ since

d
(J)
λλ′(zpk) ∝ ξλλ′(zpk)P

|λ−λ′|,|λ+λ′|
J−Jmin

(zpk) and the singular behavior of the half-angle factor is

removed since it is squared. 18 This allows us to perform the following expansion,

ξλλ′(zpk) d
(J)
λλ′(zpk) =

∞∑
j=0

(2j + 1) CJj,λ′λ Pj(zpk) , (51)

where the expansion coefficients C(J)
j,λ′λ are determined by

CJj,λ′λ =
1

2

∫ +1

−1

dzpk ξλλ′(zpk) d
(J)
λλ′(zpk)Pj(zpk) . (52)

We note here that this integral is precisely what appears in Eq. (50). So, both the first and

second terms of Eq. (49) are related to the C coefficient Eq. (52). Equation (52) can be

evaluated in closed form, with the result being

CJj,λ′λ =
(−1)η

2Jmin + 1

√
|λ− λ′|! |λ+ λ′|!

(2Jmin)!
⟨Jminλ

′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨Jminλ|Jλ, j0⟩ , (53)

18 An alternative approach to evaluating the first integral is to use the rotational e
(J)
λ′λ functions as described

in Ref. [88]. However, we find the approach presented in this manuscript is ‘easier’ on the reader as we

use the more commonly known Legendre function QJ .
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where η = 0 if λ′ ≥ λ and η = λ′ − λ if λ′ < λ, and we recall that Jmin = max(|λ|, |λ′|). For
convenience, we provide a derivation of this result in App. B.

Using Eq. (52), we write the helicity partial wave projection of the OPE as

GJℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) =
1

4pk
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k)

∑
j

(2j + 1) CJj,λ′λ
∫ +1

−1

dzpk
Pj(zpk)

ζpk − zpk

+
1

2pk

∑
j

(2j + 1) CJj,λ′λ B(ℓ′ℓ)
j,λ′λ(p, k) . (54)

The final integral can be expressed in terms of the well-known Legendre functions of the 2nd

kind

Qj(ζpk) =
1

2

∫ +1

−1

dzpk
Pj(zpk)

ζpk − zpk
, (55)

where the analytic structure is fixed by ζpk → ζpk + iϵ. Properties and examples of the

Legendre functions are given in App. A. The Legendre Q functions contain branch cuts

when ζpk = ±1, which originate from the on-shell exchange upk = m2
e. Since the A and

B coefficients are regular in the energy variables, the Q functions contain the entire non-

analytic structure of the partial wave projected OPE, which results in a branch cut in the

complex s-plane for fixed σk and σp. The on-shell constraint ζpk = ±1 leads to an expression

for the physical boundary region of real-particle exchanges [83], given by Φ(p, k) ≥ 1 where

Φ(p, k) = σkσp(s+m2
k +m2

p +m2
e − σk − σp)

− σk(s−m2
p)(m

2
k −m2

e)− σp(s−m2
k)(m

2
p −m2

e)

− (sm2
e −m2

pm
2
k)(s+m2

e −m2
p −m2

k) . (56)

Combining Eqs. (54), (52), and (55), we find a compact expression for the helicity partial

wave projection of the OPE as

GJℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) =
1

2pk

∑
j

(2j + 1) CJj,λ′λ
[
A(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p, k)Qj(ζpk) + B(ℓ′ℓ)

j,λ′λ(p, k)
]
, (57)

where ζpk = ζpk(p, k) is defined in Eq. (34). Note that the sum is finite since the C coefficients

are zero for j outside the range |J − Jmin| ≤ j ≤ J + Jmin. The pole term multiplying the A
coefficients results in singular behavior in the energy variables, while the B coefficients are

regular functions of energies, thereby giving additional short-distance physics to the ones
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already contained in the three-body K matrix of the on-shell representations as discussed

in Ref. [65].

Having this analytic representation for the helicity partial wave projection of G, we form
the appropriate linear combinations to arrive at an expression in the spin-orbit basis using

Eqs. (20) and (21),

G(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) =

∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J)GJℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k)P(ℓ)

λ (2S+1LJ) . (58)

Inserting Eq. (57), we find the definite parity partial wave projections of the OPE for the

3 → 3 scattering of external spinless particles takes the form, as a matrix in LS-space,

G(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) = K̃(ℓ′ℓ),J

G,L′S′,LS(p, k) +
∑
j

T̃ (ℓ′ℓ),J
j,L′S′,LS(p, k)Qj(ζpk) , (59)

where K̃G is a known short-distance contribution given in terms of the B coefficients, whereas

T̃j are computed from a given set of A coefficients. The matrix elements of K̃G are

K̃(ℓ′ℓ),J
G,L′S′,LS(p, k) ≡

1

2pk

∑
j

(2j + 1)

×
∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J) CJj,λ′λ B(ℓ′ℓ)

j,λ′λ(p, k)P
(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) , (60)

while the matrix elements of T̃j are

T̃ (ℓ′ℓ),J
j,L′S′,LS(p, k) ≡

1

2pk
(2j + 1)

∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J) CJj,λ′λA(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k)P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) . (61)

We stress here that Eq. (59) is a generic result for an exchange of a spinless particle between

pairs with any angular momentum that couple to some total JP . The matrices K̃G and T̃j
are regular functions of the energies in the physical region.

It is important to note that Eq. (59) is not a unique decomposition, as the Legendre

functions of the 2nd-kind can be written, cf. Eqs. (A9) and (A10) in App. A, as

Qj(z) = Pj(z)Q0(z)−Wj−1(z) , (62)

where Pj are the Legendre polynomials and Wj−1(z) is polynomial in z, defined for j > 0 by

Wj−1(z) =

j∑
n=1

1

n
Pn−1(z)Pj−n(z) , (63)
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whereas for j = 0, W−1 = 0. This relation allows one to shift the definitions of K̃G and

T̃j to absorb/remove terms regular in the kinematic variables, which can further simplify

expressions for the partial wave projected OPE. Exploiting this relation, we reduce our result

for the partial wave OPE to one involving only Q0(ζpk),

G(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) = K(ℓ′ℓ),J

G,L′S′,LS(p, k) + T (ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k)Q0(ζpk) (64)

which is the expression claimed in Eq. (1) as our primary result. The matrix elements of

KG are given by

K(ℓ′ℓ),J
G,L′S′,LS(p, k) = K̃(ℓ′ℓ),J

G,L′S′,LS(p, k)−
∑
j

T̃ (ℓ′ℓ),J
j,L′S′,LS(p, k)Wj−1(ζpk) ,

=
1

2pk

∑
j

(2j + 1)
∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J) CJj,λ′λ

×
[
B(ℓ′ℓ)
j,λ′λ(p, k)−Wj−1A(ℓ′ℓ)

j,λ′λ(p, k)
]
P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) , (65)

and the T coefficient is the sum over the T̃j coefficients weighted by Legendre polynomials,

T (ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS(p, k) ≡

∑
j

T̃ (ℓ′ℓ),J
j,L′S′,LS(p, k)Pj(ζpk) ,

=
1

2pk

∑
j

(2j + 1)Pj(ζpk)

×
∑
λ′,λ

P(ℓ′)
λ′ (2S

′+1L′
J) CJj,λ′λA(ℓ′ℓ)

λ′λ (p, k)P(ℓ)
λ (2S+1LJ) (66)

Equation (64), along with (65) and (66), are the main result of this work. The only

remaining task for the user is to construct the KG and T matrices by identifying the ap-

propriate A and B coefficients. In the next section, we illustrate the procedure for some

low-spin cases.

V. CASE STUDIES

In this section we examine the consequence of our main result, Eq. (59), for three cases of

low-spin systems: pairs with ℓ′ = ℓ = 0, ℓ′ = ℓ = 1, and the transition process ℓ′ = 1, ℓ = 0.

Any higher spin system can be found by following the procedure outlined in this section. This

procedure is easily amenable to symbolic computation with software such as Mathematica,

and such a notebook with examples is supplied in the Supplemental Material.
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The main tasks are to identify the A and B coefficients as defined in Eqs. (43) and (45),

respectively, given for each case. Once these coefficients are determined, we compute the K̃G

and T̃j functions, Eqs. (60) and (61), respectively. These matrices are then fed into Eqs. (65)

and (66) for KG and T , respectively, giving the analytic projection shown in Eq. (64).

Throughout this section, we denote η = ηkηpηe as the product of intrinsic parities of the

initial and final spectators, and the exchange particle. As our focus is on hadronic processes,

we also assume parity-conserving reactions with P = η(−1)L+S = η(−1)L
′+S′

. Additionally,

since S ′ = ℓ′ and S = ℓ always in this work, we introduce a convenient notation for the

partial wave OPE,

G(2S′+1L′
J |2S+1LJ) ≡ G(S′S),J

L′S′,LS(p, k) ,

where the dependencies on kinematic variables are left implicit.

A. Pairs with ℓ′ = ℓ = 0

The simplest case is when both the incoming and outgoing pairs are in relative S waves,

so that ℓ′ = ℓ = 0. The complications with the spin-helicity function are eliminated since

λ′ = λ = 0, i.e. H(00)
λ′λ = δλ′0δλ0. This in turn indicates that the coefficients areA(00)

λ′λ = δλ′0δλ0

and B(00)
λ′λ = 0. Therefore, the exchange propagator (46) reduces to the simple form

G0λ′,0λ =
1

2pk

δλ′0δλ0
ζpk − zpk

. (67)

Recoupling to spin-orbit amplitudes is also trivial as only S = ℓ = 0 and S ′ = ℓ′ = 0,

restricting the allowed orbital angular momentum to be J = L = L′. The parity of the

system is then P = η(−1)J .

From Eq. (60), we see that K̃G(1JJ |1JJ) = 0 because B(00)
λ′λ = 0 for this case. Using Eq. (61)

and the identities for P(0)
λ (1JJ) = δλ0 and CJj,λ′λ = δJjδλ′0δλ0/(2J + 1) found from Eqs. (21)

and (53), respectively, one finds that the partial wave OPE for a target JP simplifies to

G(1JJ |1JJ) =
1

2pk
QJ(ζpk) . (68)

As detailed in Eqs. (64), (65), and (66), we can express this amplitude in terms of only Q0.
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Explicitly, the J = 0, and 1 partial wave OPE amplitudes are given by

G(1S0|1S0) =
1

2pk
Q0(ζpk) , (69)

G(1P1|1P1) = − 1

2pk
+
ζpk
2pk

Q0(ζpk) . (70)

The J = 0 OPE agrees with the well-known result found in many works on three-body

scattering processes, e.g. Refs. [67, 69, 73, 75].

We perform a simple check of Eq. (68) by verifying it satisfies the expected behavior

near threshold. As discussed in Sec. IIIA, we can recognize that G can be thought of as an

effective two-body amplitude by interpreting
√
σk and

√
σp as effective masses of the external

states. As a result, one would expect that such amplitude G(1JJ |1JJ) scales as (pk)J in the

vicinity of the nearest pair-spectator threshold
√
s ∼ √

σp +mp ∼
√
σk +mk, cf. Sec. III B.

To reproduce this behavior, we note that near this threshold both p and k are small,

p, k → 0. Fixing σk > σ
(thr.)
k and σp > σ

(thr.)
p , we see from the definition of ζpk, Eq. (34),

that near threshold ζpk diverges as 1/pk,

ζpk =
N
2pk

+O
(
pk−1, p−1k

)
,

where N = (
√
σk−mp)

2−m2
e is a positive constant. From the behavior of Legendre function

for large arguments, Eq. A12, we see that near threshold QJ(ζpk) → (pk)J+1. Therefore,

near threshold Eq. (68) satisfies the expected behavior of G(1JJ |1JJ) ∼ (pk)J . Explicitly,

we write the threshold expansions of Eqs. (69) and (70) by using the asymptotic expansion

of Q0(ζpk) for ζpk → ∞ as given in Eq. (A13),

Q0(ζpk) =
1

ζpk
+

1

3ζ3pk
+O

(
ζ −5
pk

)
. (71)

Since ζpk appears as a reciprocal in this expansion, we can write the Taylor series for 1/ζpk

for small p and k as

1

ζpk
=

2pk

N +O
(
p2k, pk2

)
.

Then, the explicit threshold behavior for the 1S0 →1 S0 and 1P1 →1 P1 amplitudes is

G(1S0|1S0) =
1

N +O(p, k) ,

G(1P1|1P1) =
2

3N 2
pk +O

(
p2k, pk2

)
,

which is consistent with the expected behavior.
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B. Pairs with ℓ′ = ℓ = 1

We turn to the case where the pairs carry non-zero angular momenta ℓ′ = ℓ = 1. In

this case, the spin-helicity matrix has a non-trivial structure, and we must work out the

A and B coefficients. Recall that given the elements of the spin-helicity matrix H, we can

solve for the A and B coefficients using Eqs. (43) and (45), respectively. Most readily, the

A coefficient is given by first isolating A(zpk) from Eq. (42),

A(11)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk) =
1

ξλλ′(zpk)
H(11)

λ′λ (p,k) , (72)

and then setting zpk = ζpk. For convenience, we introduced the ℓ′ = ℓ = 1 spin-helicity

function H and A coefficient which has a common factor removed,

H(11)

λ′λ ≡ q⋆pq
⋆
k

3pk
H(11)
λ′λ ,

A(11)

λ′λ ≡ q⋆pq
⋆
k

3pk
A(11)
λ′λ .

When both initial and final state pairs are in relative P wave, the spin structure is such

that there are only five independent functions which results from the reflection property

Eq. (32). There is an accidental symmetry relating the λ′, λ = +1,+1 and +1,−1 com-

ponents, yielding only four independent functions. In terms of the polar angles previously

defined, we obtain for the spin-helicity function

H(11)

±1±1 = −H(11)

±1∓1 = −1

2

k⋆pp
⋆
k

pk
sinχ⋆p sinχ

⋆
k , (73a)

H(11)

±10 = ∓ 1√
2

k⋆pp
⋆
k

pk
sinχ⋆p cosχ

⋆
k , (73b)

H(11)

0±1 = ± 1√
2

k⋆pp
⋆
k

pk
cosχ⋆p sinχ

⋆
k , (73c)

H(11)

00 =
k⋆pp

⋆
k

pk
cosχ⋆p cosχ

⋆
k . (73d)

The Lorentz transformations Eqs. (37) and (38) relate the polar angles χ⋆k and χ
⋆
p to the total

CM frame polar angle θpk. Note that if we compare Eq. (73) to expressions in Ref. [81],

we find disagreement with respect to overall phase factors. This is due to the azimuthal

angle of π for one of the momenta as detailed in Eq. (36), which was neglected by the

author of Ref. [81]. One can convince themselves that this phase factor is necessary and
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consistent with an alternative model for the OPE which replaces the spin-helicity matrix as

given in Eq. (31) with polarization Lorentz tensors contracted with momenta, e.g. H(11)
λ′λ ∝

(ε∗(Pp, λ′)·k)(ε(Pk, λ)·p), which can be seen by considering an effective Lagrangian of vector

field Vµ coupling to two scalars, e.g. L ⊃ −igpV µ
p φe∂µφk − igkV

µ
k φe∂µφp where gp, gk are

effective couplings to the scalar φ fields.

Recalling that zpk ≡ cos θpk and sin θpk =
√
1− z2pk, the half-angle factor for each helicity

combination is given by

ξ±1±1(zpk) =
1 + zpk

2
,

ξ±1∓1(zpk) =
1− zpk

2
,

ξ±10(zpk) = ξ0±1(zpk) =

√
1− z2pk

2
,

ξ00(zpk) = 1 .

Combining Eqs. (72) and (73) and using the boost relations Eqs. (38) and (37) gives for the

A(p, k, zpk) coefficients

A(11)

±1±1 = −1 + zpk , (74a)

A(11)

±1∓1 = 1 + zpk , (74b)

A(11)

±10 = ±
√
2 γk

(
βkωp
p

+ zpk

)
, (74c)

A(11)

0±1 = ∓
√
2 γp

(
βpωk
k

+ zpk

)
, (74d)

A(11)

00 = γpγk

(
βpωk
k

+ zpk

)(
βkωp
p

+ zpk

)
. (74e)

The on-shell coefficients A(p, k) ≡ A(p, k, ζpk) are given by Eq. (74) with the substitution

zpk → ζpk. We again define the B coefficients in terms of B coefficients as

B(11)

λ′λ ≡ q⋆pq
⋆
k

3pk
B(11)
λ′λ ,

which are related to A through Eq. (45),

B(11)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk) =
1

ζpk − zpk

[
A(11)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk)−A(11)

λ′λ (p, k)
]
,
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Evaluating the difference and dividing by the pole gives B(p, k, zpk)

B(11)

±1±1 = −1 , (75a)

B(11)

±1∓1 = −1 , (75b)

B(11)

±10 = ∓
√
2 γk , (75c)

B(11)

0±1 = ±
√
2 γp , (75d)

B(11)

00 = −γpγk
(
βpωk
k

+
βkωp
p

+ zpk + ζpk

)
. (75e)

Finally, we require the projected B coefficients defined by Eq. (48), repeated here for con-

venience,

B(11)

j,λ′λ(p, k) =
1

2

∫ +1

−1

dzpk Pj(zpk)B(11)

λ′λ (p, k, zpk) .

Upon substituting Eq. (75) we find only two non-zero terms in the expansion

B(11)

0,λ′λ = −|λλ′| −
√
2γk λ

′ δλ,0 +
√
2γp λ δλ′,0

− γpγk

(
βpωk
k

+
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
δλ′,0δλ,0 , (76a)

B(11)

1,λ′λ = −1

3
γpγk δλ′,0δλ,0 , (76b)

B(11)

j,λ′λ = 0 , for j > 1 . (76c)

Having found the A and B coefficients for ℓ′ = ℓ = 1, we now construct KG and T
matrices for some target JP . Trivially S ′ = S = 1, therefore if J = 0 only L′ = L = 1

contributes, while for J > 0 the allowed orbital angular momenta are L = J − 1, J, J + 1

and L′ = J − 1, J, J + 1 for the initial and final states, respectively.

1. Total J = 0

Let us first consider a target J = 0, where only L′ = L = 1 is allowed and the corre-

sponding parity is η. Thus, we need only compute a single 3P0 amplitude with the spin-orbit

recoupling from Eq. (21) being P(1)
λ (3P0) = −δλ,0. Evaluating the expression for K̃G and T̃j
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using Eqs. (60) and (61) respectively, we find

K̃G(
3P0|3P0) = −3γkγp

2q⋆kq
⋆
p

(
βpωk
k

+
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
,

T̃j(3P0|3P0) = δj0
3γkγp
2q⋆kq

⋆
p

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
.

Since only j = 0 contributes for this case, feeding these matrices into Eqs. (65) and (66)

gives trivially KG = K̃G and T = T̃0. Adding these contributions together as dictated by

Eq. (64), one finds

G(3P0|3P0) = −3γkγp
2q⋆kq

⋆
p

(
βpωk
k

+
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)

+
3γkγp
2q⋆kq

⋆
p

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
Q0(ζpk). (77)

As before, we check the threshold behavior of this amplitude by fixing σk and σp and

expanding for small p and k. Just as in Sec. VA, ζpk diverges as ζpk = N /2pk as p, k → 0,

thus Q0(ζpk) admits an expansion as Eq. (71). Moreover, γp = 1+O(p2), ωp = mp +O(p2),

and Ep =
√
σp + O(p2) as p → 0, with similar expansions for variables of the k spectator

as k → 0. Near the pair-spectator thresholds, one finds that the expansion of Eq. (77) for

p, k → 0 is given by

G(3P0|3P0) =
1

N q⋆pq
⋆
k

(
1 +

3mpmk√
σp
√
σk

)
pk +O

(
p2k, pk2

)
,

where the relative momenta q⋆p and q⋆k are finite positive constants since σp and σk are fixed

above their respective thresholds. Therefore, as expected G(3P0|3P0) ∼ pk near threshold.

2. Total J = 1, Parity η

Next let us consider a target J = 1 with a parity η, which enforces L′ = L = 1, i.e.

3P1 →3 P1. From Eq. (21) the spin-orbit coupling is P(1)
λ (3P1) = −λ/

√
2. From Eq. (60) we

find that K̃G(3P1|3P1) = 0, while from Eq. (61) the T̃j factors are

T̃j(3P1|3P1) = − 1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

( 2δj0 − 3ζpk δj1 + δj2 ) ,

with all coefficients j > 2 being zero. Thus, the partial wave OPE Eq. (59) is

G(3P1|3P1) = − 1

q⋆pq
⋆
k

Q0(ζpk) +
3ζpk
2q⋆pq

⋆
k

Q1(ζpk)−
1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

Q2(ζpk) . (78)
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Before applying the simplifications of Eqs. (65) and (66), we first perform an intermediary

manipulation of Eq. (78) by using the Bonnet recursion relation for the Legendre function

Q1, see Eq. A8, to simplify the expression to

G(3P1|3P1) = − 1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

[
Q0(ζpk)−Q2(ζpk)

]
. (79)

We note that this expressions agrees up to an overall sign with the result of Ref. [81], in

the context of studying the binding of the ω meson via π-exchange between the π and the

resonating ππ → ρ subsystems. The difference in overall sign is due to the error in Ref. [81]

from not considering the correct azimuthal angle of one of the momenta as discussed in the

beginning of Sec. VB. Finally, we use Q2(ζpk) = P2(ζpk)Q0(ζpk)− 3ζpk/2 to express Eq. (79)

in the form of Eq. (64),

G(3P1|3P1) = − 3

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

ζpk +
3

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

(
ζ2pk − 1

)
Q0(ζpk) . (80)

Near threshold we expect G(3P1|3P1) ∼ pk, which is verified by following the same pro-

cedure as in the previous cases, and finding

G(3P1|3P1) = − 1

N q⋆pq
⋆
k

pk +O
(
p2k, pk2

)
,

which agrees with the expected behavior.

3. Total J = 1, Parity −η

Our final example for this case is J = 1 with parity −η. Here we encounter a coupled

channel system in S and D waves since L′, L = J ± 1. The spin-orbit factors are given by

P(1)
λ (3S1) =

√
1

3
,

P(1)
λ (3D1) =

√
1

6
|λ| −

√
2

3
δλ,0 .

Feeding this, the A and B coefficients, and other building blocks into Eqs. (60) and (61), then

through Eqs. (65) and (66), gives the following expressions for the 3S1 → 3S1,
3S1 → 3D1,

3D1 → 3S1, and
3D1 → 3D1 OPE amplitudes:

G(3L′
1|3L1) = KG(

3L′
1|3L1) + T (3L′

1|3L1)Q0(ζpk) (81)
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with the following KG and T matrices:

KG(
3S1|3S1) =

1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

{
γp

[
ζpk

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]
+ γk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]

− γpγk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk
+

1

3

]
− ζ2pk +

2

3

}
, (82a)

KG(
3D1|3S1) =

1

2
√
2q⋆pq

⋆
k

{
− 2γp

[
ζpk

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]
+ γk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]

+ 2γpγk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk
+

1

3

]
− ζ2pk +

2

3

}
, (82b)

KG(
3D1|3D1) =

1

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

{
− 2γp

[
ζpk

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]
− 2γk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
− 2

3

]

− 4γpγk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk
+

1

3

]
− ζ2pk +

2

3

}
, (82c)

for KG, and

T (3S1|3S1) =
1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

{
γp(1− ζ2pk)

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+ γk(1− ζ2pk)

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)

+ γpγk ζpk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk

]
+ ζ3pk − ζpk

}
, (83a)

T (3D1|3S1) =
1

2
√
2q⋆pq

⋆
k

{
− 2γp(1− ζ2pk)

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+ γk(1− ζ2pk)

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)

− 2γpγk ζpk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk

]
+ ζ3pk − ζpk

}
, (83b)

T (3D1|3D1) =
1

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

{
− 2γp(1− ζ2pk)

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− 2γk(1− ζ2pk)

(
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)

+ 4γpγk ζpk

[
ζpk

(
βkωp
p

+
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+
βpβkωpωk

pk

]
+ ζ3pk − ζpk

}
. (83c)

for the T matrices. The KG and T coefficients for the 3D1 → 3S1 process are found by

interchanging k ↔ p in the 3S1 → 3D1 coefficients, noting the symmetry ζpk = ζkp which

can be seen from Eq. (34).

Examining the threshold behavior as in previous cases, we find that the 3S1 → 3S1 OPE
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has the following expansion near threshold

G(3S1|3S1) =
1

N q⋆pq
⋆
k

(
mp√
σk
k2 +

mk√
σp
p2
)
+O

(
p3, k3, p2k, pk2

)
.

If we fix σp < σk, then the threshold we approach first is
√
s ∼ √

σk +mk. As we approach

this threshold, then the amplitude does approach a constant, as p will be finite this thresh-

old. However, if both k and p approach threshold simultaneous, e.g. in the case where

mp = mk and σp = σk, then the amplitude scales as k2, which is faster than the requisite

constant scaling we expect for S waves. Although this behavior may be surprising, it is

not inconsistent with the requirement that the amplitude is equal to a finite constant at

threshold.

Repeating this exercise for 3S1 → 3D1 and 3D1 → 3D1 waves, we find the following

expansions

G(3D1|3S1) = −
√
2mk

N q⋆pq
⋆
k

√
σp
p2 +O

(
p3, p2k

)
,

G(3D1|3D1) =
2

15N 2q⋆pq
⋆
k

(
1 +

10mpmk√
σp
√
σk

)
p2k2 +O

(
p3k2, p2k3

)
,

where the threshold expansion of the 3D1 → 3S1 amplitude is found by interchanging k ↔ p

on G(3D1|3S1). Both of these follow the expected threshold behavior. This completes our

set of examples for ℓ′ = ℓ = 1. Next, we will look at examples for transitions between ℓ = 0

and ℓ′ = 1.

C. Pairs with ℓ′ = 1 and ℓ = 0

Here we consider an initial pair with spin ℓ = 0, and a final pair with spin ℓ′ = 1.

Such transitions are allowed in general, and observed in nature, e.g. in σπ → ρπ in the

I(JP ) = 1(1+) channel of 3π scattering. Repeating the same strategy as in the previous

cases, the spin-helicity matrix is given by

H(10)
λ′λ = δλ0

√
4π

(
k⋆p
q⋆p

)
Y ∗
1λ′(k̂

⋆
p) (84)
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which corresponds to an A coefficient

A(10)
±10 = ∓

√
6k

q⋆p
, (85a)

A(10)
00 = −

√
3γpk

q⋆p

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
, (85b)

and a B coefficient

B(10)
λ′λ = δλ′0δλ0

√
3γpk

q⋆p
. (86)

Therefore, there is only one contribution to the Bj amplitudes, B(10)
j,λ′λ = δj0 B(10)

λ′λ . The

coefficients are then fed into the expressions for the KG and T matrices. Since total angular

momentum and parity are conserved, an initial state with S = 0, L = J , and P = η(−1)J

restricts the final state, with S ′ = 1, to have an L′ quantum number be L′ = 1 for J = 0,

and L′ = J ± 1 for J > 0.

1. Total J = 0

Following the same procedure as in the previous cases, we have for J = 0, in which the

system parity is η, the 1S0 → 3P0 OPE is given by

G(3P0|1S0) = −
√
3γp

2pq⋆p
+

√
3γp

2pq⋆p

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
Q0(ζpk) , (87)

which has a threshold expansion

G(3P0|1S0) =

√
3mk

N q⋆p
√
σp
p+O

(
p2, pk

)
,

which agrees with the expected behavior.

2. Total J = 1

Our final example is for J = 1, which must be in a −η parity states due to the initial 1P1

state. There are two options for the transition, either 1P1 → 3S1 or
1P1 → 3D1. The partial
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wave OPE amplitudes for these transitions are

G(3S1|1P1) =
1

2pq⋆p

(
γp

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− ζpk

)

− 1

2pq⋆p

[
γpζpk

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
− ζ2pk + 1

]
Q0(ζpk) , (88)

G(3D1|1P1) = − 1

2
√
2pq⋆p

(
2γp

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+ ζpk

)

+
1

2
√
2pq⋆p

[
2γpζpk

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
+ ζ2pk − 1

]
Q0(ζpk) . (89)

We note that the threshold behavior for fixed σk, σp is

G(3S1|1P1) = − 1

N q⋆p
k +O

(
k2, pk

)
,

G(3D1|1P1) =
2
√
2mk

3N 2q⋆p
√
σp
p2k +O

(
p3k, p2k2

)
,

as expected.

Transitions from ℓ = 1 and ℓ′ = 0 states can be obtained by interchanging the initial

and final state, k ↔ p in the above expressions. Any higher angular momentum state

can be found by the same procedure outlined here. In the next section, we examine some

applications of the above results for the scattering of three pions.

VI. APPLICATION – 3π → 3π

As a final illustration, we apply the results in Sec. V for 3π → 3π scattering, and plot

the partial wave OPEs for some selected allowed quantum numbers of three pions in various

kinematic regions. We limit the total energy of the three pion system such that inelastic

processes are forbidden, i.e. 3mπ ≤ √
s < 5mπ where mπ is the pion mass. Therefore, the

exchange amplitude consists only of pion interactions, mk = mp = me = mπ. Furthermore,

we will only consider physical scattering kinematics, so that the physical boundary is set

by Eq. (56) where all masses are set to the pion mass, i.e. Φ(p, k) ≥ 0 with Φ(p, k) =

σkσp(s+ 3m2
π − σk − σp)−m2

π(s−m2
π)

2.

We also assume the isospin limit for pions, that is the pions have a flavor symmetry

characterized by their isospin Iπ = 1 and G parity Gπ = −1. Isospin symmetry restricts the
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TABLE I. Contributions of ([ππ]Iℓπ)L partial waves to πππ in total isospin I3π and for total angular

momentum J ≤ 1. Lowest angular momenta are considered, where the two pion pairs are in ℓ ≤ P

wave, and the orbital angular momentum between the pair and the spectators is L ≤ D wave.

IG3π JPC ([ππ]Iℓπ)L

3−

0−+ ([ππ]2Sπ)S

1−+ none

1++ ([ππ]2Sπ)P

2−

0−− ([ππ]2Sπ)S , ([ππ]
1
Pπ)P

1−− ([ππ]1Pπ)P

1+− ([ππ]2Sπ)P , ([ππ]
1
Pπ)S , ([ππ]

1
Pπ)D

1−

0−+ ([ππ]0,2S π)S , ([ππ]
1
Pπ)P

1−+ ([ππ]1Pπ)P

1++ ([ππ]0,2S π)P , ([ππ]
1
Pπ)S , ([ππ]

1
Pπ)D

0−

0−− ([ππ]1Pπ)P

1−− ([ππ]1Pπ)P

1+− ([ππ]1Pπ)S , ([ππ]
1
Pπ)D

allowed partial wave contributions for the three-pion system. Two pions are in either I = 0,

1, or 2 states with positive G parity. Bose symmetry restricts even partial waves, e.g. S and

D waves, to be in either an I = 0 or 2 state, whereas odd waves, e.g. P waves, can only be

in the I = 1 state. For three pions systems, which have negative G parity, the allowed total

isospin representations are I3π = 0, 1, 2, 3. There are multiple contributing three-pion partial

waves per target JP , we summarize the lowest allowed three-pion waves in Tab. I for each

total isospin I3π, total angular momentum J ≤ 1, and up through two-pions in relative P

wave. We label a three-pion partial wave with ([ππ]Iℓπ)L, where the two-pion system is in a

relative ℓ wave and isospin I, and the pair-spectator pion is in an orbital angular momentum

L, e.g. ([ππ]1Pπ)S describes a three pion system where two of the pions are in an isovector

P wave and the recoiling pion is in a relative S wave with the pair.

Our results in Sec. V can be applied immediately to these partial waves, with the exception

of the inclusion of appropriate isospin recoupling coefficients. These can be included in a
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FIG. 8. Real and imaginary parts of the OPE for I3π = 3 and total spin-parity JP = 0− and 1+ for

ππ sub-channels in an isotensor S wave state. Each panel is plotted for a fixed initial
√
σk = 2.1mπ.

Each row is plotted at a different σp:
√
σp = 2.1mπ for the top row,

√
σp = 2.2mπ for the middle

row, and
√
σp = 2.3mπ for the bottom row. The spectroscopic label 2S+1LJ indicates the partial

wave OPE contribution to the ([ππ]2Sπ)L amplitude. Thresholds are indicated for the 3π production

at s = (3mπ)
2, the effective initial pair-spectator ξkπ at s = (

√
σk + mπ)

2 = (3.1mπ)
2, and the

effective initial pair-spectator ξpπ at s = (
√
σp+mπ)

2, which is located at s = (3.1mπ)
2, (3.2mπ)

2,

and (3.3mπ)
2 for each σp shown.

straightforward manner as detailed in Refs. [53, 89]. The result is the OPE in Eq. (64)

contains three additional quantum numbers,[
G(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS

]I3π
I′,I

= G(ℓ′ℓ),J
L′S′,LS ⟨I ′, I3π|I, I3π⟩ (90)

where I is the initial pair isospin, I ′ is the final pair isospin, and I3π is the total isospin

of the three pion system. The mutiplicative factor ⟨I ′, I3π|I, I3π⟩ is the three pion isospin

recoupling coefficient, which is defined in terms of the Wigner 6-j symbol as [90]

⟨I ′, I3π|I, I3π⟩ =
√
(2I ′ + 1)(2I + 1)

1 1 I

1 I3π I ′

 . (91)

Explicit values can be found in Refs. [53, 89], or by direct computation via Eq. (91). The

isospin recoupling coefficients introduce a weight factor for the particular isospin channel.
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FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 8 for I3π = 2 and JP = 0−. Here there are two kinds of ππ pairs, one which

is in an isotensor S wave, with a pair-spectator system in 1S0, and another pair in an isovector

P wave in which the pair-spectator system is 3P0. These waves are allowed to mix through total

angular momentum and isospin conservation, leading to a non-zero 1S0 → 3P0 amplitude.

We plot a representative partial wave OPE of each isospin channel to show the generic

behavior. For each channel, we plot the OPE as a function of s in the range 9 ≤ s/m2
π ≤ 14

at fixed
√
σk/mπ = 2.1 and for three values of σp,

√
σp/mπ = {2.1, 2.2, 2.3}. In each plot,

we highlight the 3π threshold at s = (3mπ)
2, the initial pair-spectator threshold which we

indicate by ξkπ at s = (
√
σk +mπ)

2, where we remind the reader that ξk represents a quasi-

particle of mass
√
σk, and the final pair-spectator threshold ξpπ at s = (

√
σp +mπ)

2. Note

that when both σk = σp, then the initial and final pair-spectator thresholds overlap.

In our numerical evaluation of the partial wave OPE, we ensure that we approach the real

energy axes by introducing an artificial imaginary shift. To control the limit, we introduce

for σk, and σp a shift σ → σ + iϵσ, and for s we introduce a shift s → s + iϵs, with the

restriction that ϵs > ϵσ, meaning we assume that we approach the real σ-axes first before

approach the real s-axis. This limiting procedure then gives a positive imaginary part to

the spectator momentum for unphysical energies. To ensure the correct behavior required

by S matrix unitarity, we set ζpk → ζpk+ iϵ appearing in the argument of the Q functions as

discussed with Eq. (55). To ensure the proper behavior for the imaginary part of G required
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FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 8 for I3π = 1 and JP = 1+. Shown are the contributions from isovector P

wave ππ pairs.
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FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 8 for I3π = 1 and JP = 1+, where now the contributions from isoscalar S

wave ππ pairs as well as the mixing to isovector P wave pairs are shown.

by S matrix unitarity, we restrict ϵ > ϵs > ϵσ.

First, we consider the I3π = 3 channel, which from Tab. I the lowest waves include

JP = 0− and 1+. The real and imaginary parts of both the G(1S0|1S0) and G(1P1|1P1)

amplitudes are shown in Fig. 8. There is a clear movable singularity in both amplitudes



44

<latexit sha1_base64="Padu535EtSgJb5qpvgx7/90coYk="></latexit>

⇠
p ⇡|thr.

<latexit sha1_base64="0euy9TMpgMALdhjg4dRRR9bzZ5w="></latexit>

⇠
k ⇡|thr.

<latexit sha1_base64="tHQxo/eaY899udXBJ+npwncsqjQ="></latexit>

3⇡|thr.

−10
−5

0
5

10

−10
−5

0
5

10

−10
−5

0
5

10

9 10 11 12 13 14

s/m2
π

<latexit sha1_base64="ju/wYuIyj5AzdVaC7Sml5u4n2WM="></latexit>

3P1

<latexit sha1_base64="kWvK4Peyv2hAm9TmqKaQCxzmxh0="></latexit> m
2 ⇡

GJ
P

=
1
�

<latexit sha1_base64="UBsek7gXhuQbwBwOav5I9BgSuPA="></latexit>

real
<latexit sha1_base64="FpTj0YEfZiSUO3VriJpVOUVlxiE="></latexit>

imag

<latexit sha1_base64="0VoJzGsatw34sQNEGyVJ3DmEe5U="></latexit>p
�p/m⇡ = 2.1

<latexit sha1_base64="lIYgh3Ck6ZfJvZIE7bKN/Wm/Z2c="></latexit>p
�p/m⇡ = 2.2

<latexit sha1_base64="LFQX4iIj6UQCQoAMB337mb3ZELE="></latexit>p
�p/m⇡ = 2.3

<latexit sha1_base64="tGgz4Cb1uaX97BQsNALDKm/i6ug="></latexit>

I3⇡ = 0

FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 8 for I3π = 0 and JP = 1−. Only isovector P wave ππ pairs are allowed to

couple to 3P1 amplitudes in this channel.

which arise from when the exchanged pion goes on-mass-shell, that is when ζpk = ±1.

The analytic structure of the OPE has been well studied in the literature, see for example

Ref. [67], so we only highlight a few important features. In the physical kinematic region,

the imaginary part of each partial wave OPE is constrained by S matrix unitarity, through

the imaginary part of Q0, giving

ImGJP

= −π
2
T JP

Θ(Φ(p, k))Θ(p)Θ(k) , (92)

where Θ is the Heaviside step function. Including isospin, we multiply Eq. (92) by the

recoupling coefficient (91). For fixed σp and σk, we can solve ζpk = ±1 for the branch points

in s which are given by

s(±) =
1

2m2
π

[
(σk −m2

π)(σp −m2
π) +m2

π(σp + σk +m2
π)

± λ1/2(m2
π,m

2
π, σk)λ

1/2(m2
π,m

2
π, σp)

]
. (93)

These movable branch points correspond to the non-zero imaginary part of the OPE above

the highest pair-spectator threshold in Fig. 8. The existence of these branch points is

independent of the partial wave of the OPE, as seen in the 1S0 and
1P1 amplitudes of Fig. 8.
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Next we examine three pions in I3π = 2 in the JP = 0− channel, which is shown in

Fig. 9. According to Tab. I, two types of pairs contributes to this partial wave, ([ππ]2Sπ)S

and ([ππ]1Pπ)P . Therefore, we have three contributing OPE amplitudes, 1S0 for isotensor

pairs, 3P0 for isovector pairs, and a mixing amplitude between isotensor and isovector pairs

in 1S0 →3 P0. As in the I3π = 3 case, each amplitude has a non-analytic structure arising

from on-shell pion exchange with branch points given by Eq. (93).

Figures 10 and 11 show partial wave OPE amplitudes which contribute to the JP = 1+

channel of I3π = 1. Figure 10 show the contributions coming from isovector P wave ππ

pairs, while Fig. 11 shows contributions from the isoscalar S wave pairs and its mixing with

isovector P wave pion pairs. Note that we do not plot contributions from isotensor pion pairs

which are also part of this wave as shown in Tab. I. Physically, this case is most relevant

for 3π scattering in the isovector a1 channel, which allows for dynamical mixing between

resonating ρπ ↔ σπ systems, cf. the a1 listing in Ref. [91] and references therein. Notice that

for the 3S1 amplitude in Fig. 10 that in the top panel with σk = σp, the scaling behavior

at the pair-spectator threshold does grow from zero as p2 as indicated in our threshold

expansion discussed in Sec. VB3. However, when σp ̸= σk as in the middle and bottom

panel, then the threshold behavior does approach a constant at the ξpπ threshold.

Finally, we show in Fig. 12 the I3π = 0, JP = 1− channel. Table I list one entry for

this channel, ([ππ]1P )P , therefore only the 3P1 partial wave OPE contributes. A physical

application of for this amplitude is in the isoscalar ω meson, which couples strongly to the

ρπ channel in P wave.

VII. SUMMARY

We have shown a generic procedure to project relativistic scattering amplitudes of three

spinless particles to definite JP partial waves, with focus on it application to the kinematic

singularity arising from on-shell particle exchanges between two-body sub-channel scattering

processes. The procedure as presented in Sec. IV, specifically in the final projection results

shown in Eqs. (64), (65), and (66) allow one to systematically compute the contribution

from the one-particle exchange, which was illustrated in Sec. V for some low-lying spins

of immediate interest, e.g. in the scattering of three pions as discussed in Sec. VI. These

results can then be supplied into the corresponding integral equations [46, 65], along with
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some parameterized and constrained three-bodyK matrix, e.g. ones constrained from lattice

QCD calculations with finite-volume quantization conditions, to reconstruct the complete

on-shell 3 → 3 hadronic scattering amplitude.

Our resulting analytic representation for the one-particle exchange of definite JP allows

one to avoid performing a numerical integration over a singular function, which is generally

slowly convergent, and allows the practitioner to have full control over the analytic behavior

in the complex s-, σp-, and σk-planes. Controlling the analytic structure of aspects of three-

body amplitudes has been shown to be important for the analytic continuation of the 3 → 3

amplitude, e.g. for searching for resonant structures in hadron spectroscopy [75, 76]. Looking

forward, our results can be immediately used in the community in further theoretical and

phenomenological studies of three-hadron resonance production. Furthermore, they can

be extended to accomadate a more general class of reactions, such as those with external

particles with arbitrary spin.
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Appendix A: Recapitulation of Angular Momentum Functions

This appendix is devoted to collecting useful identities and properties of the Legendre

functions and Wigner rotation matrix elements which we use throughout this work. While

these relations can be found in the literature (which we refer to as appropriate), we feel that

this summary serves to assist the reader in understanding the technical aspects of our work.

1. Legendre Functions of the 1st-kind

The Legendre functions of the 1st kind, Pℓ(z), are the regular solutions of Legendre’s

differential equation [92], which can be expressed explicitly for ℓ ∈ N0 and −1 ≤ z ≤ +1 by
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the Rodrigues’ formula,

Pℓ(z) =
1

2ℓ ℓ!

dℓ

dzℓ
(z2 − 1)ℓ . (A1)

We consider only ℓ ∈ N0, therefore the functions are analytic in z ∈ C for each ℓ. The

Legendre functions form an orthogonal set of functions over the interval −1 ≤ z ≤ +1,∫ +1

−1

dz Pℓ′(z)Pℓ(z) =
2

2ℓ+ 1
δℓ′ℓ . (A2)

The first few Legendre functions are

P0(z) = 1 , P1(z) = z , P2(z) =
1

2
(3z2 − 1) .

Given P0 and P1, all remaining Pℓ can be generated through the Bonnet recursion relation

for ℓ > 1,

ℓPℓ(z) = z(2ℓ− 1)Pℓ−1(z)− (ℓ− 1)Pℓ−2(z) . (A3)

There are many additional properties and identities which can be found in Ref. [92]. Here

we state one integral relation, ∫ +1

−1

dz zℓPℓ(z) =
2ℓ+1(ℓ!)2

(2ℓ+ 1)!
, (A4)

which is useful in the asymptotic expansion of the Legendre functions of the 2nd kind as

discussed next in section.

2. Legendre Functions of the 2nd-kind

A second class of solutions of Legendre’s differential equation are the Legendre functions

of the 2nd kind, Qℓ(z). For every ℓ ∈ N0, the Qℓ functions are related to the Pℓ functions

through the Neumann relation [92],

Qℓ(z) =
1

2

∫ +1

−1

dz′
Pℓ(z

′)

z − z′
. (A5)

The integral has endpoint singularities, leading to branch points in Qℓ in the complex z-

plane at z = ±1 for each ℓ. We choose to orient the branch cut such that the function

is analytic on z ∈ C / {z | − 1 ≤ z ≤ +1}, which is equivalent to choosing z → z + iϵ in
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Eq. (A5) and taking the limit ϵ→ 0+ after integration. The Neumann relation (A5) allows

us to easily identify the discontinuity of Qℓ across the branch cut,

DiscQℓ(z) = −iπPℓ(z)Θ(1− |z|2) , (A6)

where Θ is the Heaviside step function.

The first few Legendre functions of the 2nd kind are given by

Q0(z) =
1

2
log

(
z + 1

z − 1

)
, Q1(z) = P1(z)Q0(z)− 1 , Q2(z) = P2(z)Q0(z)−

3z

2
. (A7)

Combining the Neumann relation (A5) with the Bonnet recursion relation for the Pℓ func-

tions, Eq. (A3), yields a recursion relation for integer ℓ > 1 given Q0 and Q1,

ℓQℓ(z) = z(2ℓ− 1)Qℓ−1(z)− (ℓ− 1)Qℓ−2(z) . (A8)

One can then construct an explicit expression for Qℓ for any ℓ ∈ N0 and z on the cut plane,

Qℓ(z) = Pℓ(z)Q0(z)−Wℓ−1(z) , (A9)

where Wℓ−1 is defined for ℓ > 0 as

Wℓ−1(z) =
ℓ∑

n=1

1

n
Pn−1(z)Pℓ−n(z) , (A10)

with the ℓ = 0 case defined as W−1 = 0 [92].

The behavior of Qℓ(z) as z → ∞ can be found by expanding the Neumann relation,

Eq. (A5), for large z,

Qℓ(z) =
1

2

∞∑
n=0

1

zn+1

∫ +1

−1

dz′ (z′)n Pℓ(z
′) . (A11)

The integral is identically zero for n < ℓ, thus the leading asymptotic behavior is given when

n = ℓ, which from Eq. (A4) gives

Qℓ(z) −−−→
z→∞

2ℓ(ℓ!)2

(2ℓ+ 1)!

1

zℓ+1
. (A12)

By direct evaluation of Eq. (A11), the explicit asymptotic expansion for the ℓ = 0 function

is given by

Q0(z) =
∞∑
n=0

z−2n−1

2n+ 1
=

1

z
+

1

3z3
+O

(
1

z5

)
. (A13)
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3. Spherical Harmonics

For spinless particles, orbital angular momentum states are represented by the spherical

harmonics [90] (with the Condon–Shortley phase convention)

Yℓm(θ, φ) = ⟨θ, φ|ℓm⟩ ,

= (−1)ℓ

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(ℓ−m)!

4π(ℓ+m)!
Pm
ℓ (cos θ) eimφ , (A14)

where Pm
ℓ are the associated Legendre functions,

Pm
ℓ (z) = (1− z2)m/2

dm

dzm
Pℓ(z) . (A15)

See Ref. [92] for properties of Pm
ℓ . The spherical harmonics for m ≥ 0 and ℓ ≤ 2 are

explicitly

Y00 =

√
1

4π
,

Y10 =

√
3

4π
cos θ , Y11 = −

√
3

8π
eiφ sin θ ,

Y20 =

√
5

16π
(3 cos2 θ − 1) , Y21 = −

√
15

8π
eiφ sin θ cos θ , Y22 =

√
15

32π
e2iφ sin2 θ ,

where m < 0 components are given by the reflection property

Y ∗
ℓm(θ, φ) = (−1)m Yℓ−m(θ, φ) . (A16)

The spherical harmonics are orthonormal over the entire solid angle,∫ 2π

0

dφ

∫ +1

−1

d cos θ Y ∗
ℓ′m′(θ, φ)Yℓm(θ, φ) = δℓ′ℓ δm′m , (A17)

and satisfy the spherical addition theorem

Pℓ(z) =
4π

2ℓ+ 1

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Y ∗
ℓm(θ

′, φ′)Yℓm(θ, φ) , (A18)

where z = cos θ cos θ′ + sin θ sin θ′ cos(φ′ − φ) and Pℓ are the Legendre functions of the 1st-

kind. Note that if m = 0 for all ℓ ∈ N0, then the spherical harmonics are related to the

Legendre functions as

Yℓ0(θ, φ) =

√
2ℓ+ 1

4π
Pℓ(z) .
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4. Wigner Rotation Matrix Elements

Here we summarize some useful properties of Wigner rotation matrix elements. A detailed

review can be found in Ref. [90]. A rotation of θ about an axis n̂ is given by the unitary

operator Rn̂(θ) = e−iθ J·n̂ where J is the angular momentum operator. For a generic rotation

about the Euler angles α, β, γ defined by

R(α, β, γ) ≡ Rẑ(α) · Rŷ(β) · Rẑ(γ) .

Wigner D matrix elements of R in a basis |jm⟩, with representation j and projection m

spanning −j ≤ m ≤ j, are defined as

D
(j)
mm′(α, β, γ) ≡ ⟨jm|R(α, β, γ) |jm′⟩ ,

= e−imα d(j)mm′(β) e
−im′γ , (A19)

where d
(j)
mm′ are the Wigner “little” d matrix elements. The d matrix elements can be

expressed in terms of the Jacobi polynomials [90]

d
(j)
mm′(β) = (−1)η

√
σ!(σ + µ+ ν)!

(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!
ξmm′(cos β)P (µ,ν)

σ (cos β) , (A20)

where µ = |m−m′|, ν = |m+m′|, σ = j − (µ+ ν)/2, and the phase power η = 0 if m′ ≥ m

and η = m′ −m if m′ < m. The function ξmm′ is known as the half-angle factor [84] and is

defined as

ξmm′(z) =

(
1− z

2

)|m−m′|/2(
1 + z

2

)|m+m′|/2
, (A21)

which is singular at z = ±1 and symmetric under the interchange m↔ m′,

ξmm′(z) = ξm′m(z) .

The Jacobi polynomials P
(µ,ν)
σ (z) are regular functions of real z,

P (µ,ν)
σ (z) =

σ∑
n=0

(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!

n!(σ + µ− n)!(ν + n)!(σ − n)!

(
z − 1

2

)σ−n (
z + 1

2

)n

, (A22)

where we require σ, σ + µ, σ + ν, and σ + µ+ ν are non-negative integers [92].

The Wigner d matrix elements themselves have numerous symmetry relations, most im-

portantly for this work

d
(j)
mm′ = (−1)m

′−md(j)m′m = d
(j)
−m′−m ,
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and

d
(j)
mm′(β) = d

(j)
m′m(−β), , (A23)

which are discussed in Ref. [90].

Like the spherical harmonics, the Wigner d matrix elements respect an orthogonality

condition over the interval −1 ≤ cos β ≤ +1,∫ +1

−1

d cos β d
(j)
mm′(β) d

(j̄)
m̄m̄′(β) =

2

2j + 1
δjj̄ δmm̄ δm′m̄′ (A24)

which can be seen by the definition (A20) and using the orthogonality condition of the

Jacobi polynomials over the same domain∫ +1

−1

dz (1− z)µ(1 + z)ν P (µ,ν)
σ (z)P (µ,ν)

ρ (z)

=
2µ+ν+1

2σ + µ+ ν + 1

(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!

σ! (σ + µ+ ν)!
δσρ , (A25)

for µ, ν > −1 [92]. The addition theorem for Wigner d matrix elements [90] is given by

∑
m′′

d
(j)
mm′′(β1) d

(j)
m′′m′(β2) e

−im′′φ = D
(j)
mm′(α, β, γ) , (A26)

where the Euler angles α, β, and γ are given by the following relations [90]

cotα = cos β1 cotφ+ cot β2
sin β1
sinφ

, (A27a)

cos β = cos β1 cos β2 − sin β1 sin β2 cosφ , (A27b)

cot γ = cos β2 cotφ+ cot β1
sin β2
sinφ

. (A27c)

The sign of α and γ can be fixed by the relation

sinα

sin β1
=

sin γ

sin β2
=

sinφ

sin β
. (A28)

Finally, the Wigner D matrix elements are related to the spherical harmonics as

Yℓm(θ, φ) =

√
2ℓ+ 1

4π
D

(ℓ) ∗
m0 (φ, θ, 0) . (A29)
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Appendix B: Evaluation of the C integral Eq. (52)

Here we provide a derivation of the closed-form solution of the C integral Eq. (52), re-

peated here for convenience

CJj,λ′λ =
1

2

∫ +1

−1

dz ξλλ′(z) d
(J)
λλ′(z)Pj(z) .

To evaluate this integral, we first recognize that Pj(z) = d
(j)
00 (z) for any j and z. Therefore,

we can use the Clebsch-Gordan expansion [90] to reduce the product of Wigner d functions

to a single element

d
(J)
λλ′(z)Pj(z) = d

(J)
λλ′(z) d

(j)
00 (z) ,

=

J+j∑
n=|J−j|

⟨nλ′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨nλ|Jλ, j0⟩ d(n)λλ′(z) , (B1)

which reduces the coefficient to

CJj,λ′λ =
1

2

J+j∑
n=|J−j|

⟨nλ′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨nλ|Jλ, j0⟩
∫ +1

−1

dz ξλλ′(z) d
(n)
λλ′(z) . (B2)

Next we write the Wigner d
(n)
λλ′ matrix element in terms of the Jacobi polynomials P

(µ,ν)
σ ,

as given in App. A. Using the expression Eq. (A20), the integral takes the form

CJj,λ′λ =
1

2

J+j∑
n=|J−j|

⟨nλ′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨nλ|Jλ, j0⟩

× (−1)η

√
σ!(σ + µ+ ν)!

(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!

∫ +1

−1

dz ξ2λλ′(z)P
(µ,ν)
σ (z) , (B3)

where µ = |λ − λ′|, ν = |λ + λ′|, and σ = n − (µ + ν)/2. The phase is such that η = 0 if

λ′ ≥ λ and η = λ′−λ if λ′ < λ. The advantage here is that the Jacobi polynomials P
(µ,ν)
σ (z)

are orthogonal over the interval z ∈ [−1, 1] with the weight (1−z)µ(1+z)ν . This is precisely
the form of the integral in Eq. (B3) since ξ2λλ′(z) ∝ (1−z)µ(1+z)ν which removes the square

root singular behavior, and for any µ, ν. We also note that for any µ and ν with σ = 0 [92],

P
(µ,ν)
0 (z) = 1 . (B4)
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Therefore, applying the orthogonality condition Eq. (A25) yields the relation∫ +1

−1

dz ξ2λλ′(z)P
(µ,ν)
σ (z)

=
1

2µ+ν

∫ +1

−1

dz (1− z)µ(1 + z)ν P (µ,ν)
σ (z)P

(µ,ν)
0 (z) ,

=
2

2σ + µ+ ν + 1

(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!

σ! (σ + µ+ ν)!
δσ0 . (B5)

Inserting this result into Eq. (B3) gives

CJj,λ′λ =
J+j∑

n=|J−j|
⟨nλ′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨nλ|Jλ, j0⟩

× (−1)η

2σ + µ+ ν + 1

√
(σ + µ)!(σ + ν)!

σ! (σ + µ+ ν)!
δσ0 . (B6)

The Kronecker delta enforces σ = 0, which fixes n = (µ + ν)/2. Thus the sum in Eq. (B3)

has only a single non-zero term, giving

CJj,λ′λ = ⟨Jminλ
′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨Jminλ|Jλ, j0⟩

(−1)η

µ+ ν + 1

√
µ! ν!

(µ+ ν)!
. (B7)

Finally, we note the relation between Jmin and µ, ν,

Jmin = max(|λ′|, |λ|) = 1

2
(|λ′ − λ|+ |λ′ + λ|) = µ+ ν

2
,

giving our final result for the C coefficient Eq. (53), repeated here for convenience

CJj,λ′λ =
(−1)η

2Jmin + 1

√
|λ′ − λ|! |λ′ + λ|!

(2Jmin)!
⟨Jminλ

′|Jλ′, j0⟩ ⟨Jminλ|Jλ, j0⟩ .

Appendix C: Partial wave projection in generic reference frames

In the main body of our work, Sec. II A and IIIA, we stated that without loss of generality,

that we can orient a coordinate system XY Z so that the initial pair momentum in the CM

frame was aligned with the Z-axis, Pk = Ẑ, and the final pair momentum lies in the XZ-

plane at a polar angle θp from the Z-axis, so that the CM frame scattering angle θp = θpk.

In this Appendix, we show that one can construct a partial wave expansion with respect to

a generic space-fixed coordinate system. One practical reason for considering expansions in
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FIG. 13. Orientations of the momenta Pk and Pp with respect to the generic space-fixed coordinate

system (X,Y, Z). The Zk and Zp axes are associated with body-fixed coordinate systems which

are defined fixed to the momenta Pk and Pp, respectively.

a generic coordinate system is in implementing the results of this work to 3 → 3 amplitudes

which are constructed by summing over all pair-spectator combinations, which is what is

proposed in the formulation of the scattering formalism [46, 65]. As different pair-spectator

systems require their own coordinate system to define momenta and angles, imposing a global

external coordinate system with which all pair-spectator systems can be related allows one

to define an expansion for the complete amplitude. This application is outside the scope of

this work, thus we did not discuss details, but point the reader to Refs. [68, 85, 89] which

discuss aspects of this procedure. However, we intend that this appendix be useful for future

study on that application as well as extensions to analyses of higher few-body systems.

Let Pk and Pp be the initial and final pair momenta in the total CM frame defined with

respect to some generic space-fixed coordinate system XY Z. Then, the polar and azimuthal

angles of Pk are θk and φk, respectively, while the polar and azimuthal angles of Pp are θp

and φp, respectively. These orientations are depicted in Fig. 13, where we also introduce the

CM frame effective scattering angle θpk defined with the usual addition of spherical angles

cos θpk = P̂p · P̂k ,

= cos θp cos θk + sin θp sin θk cos(φk − φp) , (C1)

which follows from decomposing P̂p and P̂k into Cartesian components with respect to the

space-fixed coordinate system. The reaction plane in the CM frame is now defined with a
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unit normal vector

n̂ =
Pk ×Pp

|Pk ×Pp|
,

and is still used to define the azimuthal angles of the initial and final state pair rest frames

as discussed in Sec. II A. Note that when we orient P̂k = Ẑ, we recover that θp = θpk and

n̂ = Ŷ, as is chosen in the main text.

The partial wave expansion proceeds as in Sec. IIIA, up through Eq. (16), which we

repeat here for convenience,

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
∞∑

J=Jmin

(2J + 1)MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k)

J∑
mJ=−J

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) .

The task now is to simplify the sum on mJ . Similar to spherical harmonics, the Wigner D

matrix elements have an addition theorem which allows us to reduce the composition of two

rotation functions to a single rotation, cf. App. A. For the rotation functions in Eq. (16),

we find the following [93]

∑
mJ

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) =
∑
mJ

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(φp, θp, 0)D
(J)
mJλ

(φk, θk, 0) ,

=
∑
mJ

d
(J)
mJλ′

(θp) d
(J)
mJλ

(θk) e
−imJ (φk−φp) ,

=
∑
mJ

d
(J)
λmJ

(−θk)d(J)mJλ′
(θp) e

−imJ (φk−φp) , (C2)

where in the last line we used the symmetry identity Eq. (A23). From the addition theorem,

we find that we can express this sum as a single Wigner D matrix element,

∑
mJ

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) =
∑
mJ

d
(J)
λmJ

(−θk)d(J)mJλ′
(θp) e

−imJ (φk−φp)

= eiλφpk d
(J)
λλ′(θpk) e

iλ′ψpk ,

= D
(J) ∗
λλ′ (φpk, θpk, ψpk) , (C3)

where the resulting Euler angles are given by the usual addition of rotation matrices as

summarized in App. A. Explicitly, the total CM frame scattering angle θpk is given by

cos θpk ≡ P̂p · P̂k as is defined in Eq. (C1), while the azimuthal angles φpk and ψpk are fully
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specified by the following relations

cotφpk = − cos θk cot(φk − φp) + cot θp
sin θk

sin(φk − φp)
,

cotψpk = − cos θp cot(φk − φp) + cot θk
sin θp

sin(φk − φp)
,

−sinφpk
sin θp

=
sinψpk
sin θk

=
sin(φk − φp)

sin θpk
.

(C4)

After using the addition theorem on the Wigner d matrix elements, Eq. (C3), we find

that the helicity partial wave expansion Eq. (C2) reduces to

Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) =
∑
J

(2J + 1)MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k)D

(J) ∗
λλ′ (φpk, θpk, ψpk) , (C5)

which can be inverted to project a helicity amplitude into its partial waves

MJ
ℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p, k) =

1

8π2

∫ 2π

0

dψpk

∫ 2π

0

dφpk

×
∫ +1

−1

d cos θpkD
(J)
λλ′(φpk, θpk, ψpk)Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k) . (C6)

Comparing to the kinematics outlined in Sec. II, it seems that there are additional inde-

pendent variables in the form of the azimuthal dependencies φpk and ψpk. However, these

azimuthal angles are non-dynamical in the sense that they orient the reaction plane with

respect to our arbitrary external coordinate system. To see this, first consider the simple

limit where P̂k = Ẑ. Therefore, θk = φk = 0. From Eq. (C4) we find that as θk → 0 and

φk → 0, that the Euler angles φpk → φp, θpk → θp, and ψpk → 0. Thus, we have removed

one of the azimuthal angles, and the angular momentum composition rule Eq. (C3) gives∑
mJ

D
(J) ∗
mJλ′

(P̂p)D
(J)
mJλ

(P̂k) = D
(J) ∗
λλ′ (φp, θp, 0) .

The remaining angle φpk = φp is not dynamical, as it only orients the reaction plane with re-

spect to the external coordinate system, cosφp = P̂p ·X̂. Therefore, we can rotate the system

about the helicity quantization axis by and angle of −φp, which preserves the helicity [86],

to eliminate this redundant angle and arrive at our result in Eq. (17).

In a similar manner, we can simultaneously rotate away both azimuthal angles in Eq. (C5),∑
λ′,λ

D
(J)

λ̄′λ′
(0, 0, φpk)Mℓ′λ′,ℓλ(p,k)D

(J)

λλ̄
(ψpk, 0, 0) = Mℓ′λ̄′,ℓλ̄(p,k)

∣∣∣
φpk=ψpk=0

. (C7)
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This transformation leaves the magnitude of the pair momenta invariant as they are aligned

with their respective quantization axes. We conclude that the angles ψpk and φpk are non-

dynamical variables and are arbitrary rotations which arise from the definitions of the three-

particle states with respect to the spatial coordinate system. Therefore, if one rotates the

system as in Eq. (C7) to remove the φpk and ψpk angles, we arrive exactly at the expansion

as originally presented in Eq. (18) of Sec. IIIA.

Finally, we consider in detail the consequence of a generic reference frame to the OPE.

In particular, we show that the dependence on the non-dynamical angles explicitly cancels

in performing the partial-wave projection of the OPE. We begin by rewriting Eq. (31) here

for convenience,

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) ≡

(
k⋆p
q⋆p

)ℓ′

4π Y ∗
ℓ′λ′(k̂

⋆
p)Yℓλ(p̂

⋆
k)

(
p⋆k
q⋆k

)ℓ

.

We need to decompose the vectors k⋆p and p⋆k with respect to the general coordinate system,

as well as describe their Lorentz transformations. In the total CM frame, the spectator

momenta are anti-parallel to the pair momenta, e.g. for the final spectator p = −Pp, thus

its polar and azimuthal angles with respect to the space-fixed coordinate system are π − θp

and φp + π, respectively. Let us focus on obtaining the angles p⋆k in terms of the various

coordinate system. First, Let us define the Lorentz transformations between the total CM

frame and the pair rest frame for spectator k,

(p⋆k)∥ = γk(p∥ − βkωp) ,

= γk

(
p · βk
β2
k

− ωp

)
βk , (C8a)

(p⋆k)⊥ = p⊥ ≡ p− p∥ ,

= p−
(
p · βk
β2
k

)
βk , (C8b)

where we recall that βk = Pk/Ek and γk = 1/
√
1− β2

k .

Let us first define the coordinates (xk, yk, zk) which are fixed to the reaction plane for

this system. Similar to Sec. II A, the zk-axis is defined as ẑk = Pk/|Pk|, and the yk-axis is

given by ŷk = Pk×Pp/|Pk×Pp|, which is the unit normal to the reaction plane. Therefore,

the xk-axis is defined by the unit vector x̂k = ŷk × ẑk. Note that |Pk × Pp| = pk sin θpk =
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FIG. 14. (a) Polar and azimuthal angles of Pp with respect to the body-fixed (Xk, Yk, Zk) frame.

The polar angle is θpk which is defined with respect to the Zk-axis. The perpendicular component

p⊥ lies in the XkYk-plane, which is shaded blue, with an azimuthal angle defined about the Zk-

axis with respect to Xk. (b) Polar and azimuthal angles of Pk with respect to the body-fixed

(Xp, Yp, Zp) system. The polar angle is defined as θpk, while the azimuthal angle is defined in the

XpYp-plane, shaded red, with respect to the Xp axis to be π − ψpk.

pk
√

1− cos2 θpk. Thus we find that the Lorentz transformation Eq. (C8a) is given by

(p⋆k)∥ · ẑk = p⋆k cos(χ⋆k) ,

= γk(−p cos θpk − ωpβk) , (C9)

where ẑk = β̂k, and from the perpendicular component Eq. (C8b),

(p⋆k)⊥ · x̂k = −p⋆k sinχ⋆k ,

= −p sin θpk . (C10)

Note that we have recovered the Lorentz transformations as detailed in Sec. IVA.

Next we define body-fixed coordinates (Xk, Yk, Zk) which are defined fixed to the pair mo-

mentum Pk. Specifically, the Zk-axis is defined as Ẑk = P̂k, and the Yk-axis is perpendicular

to the plane formed by the vector Zk and the space-fixed Z-axis as Ŷk = Ẑ× Ẑk/|Ẑ× Ẑk|,
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FIG. 15. Projection of the perpendicular components of (a) Pp and p to the XkYk-plane, and (b)

Pk and k to the XpYp-plane.

where we note that |Ẑ × Ẑk| = sin θk. Then, the Xk-axis is given by X̂k = Ŷk × Ẑk. Note

that if we align Pk with the Z-axis, then the body-fixed coordinate system is identical to

the space-fixed coordinate system (X, Y, Z).

To compute the angles of the momentum p⋆k with respect to this coordinate system, we

notice that Ẑk = ẑk, thus the parallel component of p⋆k has the same form as the Lorentz

transformations with respect to the reaction plane coordinate system, Eq. (C9). Therefore,

we only need to work with the perpendicular component to determine the azimuthal angles,

i.e. X̂k · p⋆k = X̂k · (p⋆k)⊥ and Ŷk · p⋆k = Ŷk · (p⋆k)⊥. Moreover, since the perpendicular

component is unchanged under Lorentz transformations, Eq. (C8b), and β̂k = Ẑk with

X̂k · Ẑk = Ŷk · Ẑk = 0, then the azimuthal angles of (p⋆k)⊥ are completely determined by

p. Thus, we evaluate the following scalar products, X̂k · p⋆k = X̂k · p and Ŷk · p⋆k = Ŷk · p.
Finally, recall that p = −Pp, so decomposing Pp with respect to the (Xk, Yk, Zk) body fixed

coordinates immediately yields the angles of p.

In what we follows, we prove that azimuthal angle of p is φpk + π. We do this by first

assuming this relation, which can be qualitatively argued from the addition of Wigner D

matrices shown Eq. (C3). Then, we relate the angles in the space-fixed to those in body-fixed
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FIG. 16. (a) Azimuthal angles of Pp and p defined in the XkYk-plane. (b) Azimuthal angles of Pk

and k defined in the XpYp-plane.

coordinates, illustrated in Fig. 14 and defined below. Finally, we show that the resulting

relations are equivalent to Eq. (C4). Once we establish this relation, we turn our attention

to prove that the azimuthal angle of k is −ψpk, following the same procedure.

We begin by first relating the vector Pp to the body-fixed coordinate system (Xk, Yk, Zk),

as illustrated in Fig. 14 (a). Resolving Pp into a Cartesian coordinate system reveal that

geometrically, Ŷk · Pp = p sin θpk sinφpk and X̂k · Pp = p sin θpk cosφpk. This is further

depicted in Figs. 15 (a) and 16 (a), which shows the decomposition in the XkZk- and

XkYk-planes, respectively. Here θpk is the angle of Pp with respect to the Zk-axis (which

is the definition of the effective CM frame scattering angle), and we have defined φpk as

the azimuthal angle of Pp with respect to the Xk-axis. Therefore, the polar and azimuthal

angles of p in this frame are π − θpk and π + φpk, respectively.

To verify that φpk is identical to the results from the addition theorem in Eq. (C4), we

compute the scalar products with the relations between the unit vectors of the body-fixed
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coordinate system to those of the space-fixed system. By direct evaluation, we find

Ŷk · p⋆k = Ŷk · (p⋆k)⊥ = Ŷk · p ,

= −p sin θpk sinφpk ,

= p sin θp sin(φk − φp) , (C11a)

X̂k · p⋆k = X̂k · (p⋆k)⊥ = X̂k · p ,

= −p sin θpk cosφpk ,

= p (cos θp sin θk − cos θk sin θp cos(φk − φp)) , (C11b)

where the second line in each of these equalities comes from the geometric decomposition

shown in Figs. 15 (a) and 16 (a), while the third line is the result where we use the definitions

of the unit vectors of the (Xk, Yk, Zk) system with respect to the (X, Y, Z) system. We

emphasize that the negative signs on the second line of each equation is because p = −Pp.

The cotangent of the azimuthal angle of p⋆k is given by taking the ratio of the Xk-

component, Eq. (C11b), to the Yk-component, Eq. (C11a),

X̂k · p⋆k
Ŷk · p⋆k

= cotφpk ,

= − cos θk cot(φk − φp) + cot θp
sin θk

sin(φk − φp)
, (C12)

which is identical to the one found in Eq. (C4). The sign is fixed from the relationship

between sin θpk and sin θp from the Yk-component in Eq. (C11a),

sinφpk = − sin θp
sin θpk

sin(φk − φp) ,

where the negative sign fixes the relative orientation to the coordinate system. Therefore,

we conclude that the azimuthal angle of p⋆k is φpk+π, where φpk is given by Eq. (C4). Since

Yℓλ(θ, φ) ∝ P λ
ℓ (cos θ) e

iλφ, we find that the angular dependence is given by

Yℓλ(p̂
⋆
k) ∝ P λ

ℓ (cosχ
⋆
k) e

iλπ eiλφpk .

Note that if we align Pk with the Z-axis, then φpk = 0, and we recover the p⋆k piece

contributing to Eq. (36), namely that there is a phase eiλπ = (−1)λ.

We now show that the azimuthal angle of k is −ψpk. We follow the same procedure as

before, first assuming that −ψpk is the azimuth of k, then relating the angles of k in the
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space-fixed system to the body-fixed coordinates, cf. Fig. 14. We then recover the expressions

shown from the addition theorem in Eq. (C4). We repeat the above analysis for the vector k⋆p

with respect to a body-fixed coordinate system (Xp, Yp, Zp), where the Zp-axis is Ẑp = P̂p,

Ŷp = Ẑ× Ẑp/|Ẑ× Ẑp|, and X̂p = Ŷp × Ẑp. These coordinates are fixed to the momentum

Pp. The Lorentz transformations are along the Zp-axis,

(k⋆p)∥ = γp(k∥ − βpωk) ,

= γp

(
k · βp
β2
p

− ωk

)
βp , (C13a)

(k⋆p)⊥ = k⊥ ≡ k− k∥ ,

= k−
(
k · βp
β2
p

)
βp , (C13b)

with βp = Pp/Ep and γp = 1/
√
1− β2

p . Along the Zp-axis, the Lorentz transformations give

the known relation, Eq. (38), between χ⋆p and θpk, similar to the previous case.

(k⋆p)∥ · Ẑp = k⋆p cos(χ⋆p) ,

= γp(−k cos θpk − ωkβp) , (C14)

The azimuthal angles of k⋆p are again found by considering its perpendicular component

with respect to the Zp-axis. For this case, we show that the azimuthal angle of k⋆p is −ψpk,
which is illustrated in Fig. 14 (b). As with the previous case, the angles of k⋆p in the

(Xp, Yp, Zp) body-fixed system are related to those of k = −Pk. Figures 15 (b) and 16 (b)

show the decomposition of Pk with respect to the (Xp, Yp, Zp) coordinate system. We find

that X̂p ·Pk = k sin θpk cos(π−ψpk) = −k sin θpk cosψpk and Ŷp ·Pk = k sin θpk sin(π−ψpk) =
k sin θpk sinψpk, where θpk and π − ψpk are the polar azimuthal angles of Pk, respectively.

The polar and azimuthal angles of k = −Pk in this frame are therefore π − θpk and −ψpk,
respectively, as shown in Figs. 15 (b) and 16 (b).

As before, we connect ψpk to Eq. (C4) by resolving k⋆p into Xk- and Yk-components and

using the definitions of the body-fixed frame unit vectors in terms of the external coordinate
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system. We find

Ŷp · k⋆p = Ŷp · (k⋆p)⊥ = Ŷp · k ,

= −k sin θpk sinψpk

= −k sin θk sin(φk − φp) , (C15a)

X̂p · k⋆p = X̂p · (k⋆p)⊥ = X̂p · k ,

= k sin θpk cosψpk ,

= k (cos θk sin θp − cos θp sin θk cos(φk − φp)) , (C15b)

where the second line of each equality is due to the geometric decomposition of k, noting

that sin(π − θpk) = sin θpk, sin(−ψpk) = − sinψpk, and cos(−ψpk). The third line is due to

the relation of the body-fixed unit vectors to the space-fixed coordinate system.

We find that the cotangent of the azimuthal angle of k⋆p is

X̂p · k⋆p
Ŷp · k⋆p

= − cotψpk ,

= cos θp cot(φk − φp)− cot θk
sin θp

sin(φk − φp)
, (C16)

exactly as found by the addition theorem in Eq. (C4). The sign fixed from Eq. (C15a), from

which

sinψpk =
sin θk
sin θpk

sin(φk − φp) .

We conclude that the azimuthal angle of k⋆p is −ψpk with ψpk defined in Eq. (C4). Therefore,

the spherical harmonic Y ∗
ℓ′λ′(k̂

⋆
p) is

Y ∗
ℓ′λ′(k̂

⋆
p) ∝ P λ′

ℓ′ (cosχ
⋆
p) e

iλ′ψpk ,

where we note that because of the complex conjugation, the argument of the exponential

is −iλ′(−ψpk) = iλ′ψpk. We conclude that the spin-helicity matrix in a general coordinate

system has the form

H(ℓ′ℓ)
λ′λ (p,k) ∝ eiλ

′ψpk eiλφpk ,

which is the exact structure we found by the generic partial wave expansion Eq. (C5), and

therefore from the projection Eq. (C6) we find that the azimuthal dependence completely

disappears, leaving what we found Sec. IV.
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FIG. 17. Angular momentum couplings of the OPE, as described in the text.

Appendix D: Formulary for low-lying partial wave OPE amplitudes

The purpose of this appendix is for those interested in using the results presented for the

low-spin cases in their analysis. We collect the primary results for the 2S+1LJ → 2S′+1L′
J

partial wave OPE amplitudes presented in Sec. V, as well as a minimal set of kinematics

needed. The OPE is a function of the total three-body CM energy
√
s, as well as either

the initial and final spectator momenta k and p, respectively, or the initial and final state

pair invariant mass-squares σk and σp, respectively. Equation (8) relates these two sets of

variables.

The initial and final spectators have massesmk andmp, respectively, the exchange particle

has mass me, and the product of their intrinsic parities is η, e.g. if considering three pions,

then η = −1. The initial and final pairs have spins S and S ′, respectively. The initial

pair is coupled with its spectator into an orbital state L. Similarly, the final state pair is

coupled to its spectator into an L′ orbital state. Finally, both the initial and final state

spin and orbital angular momenta are, respectively, coupled to a total angular momentum

J . These couplings are illustrated in Fig. 17. The parity of a particular state J is given by

P = η(−1)L+S = η(−1)L
′+S′

.

From Eq. (64), the partial wave OPE is then given by

G(2S′+1L′
J |2S+1LJ) ≡ G(S′S),J

L′S′,LS(p, k) ,

= KG(
2S′+1L′

J |2S+1LJ) + T (2S
′+1L′

J |2S+1LJ)Q0(ζpk) (D1)

where expressions for KG and T are given below for JP = {0η, 1η, 1−η} and S ′, S = {0, 1}.
The function Q0 is known and given by Eq. (A7), where the argument ζpk is defined in terms

of energies and momenta in Eq. (34). For notational convenience, we introduce the three
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quantities which appear frequently,

fpk = γp

(
βpωk
k

+ ζpk

)
, (D2a)

gpk = γpγk

(
βpωk
k

+
βkωp
p

+ ζpk

)
, (D2b)

hpk =
γpγkβpβkωpωk

pk
, (D2c)

where ωk =
√
m2
k + k2, ωp =

√
m2
p + p2, γp = 1/

√
1− β2

p , γk = 1/
√

1− β2
k with βp and

βk being the boost velocities as discussed in Eqs. (37) and (38). Note that gpk and hpk are

symmetric under interchange of p ↔ k since ζpk is symmetric. However, fpk ̸= fkp. Finally,

the expressions below contain q⋆p and q
⋆
k, which are the relative momenta of the pairs in their

respective CM frames as defined in Eq. (28).

1. JP = 0η Amplitudes

There are two possible partial waves, a singlet 1S0 and triplet 3P0, resulting in a 2× 2

matrix.

(i) 1S0 → 1S0

KG(
1S0|1S0) = 0 , (D3a)

T (1S0|1S0) =
1

2pk
. (D3b)

(ii) 1S0 → 3P0

KG(
3P0|1S0) = −

√
3

2pq⋆p
γp , (D4a)

T (3P0|1S0) =

√
3

2pq⋆p
fpk . (D4b)

(iii) 3P0 → 1S0

Given by Eqs. (D4a) and (D4b) with p↔ k interchange.

(iv) 3P0 → 3P0

KG(
3P0|3P0) = − 3

2q⋆kq
⋆
p

gpk , (D5a)

T (3P0|3P0) =
3

2q⋆kq
⋆
p

fpk fkp . (D5b)
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2. JP = 1η Amplitudes

There is a single 3P1 partial wave in this channel.

(i) 3P1 → 3P1

K(3P1|3P1) = − 3

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

ζpk , (D6a)

T (3P1|3P1) =
3

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

(
ζ2pk − 1

)
. (D6b)

3. JP = 1−η Amplitudes

There are three possible partial waves, one singlet 1P1 and two triplets 3S1 and 3D1,

resulting in a 3× 3 matrix.

(i) 1P1 → 1P1

KG(
1P1|1P1) = − 1

2pk
, (D7a)

T (1P1|1P1) =
1

2pk
ζpk . (D7b)

(ii) 1P1 → 3S1

KG(
3S1|1P1) =

1

2pq⋆p
(fpk − ζpk) (D8a)

T (3S1|1P1) = − 1

2pq⋆p

[
ζpkfpk − ζ2pk + 1

]
, (D8b)

(iii) 1P1 → 3D1

KG(
3D1|1P1) = − 1

2
√
2pq⋆p

(2fpk + ζpk) (D9a)

T (3D1|1P1) =
1

2
√
2pq⋆p

[
2ζpkfpk + ζ2pk − 1

]
. (D9b)

(iv) 3S1 → 1P1

Given by Eqs. (D8a) and (D8b) with p↔ k interchange.
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(v) 3S1 → 3S1

KG(
3S1|3S1) =

1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

[
2

3
(1− γp)(1− γk)− γpγk

+ ζpk (fpk + fkp − ζpk)− (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
, (D10a)

T (3S1|3S1) =
1

2q⋆pq
⋆
k

[
(1− ζ2pk) (fpk + fkp − ζpk)

+ ζpk (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
, (D10b)

(vi) 3S1 → 3D1

KG(
3D1|3S1) =

1

2
√
2q⋆pq

⋆
k

[
2

3
(1 + 2γp)(1− γk) + 2γpγk

+ ζpk (−2fpk + fkp − ζpk) + 2 (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
, (D11a)

T (3D1|3S1) =
1

2
√
2q⋆pq

⋆
k

[
(1− ζ2pk) (−2fpk + fkp − ζpk)

− 2 ζpk (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
, (D11b)

(vii) 3D1 → 1P1

Given by Eqs. (D9a) and (D9b) with p↔ k interchange.

(viii) 3D1 → 3S1

Given by Eqs. (D11a) and (D11b) with p↔ k interchange.
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(ix) 3D1 → 3D1

KG(
3D1|3D1) =

1

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

[
2

3
(1 + 2γp)(1 + 2γk)− 4γpγk

− ζpk (2fpk + 2fkp + ζpk)− 4 (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
, (D12a)

T (3D1|3D1) =
1

4q⋆pq
⋆
k

[
− (1− ζ2pk) (2fpk + 2fkp + ζpk)

+ 4 ζpk (ζpkgpk + hpk)

]
. (D12b)
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