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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 Liischer [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 J¥ 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.

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 J¥ 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 a; meson [77, 78], which numerically projected the

scattering equations into J© = 17 and neglected all other partial wave channels except a; — pm(3S7).

2 We use the notation n — m to indicate a reaction involving n incoming and m outgoing stable hadrons.



define amplitudes within the helicity basis that are then projected to definite JF.

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-~
where H is a dense matrix in the angular momentum of the incoming and outgoing pairs
which we call the spin-helicity matriz, and v is the momentum-squared of the exchange par-
ticle which has mass m,. 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 J© quantum number. Our result can be expressed in terms of entirely

known functions, taking the form
G’ = /Cép + T Qo) (1)

where G'" is the exchange propagator projected to definite spin-parity J*, ICéP and 77"
are functions of external kinematics and include Clebsch-Gordan coefficients which couple
the system to J¥. The functions ICéP and 77" are matrices in space of partial waves which
contribute to a particular J¥, and are completely determined by the spin-helicity matrix #,
as shown in Sec. IV. The 7" 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 o, the zero-degree Legendre functions of the 2" kind, which depends on external
kinematic variables through the function (y, 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].



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 37 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.  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
7 scattering, but also those such as KKm — K K7 where KK — nr allows for  meson
exchanges between KK pairs.

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

or(k) + ¢a(a) + @a (@) = 0p(p) + u(b) + ov (V)
where ¢y (k) represents a single spinless particle carrying a four-momentum k = (wy, k) with
its energy wy, fixed by its mass m; and momentum k through the usual relativistic on-shell
dispersion relation wi = mi + k*. 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) = (27)3 2w, 6@ (K — k),

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

SU(2) Clebsch-Gordan coeflicients for three hadrons with isospin symmetry, cf. Refs. [53, 63, 64].



1M (p, b; k, a) p— b a
p k

FIG. 1. The fully connected 3 — 3 amplitude i M with momentum assignments. All external legs

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

where §® is the three-dimensional Dirac delta distribution. The initial system carries a total
four-momentum P = (F,P), where E is the total energy and P is the total momentum,
which in terms of the constituent momenta is P = k + a + /. Similarly, P’ =p+ 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) . = (27)*6W(P’' - P)iM(p,b;k,a), (2)

conn.

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? =
PrP, = E? —P? is the Mandelstam invariant. The physical scattering threshold is given by
Ethr) — max(my +mg + Mgy, my +mp +my ). 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'.



Each pair has a four-momentum given by P, = (Ey,Py) = P — k and P, = (E,,P,) =
P —p for the initial and final state, respectively, where the subscripts £ and p indicate which

spectator is associated with the pair. The invariant mass-squared of the pairs is given by
on=P;=(P—k)?’,  o0,=P =(P-p)>. (3)

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

is limited to a,(:hr') < o1, < (/s — my)?, where J,thr') is the physical scattering threshold
for that pair, a,g,thr’) = (mg + my)?. Momentum conservation constrains the pair invariant

masses through the usual Mandelstam condition,
O+ 00+ 0y = s +ms +m2+m? (4)

where o, and o, 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
®(k,a) > 0, where ®(k, a) is the Kibble boundary function defined as [82-84]

O(k,a) = 010,00 — or(s —m2)(mi —m2) — 0.(s —m})(m2 —m?)

— (smZ —m2m})(s +m2 —m2 —m}). (5)

Similar restrictions hold for the final state particles, with expressions given by the substitu-
tion {k,a,a’} — {p,b,0'} in the above conditions.
In Sec. IT A, 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 P, = 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} ; = 0) and the total CM frame. The final

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

in some specific reference frame. Commonly in the literature one uses x 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 Py, = P; — kj = 0, where P, indicates the initial state pair momentum

is evaluated in its rest frame. *

In this frame, the pair has back-to-back momentum aj = —aj, with its magnitude

fixed by the pair invariant mass °

1
2./0%

where \(z,y,2) = 22+ y* + 2% — 2(xy + yz + zz) is the Killén triangle function. Note

ay, = |ag| = N2 (o, mi, miy) (6)

*

4 An example where this notation is vital is for P7

which is the final state pair momentum evaluated in

the initial pair rest frame. Such evaluations become necessary as detailed in Sec. IV.

® The difference between the four-momentum a = (w,,a) and the magnitude of its three-momentum a = |a|

is clear from context.



that A(z,y, z) is symmetric under interchange of the variables x,y, z. Note also that

in the case where m, = my, = m, then a} reduces to aj = \/ox/4 —m? .

As illustrated in Fig. 2, we define a coordinate system with a z,-axis for the initial
state defined to be anti-parallel to the spectator momentum, i.e. z, = —k. ¢ Thus,
the first particle in the pair (taken to by ¢,) has its momentum oriented at a polar
angle ¥ with respect to this z;-axis. Furthermore, the three momenta form a plane
(the initial state plane) defined by the normal vector k x aj, oriented with respect
to the reaction plane (with a coordinate system XY Z which is defined later) by an
azimuthal angle ;. This angle is preserved upon Lorentz boosts along 2y, i.e. ¢y, = ¢},
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 3, = P/ E}.

2. Final pair CM frame — The final pair CM frame, defined by P}, = 0, is constructed
analogously to the initial pair CM frame. The notation of a x 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 z,-axis is defined by Z, = —p and the “final
state plane” defined with a normal vector p x b,, which is depicted in Fig. 2. The
pairs polar and azimuthal angles are ¥ and vy, respectively. The azimuthal angle is

again invariant under boost along z,, ¢ =

» = 1. The final pair momenta are defined

back-to-back, by = —b’*, with a magnitude fixed by o,
1
N

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

b = by

P )\1/2 (Upv ml%a mz/) : (7)

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,

= — 1 2 — _ 1 1/2 2
p—|p|_2\/§ p)’ k—|k|_2\/§>\ (S7Uk7mk)' (8)

AV2(s, TpyM

6 We use the notation #, the unit vector of r, to indicate the polar and azimuthal angles, (6,,¢,). Note
that we use the standard convention for the domain of the polar and azimuthal angles, 8, € [0, 7], and

o € [0,2m).
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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 7). The angle between the initial and final

momentum Py and P, respectively, is the effective CM frame scattering angle 0.

These relations follow from Eq. (3), where the inverse relations are readily given
op=5+m; —2\/swy, ap:s—i—mg—Q\/Ewp, (9)

where recall that w, = vm?2 + k2 and Wy = \/W. 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 P and P,. To define the mo-
mentum orientations, we introduce a space-fizxed 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 /oy
and /o, is specified by the total CM frame energy /s and scattering angle between

the spectators.

Without loss of generality, ” we define the initial pair momentum P, to be aligned

with the +Z-axis of some space-fixed coordinate system (with axes XY Z7), 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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7 = P,. Since P = 0, the initial spectator momentum is then aligned with the
—Z-axis. We then choose the final pair momentum P, to lie in the X Z-plane, i.e.
the quasi-two-body reaction lies in the reaction plane. This plane is defined with the
+Y-axis proportional to k x p = P, x P,,. We denote the total CM frame scattering

angle by 0, which is defined in the usual way
cosbpy, =P, P, =p k. (10)

Notice that 0, is simply the angle of P, with respect to the Z-axis, cost,, = P, -
7, with respect to our space-fixed coordinate system. Since we use the standard
convention that 6, € [0, 7], this means that we can specify 6, completely with just

cos Oy

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, ¢, and 1), 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 o and
op, respectively. An alternative to o and o, 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 o, 0, 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,
a; and B;, respectively. The last variable is the total CM frame scattering angle 6,;. 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

[Pk, a) oc Vir Y|Pk, LA) YiA(85),
2,

where ¢ is the angular momentum of the pair, A is its projection along the zj-axis defined by
the opposite sense of the spectator momentum k (see Fig. 4.), and Y\ (a}) = Yo (X}, ¥F) =
(a5|¢\) are the usual spherical harmonics. Since the spin-quantization axis is along the
direction of the pair, we interpret A as the pair helicity.

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 ¢ € Ny is allowed, with A € Z which spans —¢ < A < /¢ for a given ¢. For the
scattering amplitude, we arrive at the expansion

M(p,bik,a) = 47 35" Vi (52) Mo ox(p, k) Vi3 (87) (11)

ON A
where the factor of 47 is convention. Given the full amplitude, the projection is found by

using the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics °

1 » Ak K [ x Ak
My on(p, k) = e /db; /dak Yo (by) M(p,b; k,a) Yy (&) (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 A\ amounts to a unitary rotation of the pair

state |Pg, £A),

P, 0X) = > DY (Py) [Py, tm) |

m

where Dis)/\ 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 A and )\ a helicity interpretation.

where the integration measure is da; = di; d cos ¥} with the integration domain being over
v € [0, 7] and ¥} € [0, 27].

It is useful to consider the amplitude My ¢\ as one describing the reaction of a spinless
particle of mass my, and a quasi-particle of mass /oy, spin £, and helicity A, which transitions
to a spinless particle of mass m,, recoiling against another quasi-particle of mass /7, spin

¢, and helicity \'. We represent the quasi-two-body reaction as
V(P X) + ou(k) = (B, X) + (D)

where {,(f) represents the quasi-particle of spin ¢. Note that this effective 2 — 2 processes
only knows about particles ¢,, @ and @y, @y 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

. . thr.
state pair invariant mass-squared o} — U,g ' ), then

M@’A/,K)\(pak) ~ (aZ)Z )

with a similar behavior for the final state, My sy ~ (b;)Z as o, — az(othr').
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Once we have the effective helicity amplitude My ¢, we can now couple the initial and
final state to those of definite total angular momentum J and projection m; defined with
respect to the space-fixed Z-axis. The quasi-two-body state has the helicity partial wave
expansion

[P, ON) o< Y V2T 1 |Pk, Jmy, () DY) \(Py),
Jmg
where Dfn‘?/\ 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 P, to have its momentum along the +z-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
J) J
DiA(BL) = Dyl (01,01,0)
_zm J Pk dm])\(ek> , (13>

where 6, and ¢, are the polar and azimuthal angles of the momentum Py, respectively, and
dgh)f/\(ﬁk) are the d matrix elements which are real for physical 0, i.e. —1 < cos#, < +1,
see Eq. A20. Applying this basis expansion on both the initial and final states of Eq. (12)
yields
Moy k) = S S V2T 1D 5 (B,) Moy (0, k) V2T 1D (Py) . (14)
J'm g Jymy
The normalization of Eq. (14) is chosen such that for spinless pairs, ¢ = ¢ = 0, then (14)
simplifies and the resulting expression has same normalization as Eq. (11). !
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 m,
J'm g, Jm J
ME’)\',Z/\ - 5J/J5mJ,mJ M@’)\’,f)\ . (15)

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

the sums in the expansion to

Moy n(P,k) = D (2] +1) My o (p, Z Dy)(B,) DL (P (16)
J=Jmin my=—J

10 See Eq. (A29) in App. A for the relations between the spherical harmonics and Wigner D matrix elements.
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where Jyin = max(|\'[,|A|) is the minimum J value for the sum. The helicity partial wave
amplitudes M, ,, 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 /0y, and ,/5,).

Recall from Sec. IT A that with respect to our chosen coordinate system, P, = Z. Thus,

for all J the initial Wigner D matrix element simplifies to
N oA
DiA(Z) = bya
allowing us to trivially perform the sum to find

Z Dfr{j:’(ﬁp) D&I}A(Pk) = d\0(0) (17)

my=-—
where we recall from Eq. (10) that the CM frame scattering angle is defined by cosf,, =
f’p : f’k, and since the pair momenta lie in the X Z-plane, there is no azimuthal angular

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

My aa (k) =D (27 +1) My (0, k) d53 (0, (18)
J
with the projection given by
1 +1
M sl = 5 [ dcos 0 d0,0) Moser(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. !

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 J”. 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 My ¢\ 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

Pk Ly my, 0) o Y Pk, Jmyg, O3 PV (SFL)

A
which when applied to our helicity amplitude yields

e, J /) 128" J 4 /28
M g1s(p k) = PR CIL) My (0,8) P (5 L) (20)
oA
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+ Sand |[L' =5 |<J <L+ 5"

The parity of the three-particle state with a total angular momentum J is
P =n(=1)*"F = y(-1)%*,

where 7 is the product of the intrinsic parities of the three particles, e.g. for three pseu-
doscalar pions the product of intrinsic parities is = (—1)* = —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 Pig), which are defined in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as

2L+1
2J+1
The Kronecker delta enforces that the total spin is equal to that of the pair, S = ¢, as

POESHIL ) = (JA|LO, SA) s . (21)

expected for our three spinless particles. 2 From the completeness relation of the Clebsch-

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

S AL BOEHL) . 2
A

12 In anticipation of extensions for external particles with spin we define the spin-orbit coupling coefficients
with the redundant ¢ = 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 25*1L; — 25+ for the quasi-two-body
reaction §,(f) + o — fz(,gl) + ¢p. Therefore, for fixed o}, and o0, the amplitudes have the usual

threshold behavior from orbital angular momentum barrier suppression,
00),J 1
M(L’S)’ LS(p7 k)~ p" k",

as p, k — 0 for fixed oy, 0,,.
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 ¢ = 0 and the only allowed L is

L = J. So, the spin-orbit coefficient is simply
PO = 6r. (23)

If the pair of pions is in an angular momentum state ¢ = 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
J+1
2J +1)

73/(\1)(3LJ): _E’ L=1J, (24)

7 T3 1
ol =y Sno, L=J+1.
Vaarr MV 2 e i

Since the pion is a pseudoscalar, the product of the intrinsic parities is n = —1, and therefore

5)\0, L=J-1,

the total parity of the system is P = (—1)L. For a target J£ = 1* and the initial and final
pairs both being vectors ¢ = ¢’ = 1, then only S and D waves contribute giving an two-

dimensional amplitude with 3S; and 3D;.

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 m, and momentum
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b’ a’
p k

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 iMy 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, bsk, ) > Mj(0; B}, K) 7 6(upe — mZ) Mo(ows B}, &7)

where the angles R; and pj correspond to the orientations of the spectator in the rest frame
of the opposite pair indicated, e.g. 12; is the unit vector of the initial spectator defined in

the final pair rest frame defined by its spectator p. ¥ We also defined
upp = (P —k —p)?,

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 4

1 _

ZM(p, ba ka a) D) iﬂ?(ap; B;7 ﬁ;) ZM?(UIW f)27 52) = Z.MOPE(pv b7 ka a) . (25)

Upk — mg + 1€
13 Since the OPE involves pair-spectator systems in both its external and intermediate states, the thresholds
(thr.) (thr.)

for the pair invariant masses extend to the cases o, = max(mg+mq , mp+me) and oy = max(mp+

my , my + m,) 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, Ms. The mod-
ification chosen, which is not unique, assures that M, agrees with M, 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,

Ma(ok; B, &%) —47722( ) Yox (Br) Maoxion(or) YA (87) (26a)

7Y
BN L e
Ms(ay; b}, K5) —47223/&' ) Moo (op) <q—f) Y (k). (26b)
7Y b

Angular momentum barrier factors are included to suppress the kinematic divergence in-
duced by the spherical harmonics as pj and k7 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

1
Pr=5 = )\1/2(01“ mIQJv Upk ), k, = (05, mzv Upk) - (27)

2\ /O P 21 /Op
The barrier factors are chosen to be unity at the on-shell point u,;, = m?, where we define

the momenta

1
* =k — )\1/2 2 2
qk‘ pk upk:mz 2\/O__k (Uk; mp7 me) 9
* . L.k 1 2 2
N i (28)

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

tive 2 — 2 partial wave amplitude Mo px.o7(0) = dpg Oxx Mo (o).

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 6,;. Using the on-shell representation defined in
Eq. (25) with Eqgs. (26a) and (26b), we write the OPE amplitude as

iMope =47 ) Y Yo (b)) iMp(0,) iGex on(p, k) iMi(on) Yii(87) | (29)

Nl
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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

e
Hg\’)\)(pa k)
Upk — mz + i€

gﬂ’x\’,ﬁ/\(pa k) = ) (3())

where the € — 07 limit is understood, and H is the spin-dependent numerator '° which we

define as the spin-helicity matrix,

A

, k* A A p* ¢
Vw0 = (52) anvitiviaien (%) G31)
P k

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

property
J4 / ') *
1D (p k) = (—1)¥ P HED" (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 6,,. We
therefore need to express Eqgs. (30) and (31) with respect to our reaction plane defined in
the space-fixed coordinate system illustrated in Fig. 3. For convenience we define z,; as the

cosine of the scattering angle,
Zpk = €08 Opy,

and work with z,,. Upon inspection of the propagator of Eq. (30), we find that the z-
dependence will reside in the pole term through w,, = (P — k — p)?, and through the
arguments of the spherical harmonics which are related to the scattering angle by Lorentz
transformations. The dependence on z,; 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 zy.

The OPE is a u-channel process in the effective £ (P, \) + @i (k) — &7 (P, ) + ¢, (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, Y, = U, - S; with S; denoting the real spherical

harmonics of degree £.
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in the usual way,

Upk, = (P_k_p)Qa
= o} —|—m§ — 2B w, — 2pk 2,

= u' — k(1 + 2,1) (33)

pk

where Ey = /s — wy, and uﬁ) =0+ mi — 2Ew, + 2pk is the backward limit (z,, = —1)

of uyr,. The value of 2, at the on-shell point, u,, = m?, is given a special notation,

gpk = Zpk 5
upk:me
m? — ug,?
-1 _°¢ Pk
2pk
_2s(op +my —m?) — (s + oy, —mj)(s +mi — o) (3
A2 (s, o, mi)A/2(s, 0y, m2) ’
where we have used, along with k& and p defined in Eq. (8), the relations
1 2 1 2
Ek:\/_—wk:Q—\/g(s—Fak—mk), wp:Q—\/g(s—Fmp—ap), (35)

which follow from the definition of s in the total CM frame. Note that we have not explicitly
written the +ie shift which avoids the pole. However, one can include this shift by either
substituting m2 — mZ — ie or (. — (i + te. The OPE pole of Eq. (30) in terms of z, is
then upr — m2 = 2pk(Cor — 2pk)-

For the z,,-dependence in the spin-helicity matrix, Eq. (31), we make use of the Lorentz
transformations between the total CM frame (P = 0) where 6, is defined, and the pair CM
frames where the orientations of k7 and pj, 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 X Z-plane, the pair momenta have zero azimuthal angle
in the CM frame.

Focusing first on the initial pair rest frame where Py, = (P — k); = 0, as illustrated in
Fig. 6 (a), we define x} as the polar angle of pj in the initial pair rest frame, cos x; = p}-2x =
—p; - k;. With respect to the external coordinate system, the azimuthal angle of p} is 7
since the vector is oriented with respect to the negative x,-axis. Therefore, the orientation

of pj, is given by the angles (xj, 7). In the final pair rest frame P} = (P —p)s = 0 as shown
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Tk
*
p,k .
P
Zz,k: =0 \
® <« . —
k7 4§
X
Pj
(a) P}, = 0 frame (b) P =0 frame

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

total CM frame (P = 0). The boost velocity from the Py, = 0 frame to the P = 0 frame is
Br = Pr/Ex = (P —Kk)/(Vs — wi).

in Fig. 7 (a), the polar angle of k3 is x7 which is defined as cos x; = k-2, = —k3 - p;. With
respect to our coordinate system, the azimuthal angle is zero, thus the polar and azimuthal
angles of k¥ in this frame are (x,0). Therefore, the angular dependence of the spin-helicity

matrix is of the form

0'0) * * *
HiY (9, k) o< Yo (X5, 0)Yor(xG 7).
= (_1))\}@’)\’()(;70)}/0\()(270) : (36)

The relation between the xj and xj and z, is found by Lorentz boosting between the
frames in which these angles are defined and the total CM frame. The Lorentz boost along
the z; axis from the initial pair rest frame to the total CM frame, cf. Fig. 6 (b), yields the

relation

Py cos X = Yk [peos(m — Opp) — wpfi | (37a)
phsin g = psin(r — 6,), (370)

where Sy = |Pi|/Ex = k/(\/s — wg) is the magnitude of the boost velocity and v, =
(1—82)"Y2 = (\/s—wy)/+/0k Note that cos(m —0,1,) = — cos O, = — 2, and sin(m —O,p;) =
sinfp, = (/1 — zf)k,. A similar analysis for the initial state spectator momentum in the final
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z
Zp P
Pp
T * m™—0
'p Xp H\epk
*
=0 — 6 ——
k;/. . 'Bp Pk . k =
*
k,p
* Y
D; P
(a) Py, = 0 frame (b) P = 0 frame

FIG. 7. Similar to Fig. 6 but for the (a) final state pair frame (P} , = 0) where the boost to the

(b) total CM frame is given by 8, = P,/E, = (P —p)/(v/s — wp).

state pair rest frame, k3, yields the transformation (cf. Fig. 7)
kpcosxy = [k cos(m — Opr) — wifp] (38a)
K, sin X = ksin(m — Op) (38b)

where 8, = [Ppl/E, = p/(v/3 — wp), % = (1= 8712 = (/5 — w,)/ /5. From Egs. (37)
and (38), we see that the spherical harmonics contain dependencies on s, p, k, as well as
Zpk-

The analytic structure of the z,;-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 !0

H (k) = D (27 + D) HG (0, k) di5 (o) (39)

J
In the complex z,;-plane, the spin-helicity function contains singularities associated with the

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

the 2, dependence in the Wigner d matrix elements is of the form

S0 (zpn) o Exn (2pk) P (20) (40)

16 Tn a slight abuse of notation, we express df\‘i), (Op) as a function of z,; = cos Oy, dg\‘i), (2pk), so that we can

write everything as a function of zpy.



23

where &,y is called the half-angle factor and Pp(“ ) are the Jacobi polynomials with p =
A=X|,v=|A+N|,and p=J — (u+1)/2 = J — Jui. The Jacobi polynomials P (z,,)
are regular functions of z,; for all indices p1, v, and p, while the half-angle factor, defined by

’

. \A—Q)\\ 14 |>\-§)\'\
o = (F52) T (F5E) T (1)

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 2,
as they will impact the partial wave projection. Therefore, we conclude that the spin-helicity

function for any ¢, ¢ has the generic structure, '7

HD (p,k) = Ean (zpn) ALY (0, 201 (42)

where A(;i/f) is defined to be a regular function in z,, for the physical kinematics. For
example, consider the scattering with ¢/ = ¢ = 1, with the helicities \' = +1, A = 1.
Then, as detailed in Sec. V, the spin-helicity function behaves like ’nglll()) = sin x}, cos Xk-
This function is non-analytic in zp since sinx; o< sinfy, = /1 — zgk from the Lorentz
transformations Eq. (38). However, & (2p%) o< /1 — 22, thus the spin-helicity function
factorizes into the non-analytic half-angle factor and a regular function in 2.

It is further useful to define the A coefficient at the on-shell point z,; = Gy,

AT (o k) = AT (0, k, 20 : (43)

Zpk :Cpk

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.
e oe or e
ALY 0.k, 2) = AL (0, ) + [ ALY (0K, ) — ALY (1) (44)

Near the pole, the difference vanishes as ((r — 2pk), thus it is convenient to define a new

function which is regular near this pole,

7 1 1z, 7
B (0, ke, 2p1) = — (A @k 20) = AL (0, R)| (45)
pk — pk

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 2, into the generic form,

A (p, k)

Cpk — Zpk

Govan(p. k) = 2%,{&%(%) +BUY (9 ks 2 | - (46)
As discussed in the beginning of this section, the singular behavior of G in the variable
Zpk, = €08 Oy, 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 z,, behavior is analytic in
the physical region we consider.

The B coefficients are constructed to be regular functions of z,, on the interval —1 <

Zpe < +1, thus for a fixed X and A we can freely expand it into Legendre polynomials as
1)
Bgu (P, K, 2pk) = Z 2j+1)B /\,/\(p, k) Pji(zpk) » (47)
7=0

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

clents

+1 ,
[ e Py B () (1)

1

N | —

o'
B](‘,)\’)A (pv k) =

We stress here that although Eq. (47) is an expansion involving an infinite number of terms,
for a fixed ¢’ and ¢ 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 ¢/, ¢ ={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 (o,, s, 0)) 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),
+1

1
Gix (D, k) = 3 / d 08 B, 50 (1) Gornr o (0, K)

-1

+1 £ Az
- o A [ s )
-1 pk Zpk
1 () o)
+ ﬂ dek 6)\)\/(2’1,]{;) d)\)\/(zpk) BA’A (p, k’, Zpk) . (49)

The integral in the first term is entlrely 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 z,; for the second term of

Eq. (49),
+1
(2" term) = @k§:m+1sg&mkx/lmmgﬂ%mﬁm%mggmy (50)

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

product the product &y (k) dg\{\),(zpk) is a regular function of z,, for any J, X', and A since

df\{\),(zpk) o Exnv(Zp) P{‘]/\__J/XJLIH)‘/'(ZM) and the singular behavior of the half-angle factor is
removed since it is squared. '® This allows us to perform the following expansion,
J
v (zue) i3 (k) = Y (25 4+ 1) G Py () (51)
=0

where the expansion coefficients C]({\)/ ), are determined by

1 +1
Clyy = 5 / 2o & (2r) A0 (20) Py (2 (52)

1
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

SN (SIS T
2Jmin + 1 (2Jmin)!

Clyn = (minN [T j0) (i Al JA, 5O}, (53)

18 An alternative approach to evaluating the first integral is to use the rotational ef\‘,]/)\ 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 @ ;.
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where n =0 if N > A and n =X — X if X' < A, and we recall that Jy,;,, = max(|A|, |\]). 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

G ir (0 k) = — ALD (0, k) 325 +1) €y / "y, TiG).
) ? 4pk PN 9 j 7, B P Cpk — Zpk
1 ; o
topr 22+ Ca By (p. k). (54)
J

The final integral can be expressed in terms of the well-known Legendre functions of the 27

kind

Qe =3 [ "z, D) (55)

N 2 -1 . Cpk — 2pk
where the analytic structure is fixed by (. — (pr + i€. Properties and examples of the
Legendre functions are given in App. A. The Legendre () functions contain branch cuts
when ¢, = +1, which originate from the on-shell exchange u,; = m?. Since the A and
B coefficients are regular in the energy variables, the () 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 oy, and 0,. The on-shell constraint (,; = £1 leads to an expression

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

®(p, k) = o0y, (s +mi + mIQ) +m2 — oy — 0p)

— ox(s = my)(mj — mg) — ap(s — my)(my, —m;)

— (sm? —mZmi)(s +m? —m2 —mj). (56)

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

wave projection of the OPE as

G (0 k) (27 +1)Clyy | ANY (0. K) Qi(G) + BEAK)|[ . (57)

_ b
2pk -
where (o = Gk (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 — Jiin| < J < J 4 Jin. 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

Egs. (20) and (21),

Gl (p ZP” 25 L) Gl (0, B) PO (5L (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,

00),J
GloT (p k) = LD o(p k) + Z TR (0. k) Qi(Gor) (59)

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

7} are computed from a given set of A coefficients. The matrix elements of I%g are
= (00),
K, L/S’ Ls(P 2 k: Z 27 +1

xZP“) L) C B D) PY (L) (60)

while the matrix elements of T are

1 y
T(L,S/ LS( k) = QPT]{; 2] + 1 Z 7) ’ 25 +1LI )CJ/\/)\ A)\e/f)( )7)>(\€) (25+1LJ> . (61)
PUPY

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 J”. The matrices /EQ and 7N;
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 2"d-kind can be written, cf. Eqs. (A9) and (A10) in App. A, as

Qj(2) = Pj(2) Qo(2) = W;a(2), (62)

where P; are the Legendre polynomials and W,_;(2) is polynomial in z, defined for j > 0 by

Wi(2) = 30 - Paa(2) Proae). (63)
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whereas for j = 0, W_; = 0. This relation allows one to shift the definitions of iég and
7N} 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 Qo((p),

Gl s k) = KG o 1s(p, k) + T vs (0, k) QolGor) (64)

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

ICg are given by

o) 00),J o,
IC(g s, LS(p k) = ’C<g s, 1s(p Z LS, 150 k) Wi (Got)

2S’+1 / J
ka 2]+1 ZP/ L C])\’A

o0 or ¢
X [Bj(,)\/))\(p’ k) A( /\,))\(p, ) P)(\ )(2S+1LJ) s (65)
and the T coefficient is the sum over the T coefficients weighted by Legendre polynomials,

€e),J
77:'5/ LS Z L’;’ LS (Cpk)

2k22j+1 (o)

< 3P T oy AN (0. R) PSS (66)

A

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 7 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 ¢/ = ¢ =0, ¢’ = ¢ = 1, and the transition process ' = 1,/ = 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 Eqgs. (43) and (45),
respectively, given for each case. Once these coefficients are determined, we compute the I%g
and T functions, Eqgs. (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 n = ngn,n. 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 = n(—1)**% = 5(—1)Y"*%. Additionally,
since S = ¢/ and S = /¢ always in this work, we introduce a convenient notation for the

partial wave OPE,
g(25’+1Lf]‘2S+1L ) gLA?SA?)L{g( k) :

where the dependencies on kinematic variables are left implicit.

A. Pairs with ¢/ =¢=0

The simplest case is when both the incoming and outgoing pairs are in relative S waves,
so that ¢ = ¢ = 0. The complications with the spin-helicity function are eliminated since
N=X=0,1e. HE\(,)(;) = dy00xo. This in turn indicates that the coefficients are Ag‘?i) = 00020

and Bg\?g\) = 0. Therefore, the exchange propagator (46) reduces to the simple form

Ox00x0

1
oA = —— 67
Gox',0n ok (67)

Cpk — Zpk ‘

Recoupling to spin-orbit amplitudes is also trivial as only S = ¢ = 0 and S = ¢ = 0,
restricting the allowed orbital angular momentum to be J = L = L’. The parity of the
system is then P = n(—1)".

From Eq. (60), we see that Kg(*J;|'.J;) = 0 because B/\,/\ = 0 for this case. Using Eq. (61)
and the identities for 77/\ ( Jj) = 0y and CJX)\ = 07000000/ (2J + 1) found from Egs. (21)
and (53), respectively, one finds that the partial wave OPE for a target JE simplifies to

1

G("Jy)' ) = Wk Q (Cpre) - (68)

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

G(15p|'Sp) = 2%;@ Qo) (69)
GO P,) = —%%k S5 Qo(G). (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. IIT A, we can recognize that G can be thought of as an
effective two-body amplitude by interpreting /oy and /0, as effective masses of the external
states. As a result, one would expect that such amplitude G(*J;|'.J;) scales as (pk)” in the
vicinity of the nearest pair-spectator threshold /s ~ VOp +my ~ \Jor +my, cf. Sec. TIIB.

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

(thr.) (thr.)

p,k — 0. Fixing o, > o}, and o, > op ’, we see from the definition of (,, Eq. (34),

that near threshold (,;, diverges as 1/pk,

I

Cpk_Qk

+O(pk~ ", p7'k) |

where N = (/o —m,,)* —m? is a positive constant. From the behavior of Legendre function
for large arguments, Eq. A12, we see that near threshold Q;((x) — (pk)’™. Therefore,
near threshold Eq. (68) satisfies the expected behavior of G(1J;|'J;) ~ (pk)’. Explicitly,
we write the threshold expansions of Eqgs. (69) and (70) by using the asymptotic expansion
of Qo(Cpr) for (o — 00 as given in Eq. (A13),
QolG) = 7+ o+ 0(G7) (1)
Gr 3G

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

for small p and k as
1 2pk
e N

Then, the explicit threshold behavior for the 1Sy —! Sy and ' P, —! P, amplitudes is

+ O(p*k, pk?) .

1
G(*Sol'So) = ./T/ +O(p, k) ,

G('P|'P) = 2pk+0( ’k,pk?)

3N

which is consistent with the expected behavior.
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B. Pairswith ¢/ =¢=1

We turn to the case where the pairs carry non-zero angular momenta ¢ = ¢ = 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 Eqgs. (43) and (45), respectively. Most readily, the
A coefficient is given by first isolating A(z,) from Eq. (42),

(1) —(11)
'A)\’)\ (p7 kv Zpk) = HX)\ <p7 k) ) (72)

& (2pn)
and then setting z,, = (pr. For convenience, we introduced the ¢ = ¢ = 1 spin-helicity

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

4 (11)
7'[,\/,\ = 3p 2 7'[,\'/\ )

Qi 1)
A)\/A —_— 3p k AA/A .

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 X', A = +1,4+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

ﬁilil H:I:lll:)Fl ; k*k, sin Xp sin X , (73a)
ﬁ$f3 = $% k;*;k; sin x;, cos X% , (73b)
ﬁéﬁ = :I:% kﬁlj cos X, sin xj , (73c)
_(%1) = k;;; Zz COS X}, COS X} - (73d)

The Lorentz transformations Eqs. (37) and (38) relate the polar angles xj and xj; to the total
CM frame polar angle 6,,. 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 m 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. 7-[/\1,}\) x
(e*(Py, N)-k)(e(Pg, A)-p), which can be seen by considering an effective Lagrangian of vector
field V,, coupling to two scalars, e.g. £ D —ig,V} 00,01 — iV} 0.0, where g, gi are
effective couplings to the scalar ¢ fields.

Recalling that 2, = cos 0, and sin 0, = /1 — 27, the half-angle factor for each helicity

combination is given by

1+ =z
Exra1(Zpr) = 5 iy
1—2z2
£i1:F1<Zpk) = 9 ok )
1— z}%k
Ex10(2pn) = Eor (2pr) = 5 :
fOO(Zpk> =1.

Combining Egs. (72) and (73) and using the boost relations Eqgs. (38) and (37) gives for the
A(p, k, 2,1,) coefficients

—(11)

Airr = =1+ 2k, (74a)
Ak =1+ 2, (74D)
AL =+v2 ( ) , (74c)
A01j:11) < + Zpk) ; (74d)
Ao 0= Vo Vk (5;};% + zpk) (% + zpk) . (74e)

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

Zpk — Cpk- We again define the B coefficients in terms of B coefficients as

Qp Qk

B =
YA =g

(11)
By,

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

5(11) 1

7(11) 7(11)
By (p, K, 2pi) = Cor — 2on [-AX,\ (0 K, 2pr) — Ajy' (P, k)] 5
p P
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Evaluating the difference and dividing by the pole gives B(p, k, z,x)

Bl = -1, (752)
Bl =1, (75D)
Bl = V2, (75¢)
Bom = £V2 7, (75d)
58)1) = =k (617]:% + ﬁ;;wp + zp + <pk)) . (75¢)

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

venience,

+1

5(11) 1 5(11)
ij\,)\(p, k) = 5/ dzpr, Pj(2pr) By (ps ks 2pk) -
-1

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

5(11)

BO,)\’A = —[AN| = \/§7k N oxo+ \/§7p Ay o

w w
_ f)/p,yk (Bpk k + /Bk;? p + Cpk) (5}\/70(5)\70 , (76&)
S(11 1
Bg,,\'),\ = T3k Ox,000,0 5 (76D)
Blh=0, forj>1. (76c)

Having found the A and B coefficients for ¢/ = ¢ = 1, we now construct Kg and T
matrices for some target J. Trivially S’ = S = 1, therefore if J = O 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 . Thus, we need only compute a single 3 Py amplitude with the spin-orbit

recoupling from Eq. (21) being 73/(\1)(31:’0) — —850. Evaluating the expression for Kg and 7;
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using Egs. (60) and (61) respectively, we find

~ 3
ICQ(3PO|3PO) _ Y Vp (5;0("}’6 + 5kpwp _I_Cpk) ’

205 \ K
=~ 3y Bpwi Brw
g 3P 3P — 5. p p p )
7;( 0’ 0) 50 2(];% ( 2 + Cpk » + Cpk

Since only j = 0 contributes for this case, feeding these matrices into Egs. (65) and (66)
gives trivially g = /EQ and T = ’76. Adding these contributions together as dictated by
Eq. (64), one finds

3y [ Bpwr | Brw
3P SP - _ p P p

37k Vp ﬁpwk ﬁkwp
+ 2004 ( (pk) ( D +Cpk’) Qo(Cok)- (77)

As before, we check the threshold behavior of this amplitude by fixing o} and o, and
expanding for small p and k. Just as in Sec. VA, (, diverges as (. = N /2pk as p,k — 0,
thus Qo((pr) admits an expansion as Eq. (71). Moreover, v, = 1+ O(p?), w, = m, + O(p?),
and E, = /0, + O(p*) 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

1
GCP|*Ry) = N—qk (1 \?/m_lp\/i) pk + O(p*k, pk?)
p

where the relative momenta g; and g, are finite positive constants since o, and oy, are fixed

above their respective thresholds. Therefore, as expected G(®Py|?Py) ~ pk near threshold.

2. Total J =1, Parity n

Next let us consider a target J = 1 with a parity n, which enforces L' = L = 1, i.e.
8P, —* P. From Eq. (21) the spin-orbit coupling is P\ (*P) = —A/v/2. From Eq. (60) we
find that Kg(®Py|*P,) = 0, while from Eq. (61) the 7, factors are

1
- (260 — 3Gk 651 + 052 )

T,CPPP) = RSy
pik

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

P[P =~ 2z Qol) 5,20 ) — 510 noe)- (78)
P p
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Before applying the simplifications of Egs. (65) and (66), we first perform an intermediary
manipulation of Eq. (78) by using the Bonnet recursion relation for the Legendre function

@1, see Eq. A8, to simplify the expression to

GOPIP) = = 5o [ Qolon) = Qa(Gw)] (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 w meson via m-exchange between the 7 and the
resonating 7w — p 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. V B. Finally, we use Q2((pr) = Po(Cpr) Qo (Cpr) — 3k /2 to express Eq. (79)
in the form of Eq. (64),

GCPPP) = —

(

Near threshold we expect G(3P;|>P) ~ pk, which is verified by following the same pro-

- Zj Gow = 1) QolGor) - (80)

Cpk + "
Agaqr™  Aga;

cedure as in the previous cases, and finding

GCPPP) = —

1
k+ O (pk, pk?) |
Nq;qu (p*k, pk?)

which agrees with the expected behavior.

3. Total J =1, Parity —n

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

channel system in S and D waves since L', L = J 4+ 1. The spin-orbit factors are given by

1
PS)(SS«I) _ \/;

1 2
ST IR

Feeding this, the A and B coefficients, and other building blocks into Egs. (60) and (61), then
through Egs. (65) and (66), gives the following expressions for the 3S; — 35}, 3S; — 3Dj,
3D, — 38, and Dy — 3D; OPE amplitudes:

G(LY*Ly) = Kg(*L[*La) + T (°Li [P L1) Qo(Gor) (81)
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with the following g and T matrices:

Kg(®S12S1) = 2(]1(1; {% |:<pk (Bpk L Cpk) - g} + Y |:Cpk (ﬁkp% + Cpk) — ;}

Bkwp Bpwk /Bpﬁkwpwk 1 2 2
= YpVk lek( p +— +Cpk) +p—/{:+§} _Cpk+§}v (82a)

S RANCIE RUNCIE
pik

27 |:<pk (5kpwp 5}7 k 4 Cpk) M + 1} _ ;k: + 2} ’ (82b)

J ok 3 3
Ko(*Dif' D)) = 4q;)q,:{ ~ 2 [ (B2 ) = 3] 2o o (P2 ) -
o (B )y B ]2
for Kg, and
TESI'S) = {vp(l -6 (B2 )+l - o (2 4 6o
b G |G (22 4 Oy ) o PPy o gpk}, (830)
TEDIPS) = flq;qz{ -1 = 620 (B2 o) anla - G (22 4 )

— 279pVk Cpke {Cpk (6kwp + Byt + C;;k) + w] + ﬁ’k - Cpk} ,  (83b)
P k pk

TEDPD) = { -1 - G20 (B2 4 o) 2 - G (22 4 g

* K
pik

+ 49, Vk Cpr |:<pk (ﬁkp% + ﬁp:k - Cpk) %} + ¢ — Cpk} . (83c)

for the 7 matrices. The Kg and T coefficients for the 3D; — 3S; process are found by
interchanging k <> p in the 3S; — 3Dy coefficients, noting the symmetry (,r = (j, which
can be seen from Eq. (34).

Examining the threshold behavior as in previous cases, we find that the 3S; — 35, OPE
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has the following expansion near threshold

G(3S12S1) = 1qu (:7% k* + 7_ ) + 0, K, p*k, pk?) .
If we fix 0, < oy, then the threshold we approach first is \/s ~ /o + mi. 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
m, = my, and 0, = oy, then the amplitude scales as k%, 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 35S, — 3D; and 3D; — 3D; waves, we find the following

expansions

V2my,

G(®D,2S p? + O(p?, P’k

( 1| 1) quqk\/— ( )

GCDi’Dy) = —22 " (1 mmpmk) P’k + O(p*k?, p°k?%) |
IN2g5gi \* /@ /0%

where the threshold expansion of the *D; — 3S; amplitude is found by interchanging k < p
on G(®D;|?S1). Both of these follow the expected threshold behavior. This completes our
set of examples for /' = ¢ = 1. Next, we will look at examples for transitions between ¢ = 0

and ¢ =

C. Pairs with ¢/ =1 and £=0

Here we consider an initial pair with spin ¢ = 0, and a final pair with spin ¢ =
Such transitions are allowed in general, and observed in nature, e.g. in om — pm in the
I(JP) = 1(1%) channel of 37 scattering. Repeating the same strategy as in the previous

cases, the spin-helicity matrix is given by

k*
HOY = 650 Vi (q—p> (k) (84)

p
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which corresponds to an A coefficient

aoy _ V6

Ao =F—, (85a)
p
3v,k

A&)o) _ _\/_Zp <5pwk n Cpk> 7 (85b)
a k

and a B coefficient
V37,k
Bsg) == 5)\10(5)\0 Zp . (86)

p

Therefore, there is only one contribution to the B; amplitudes, BS/SA = 0jo BS?\). The
coefficients are then fed into the expressions for the Kg and 7 matrices. Since total angular
momentum and parity are conserved, an initial state with S =0, L = J, and P = n(—1)’
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 7, the 1Sy — 3Py OPE is given by

g(3P0|1SO) _ \/5717 + \/3727 (ﬁpwk

-y e (B4, ) QuiG), 57)

which has a threshold expansion

\/gmk
Na /o,

which agrees with the expected behavior.

G(CRI|'So) = p+ O(p*, pk) |

2. Total J =1

Our final example is for J = 1, which must be in a —n parity states due to the initial ! P

state. There are two options for the transition, either ' P, — 3S; or 'P, — 3D;. The partial
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wave OPE amplitudes for these transitions are

g(351|1pl) - 2]91(]* ('Vp (Bp]:)k + Cpk) - Cpk)

1
2pqp |:7pCpk (51)]:% + Cpk> — o+ 1} Qo(Cpr) (88)

1
+ qu; [2’7pgpk (ﬁpk £+ Cpk) + Cﬁk - 1} Qo(Cpr) - (89)

We note that the threshold behavior for fixed oy, o), is

1
GCeSI|'P) = “Ng k+O(k* pk) ,

p
2\/_mk

GCDI'P) = g =

p’k+ 0Pk, p°k?) |

as expected.

Transitions from ¢ = 1 and ¢’ = 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 - 37w — 3w

As a final illustration, we apply the results in Sec. V for 37 — 37 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. 3m, < /s < 5m, where m, is the pion mass. Therefore, the
exchange amplitude consists only of pion interactions, my = m, = m, = m,. 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. ®(p, k) > 0 with ®(p, k) =

0k0p(s + 3m2 — o, — 0,) — m2(s — m2)>.
We also assume the isospin limit for pions, that is the pions have a flavor symmetry

characterized by their isospin I, = 1 and G parity G, = —1. Isospin symmetry restricts the
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TABLE I. Contributions of ([r7].7) , partial waves to 777 in total isospin I3, and for total angular
momentum J < 1. Lowest angular momenta are considered, where the two pion pairs are in ¢ < P

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

15 | Jre ([r7lim)L
0=+ ([rmém)s
3= | 17t none
1+ ([r7)%m)p
0~ ([r7)3m)s, ([x7]pm)p
2= | 17~ ([rr]bm)p
1= | ([xnlgm)p, ([77]pm)s, ([77]pm)D
0-* (Irm]g*m)s, ([rnlpm)p
1= |1 ([rr]pm)p

15+ | ([rrlg*m)p, ([rrlbm)s, ([rn]bm)o

0 (Irnlbm)p
0= | 1 (el p
1+ ([rnlb)s, (frlbm)

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 GG parity, the allowed total
isospin representations are I3, = 0, 1,2, 3. There are multiple contributing three-pion partial
waves per target J¥, we summarize the lowest allowed three-pion waves in Tab. I for each
total isospin I3, total angular momentum J < 1, and up through two-pions in relative P
wave. We label a three-pion partial wave with ([77]!7);, where the two-pion system is in a
relative ¢ wave and isospin I, and the pair-spectator pion is in an orbital angular momentum
L, e.g. ([rm]pm)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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I37r =3 1 == real
=T J Py = imag

0
—10 - r -5 k’
Q Q L | L L | Q Q L al

FIG. 8. Real and imaginary parts of the OPE for I3, = 3 and total spin-parity J” = 0~ and 1% for
7w sub-channels in an isotensor S wave state. Each panel is plotted for a fixed initial \/o = 2.1m.
Each row is plotted at a different o},: /5, = 2.1m for the top row, /o, = 2.2m; for the middle
row, and /0, = 2.3m; for the bottom row. The spectroscopic label 25+11, ; indicates the partial
wave OPE contribution to the ([r7]%m),, amplitude. Thresholds are indicated for the 37 production
at s = (3my)?, the effective initial pair-spectator gm at s = (/o + mx)? = (3.1mz)?, and the
effective initial pair-spectator &, at s = (/G +mx)?, which is located at s = (3.1my)?, (3.2my)?,

and (3.3m)? for each o, shown.

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

ee),g 113 00).J
G075 ] " = G0t (1 Lol ) (90

I,

where [ is the initial pair isospin, I’ is the final pair isospin, and I3, is the total isospin
of the three pion system. The mutiplicative factor (I’ I3;|I, I3,) is the three pion isospin
recoupling coefficient, which is defined in terms of the Wigner 6-j symbol as [90]

1 1

1
(I', Isz|I, Isz) = /(2 + 1) (2] + 1) e (91)
1 Iz 1

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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= real

= imag

FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 8 for I3, = 2 and J¥ = 0~. Here there are two kinds of 77 pairs, one which
is in an isotensor S wave, with a pair-spectator system in 'Sy, and another pair in an isovector
P wave in which the pair-spectator system is 3Py. These waves are allowed to mix through total

angular momentum and isospin conservation, leading to a non-zero 'Sy — 3Py 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/m?2 < 14
at fixed /oy /my = 2.1 and for three values of o, /0,/m. = {2.1,2.2,2.3}. In each plot,
we highlight the 37 threshold at s = (3m,)?, the initial pair-spectator threshold which we
indicate by & at s = (/o) + my)?, where we remind the reader that &, represents a quasi-
particle of mass /oy, and the final pair-spectator threshold 7 at s = (,/7, + my)%. Note

that when both o} = 0, 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 oy, and o, a shift ¢ — o + ie,, and for s we introduce a shift s — s + ie;, with the
restriction that e; > €,, meaning we assume that we approach the real o-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 (,r — (r + i€ appearing in the argument of the () 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 I3, = 1 and J¥ = 1. Shown are the

wave 7T pairs.
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FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 8 for I3, = 1 and J* = 17, where now the contributions from isoscalar S

wave 7 pairs as well as the mixing to isovector P wave pairs are shown.

by S matrix unitarity, we restrict € > €, > ¢,.

First, we consider the I3, = 3 channel, which from Tab. I the lowest waves include

JP = 07 and 17. The real and imaginary parts of both the G(1Sy|'Sy) and G(* P |' P)

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



44

N
©
>
N

n 4,

BN

FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 8 for I3; = 0 and J¥ = 17. Only isovector P wave 77 pairs are allowed to

couple to 3P, amplitudes in this channel.

which arise from when the exchanged pion goes on-mass-shell, that is when (,;, = =£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 @)y, giving

mg’" = -~
mg@g 5

77" 0(2(p, k)0 ()O(F), (92)
where © is the Heaviside step function. Including isospin, we multiply Eq. (92) by the
recoupling coefficient (91). For fixed o, and oy, we can solve (,; = £1 for the branch points
in s which are given by

@ _ L

= 53 | (ox =m3)(0p = my) +mz(op + 0k +m3)

S

:I:)\I/Q(mfr,m2 ak)/\l/Q(mi,mi,ap) ) (93)

T

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 'Sy and ' P, amplitudes of Fig. 8.
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Next we examine three pions in Is, = 2 in the J = 0~ channel, which is shown in
Fig. 9. According to Tab. I, two types of pairs contributes to this partial wave, ([r7]%7)s
and ([r7|bw)p. Therefore, we have three contributing OPE amplitudes, 'Sy for isotensor
pairs, 2Py for isovector pairs, and a mixing amplitude between isotensor and isovector pairs
in 1Sy —3 Py. As in the I3, = 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 J = 1F
channel of I3, = 1. Figure 10 show the contributions coming from isovector P wave 7
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 37 scattering in the isovector a; channel, which allows for dynamical mixing between
resonating pm <> om systems, cf. the a; listing in Ref. [91] and references therein. Notice that
for the *S; amplitude in Fig. 10 that in the top panel with o, = 0, the scaling behavior
at the pair-spectator threshold does grow from zero as p? as indicated in our threshold
expansion discussed in Sec. VB 3. However, when o, # o5 as in the middle and bottom
panel, then the threshold behavior does approach a constant at the {,m threshold.

Finally, we show in Fig. 12 the I3, = 0, J¥ = 1~ channel. Table I list one entry for
this channel, ([r7]|L)p, therefore only the 3Py partial wave OPE contributes. A physical
application of for this amplitude is in the isoscalar w meson, which couples strongly to the

pr channel in P wave.

VII. SUMMARY

We have shown a generic procedure to project relativistic scattering amplitudes of three
spinless particles to definite J¥ 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 Egs. (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-body K 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 J* 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-, 0,-, and oj-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 15t-kind

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

differential equation [92], which can be expressed explicitly for £ € Ny and —1 < z < +1 by
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the Rodrigues’ formula,

1 d

Pi2) = org 2 ®

— 1) (A1)

We consider only ¢ € Ny, therefore the functions are analytic in z € C for each ¢. The

Legendre functions form an orthogonal set of functions over the interval —1 < z < +1,

+1
2
\/_1 dz Pgl(Z)Pg<Z) = 2£+ 1 (Sg/g. (A2)

The first few Legendre functions are
Lo o
Piz)=1, Pi(z)=2z2, Pz)= 5(32 —1).

Given P, and P, all remaining P, can be generated through the Bonnet recursion relation

for £ > 1,
(P)(2) =220 = 1) Prq1(2) — (£ = 1) Prs(2) . (A3)

There are many additional properties and identities which can be found in Ref. [92]. Here
we state one integral relation,

/1 dz 2" Py(z) = %, (A4)

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

discussed next in section.

2. Legendre Functions of the 2"d-kind

A second class of solutions of Legendre’s differential equation are the Legendre functions
of the 2° kind, Q,(z). For every £ € Ny, the Q, functions are related to the P, functions
through the Neumann relation [92],

Qu(z) = 1/+ dz’ M (A5)

1 z—2

The integral has endpoint singularities, leading to branch points in (), in the complex z-
plane at z = 41 for each ¢. We choose to orient the branch cut such that the function

is analytic on z € C/{z| — 1 < z < 41}, which is equivalent to choosing z — z + i€ in
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Eq. (A5) and taking the limit € — 07 after integration. The Neumann relation (A5) allows

us to easily identify the discontinuity of (), across the branch cut,
Disc Qu(z) = —imPy(2) O(1 — |2]?), (AG)

where O is the Heaviside step function.

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

3z

Q) = 5108 (Z57) Qi) = PO 1. Qi) = PO - 5. (A7)

Combining the Neumann relation (A5) with the Bonnet recursion relation for the P, func-

tions, Eq. (A3), yields a recursion relation for integer ¢ > 1 given @)y and Q1,

(Qu(2) = 2(20 = 1) Qpa(2) — (£ = 1) Qr2(2) - (A8)

One can then construct an explicit expression for (), for any ¢ € Ny and z on the cut plane,

Qu(2) = Pou(2) Qo(z) — Wi (2), (A9)

where W,_; is defined for ¢ > 0 as

l
Wer(2) = 3 2 Pas(2) Proals), (A10)

n=1

with the £ = 0 case defined as W_; =0 [92].
The behavior of Q,(z) as z — oo can be found by expanding the Neumann relation,

Eq. (Ab), for large z,

lew 1 (7! .
Qu(z) = 3 Z pos] /1 dz' (2" Py(7) . (A11)
n=0 -
The integral is identically zero for n < ¢, thus the leading asymptotic behavior is given when
n = ¢, which from Eq. (A4) gives

28(5!)2 1
z—o0 (20 +1)! ian

Qe(2) (A12)

By direct evaluation of Eq. (A11), the explicit asymptotic expansion for the £ = 0 function
is given by

> 1 1 1
Qo(z):zzn+1 =;+@+0(;) : (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)

Yfm(ev 90) = <87 90|£m> )

20+ 1)(£ —m)!
= (1)t P} (cos ) ™ Al4
(=1) \/ A (0 +m)! ("(cosf) e, (AL4)
where P;" are the associated Legendre functions,
PPz = (1= 2 S Ri(z). (A15)
Zm

See Ref. [92] for properties of P;*. The spherical harmonics for m > 0 and ¢ < 2 are

explicitly
1
Yoo = —
00 AT )
Y, 5 cosf, Y, e'? sin
= — =\ i
10 = 1n= 8 )
[ 5 / 15 15
Yo = Ton (3cos® —1), Yo = — e sinfcosf, Yo = 32—7T<32“" sin? 4,
where m < 0 components are given by the reflection property
The spherical harmonics are orthonormal over the entire solid angle,
+1
/ ng / d cos @ Y;m/(g, @)%m(g, QO) = 5g/g 5m’m s (Al?)
0 —1
and satisfy the spherical addition theorem
47 ‘
Pi(z) = Y, (0,0 )Y (0, 0), A18
W) = 5 D0 Vil @) an(6, ) (A18)

where z = cosf cos 6’ + sin0sin 0’ cos(¢' — ¢) and Py are the Legendre functions of the 1%-
kind. Note that if m = 0 for all £ € Ny, then the spherical harmonics are related to the

Legendre functions as
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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 § about an axis f is given by the unitary

—i0J-n

operator Ra(0) =e where J is the angular momentum operator. For a generic rotation

about the Euler angles «, 3,y defined by
R(a, B,7) = Rala) - Ry(B) - Ra(7) -

Wigner D matrix elements of R in a basis |jm), with representation j and projection m

spanning —j < m < j, are defined as
DY) (a,8,7) = (jm| R(a, B,7) |ljm') ,
=" madd) (B)em ™, (A19)

where dfi)m, are the Wigner “little” d matrix elements. The d matrix elements can be

expressed in terms of the Jacobi polynomials [90]

095 = <—1>n\/ T G elcos) PP (eos ), (A0

where pp = |m —m/|, v =|m+m/|, 0 = j — (u+v)/2, and the phase power n =0 if m’ > m

and n =m' —m if m" < m. The function &, is known as the half-angle factor [84] and is

defined as
m—m| /2 | /2
1—2z 1+ 2
S (2) = ( 2 ) ( 2 ) 7 (A21)

which is singular at z = +1 and symmetric under the interchange m < m’,

gmm’(z) = fm’m(z) :

The Jacobi polynomials P4 (z) are regular functions of real z,

o

W) () — (0 +p)!(o+v)! 21\ (241"
P! )(2)—Zn!<g+u_n)|(y+n)!(g_n)|( 9 ) ( 5 ) ; (A22)

0 . .

where we require o, 0 + i, 0 + v, and ¢ + p + v are non-negative integers [92].
The Wigner d matrix elements themselves have numerous symmetry relations, most im-

portantly for this work

= (D, =

—m/—m
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and

) (8) =d3) (=B), (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 8 < +1,

2

+1 _
) G (ay _ s s
/ deos 8 (8)d5(8) = 357 85 b G (A24)

which can be seen by the definition (A20) and using the orthogonality condition of the

Jacobi polynomials over the same domain

+1
/ dz (1= 2)"(1+z)" PP (2) P (2)

1

B vl (o + w)(c+v)!
20+ putv+l oo+ p+v)!

dop (A25)

for p,v > —1 [92]. The addition theorem for Wigner d matrix elements [90] is given by
> d)(B) A (B2) e ™% = DY) (0, 8,7) , (A20)

where the Euler angles a, 3, and  are given by the following relations [90]

sin 51

cot oo = cos 31 cot ¢ + cot B — , (A27a)
sin @
cos 3 = cos 31 cos S — sin 31 sin By cos ¢, (A27D)
sin 62
cot y = cos 3 cot ¢ + cot B —— . (A27c¢)
sin @
The sign of a and v can be fixed by the relation
sin «v sin y sin
sinfy sinfy sinf ( )
Finally, the Wigner D matrix elements are related to the spherical harmonics as
W+1 .

4



52
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

1 +1
Clyy = 5/_1 dz & (2) S (2) Py(2) .

To evaluate this integral, we first recognize that P;(z) = d((]j )(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

A0 (2) Py(2) = d(2) ds) (2)

J+j
= D (mN[IN,50) (nAlJA, jO) diy(2), (B1)
n=|1-j|
which reduces the coefficient to
1 J+j +1
Cln=p 3 (NPNGO @A) [ debwdRe). (B2

n=[J—j]|

Next we write the Wigner dgﬁ\), matrix element in terms of the Jacobi polynomials p ’V),
as given in App. A. Using the expression Eq. (A20), the integral takes the form
AL,

Cln = 5 D (nN|IN,jO) (nA|TA, 5O)

n=|J—jl|

, olc+pu+uv) [T 5 s
< (-1) \/ T | ashe@) P, (B3)

where = [N = XN|, v =|A+ X|, and 0 = n — ( + v)/2. The phase is such that n = 0 if
N >Xandn=N—-Xif N < A\. The advantage here is that the Jacobi polynomials p ’V)(z)
are orthogonal over the interval z € [—1, 1] with the weight (1 —2)*(142)". This is precisely
the form of the integral in Eq. (B3) since &3,(z) o< (1 —2)*(1+z)” which removes the square

root singular behavior, and for any u, v. We also note that for any p and v with o = 0 [92],

PH(z) =1. (B4)
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Therefore, applying the orthogonality condition Eq. (A25) yields the relation

+1
/ Az €2,,(2) P4 (2)
—1

1 +1
— L\ v pluv) () plev)
Qutv /_1 dz (1 Z) (1 Z) o (Z) 0 (Z) )

B 2 (04 w)l(o+v)!
204+ p+v+1 ol(o+p+v)

(500 . (B5)

Inserting this result into Eq. (B3) gives

J+j
Cln= D (NI, j0) (nAlTA, jO)

n=|J—jl

X
204+ pu+v+1\ ol(c+u+v)

(—1)" \/(0+u)!(0+y)! . (B6)

The Kronecker delta enforces o = 0, which fixes n = (u + v)/2. Thus the sum in Eq. (B3)

has only a single non-zero term, giving

(—=1)" p! v
p+v+1\ (p+v)

Clin = (Jmin N[N, JOY {Tmin Al J A, 50)

J,

(B7)

Finally, we note the relation between Jy;, and u, v,

w+v
2 Y

Jmin = max([N],JA) = = (N = A+ [N+ A]) =

N | —

giving our final result for the C coefficient Eq. (53), repeated here for convenience

J IN = AN+ A P '
, minA )\7 min)\ )\7 .
G = 2Jmm+ 1 \/ (2! (Tiin X[ TN, §0) (Jmin Al JA, 50)

Appendix C: Partial wave projection in generic reference frames

In the main body of our work, Sec. IT A and IIT A, 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, P, = Z, and the final pair momentum lies in the X Z-
plane at a polar angle ¢, from the Z-axis, so that the CM frame scattering angle 0, = 0.
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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Zk‘,

< v

FIG. 13. Orientations of the momenta P}, and P, with respect to the generic space-fixed coordinate
system (X,Y,Z). The Zj, and Z, axes are associated with body-fixed coordinate systems which

are defined fixed to the momenta P and P, 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 P, and P, 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 Py, are 0, and ¢y, respectively, while the polar and azimuthal angles of P, are 6,
and ¢, respectively. These orientations are depicted in Fig. 13, where we also introduce the

CM frame effective scattering angle 6, defined with the usual addition of spherical angles
cosOy, =P, - Py,
= cos 8, cos O, + sin 6, sin 0, cos(pr, — ) , (C1)

which follows from decomposing 13p and P}, 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

Pk X Pp
’Pk X Pp| ’

n=

and is still used to define the azimuthal angles of the initial and final state pair rest frames
as discussed in Sec. IT A. Note that when we orient f’k = Z, we recover that ¢, = 0, and
n= 3?, as is chosen in the main text.

The partial wave expansion proceeds as in Sec. IIT A up through Eq. (16), which we

repeat here for convenience,

M n(p, k) Z 2J + 1) My (p, k Z DmJj:/ P, DY ))\(Pk)'
J= Jmm mJ*_J

The task now is to simplify the sum on m. 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]
Z DmJ,\' ng,\ p Z Dn{j;\k’ (©p: Op, O)DmJA(SOk, 0%, 0)
Z deN mJA(gk) e~ (Pr—pp) 7
—Xﬁmj O (6,) €= (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,

J)* /5 L -
ZDfnz)\/(Pp) mJA Zd)\mj mJ)\/<0 )e 7 (pr—ep)
my
_ e ) (0y0)
— pW= 0 c3)
AN (@pka pkvak), (

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 6, is given by
cos b = P - Py, as is defined in Eq. (C1), while the azimuthal angles ©pi and 1y, are fully
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specified by the following relations

sin Gk
cot @, = — cos By, cot(p, — +cot b, ————
Op (Yr — ¢») P sin(pr — @)
sin 6
cot Py = — cos b, cot(pr — @,) + cot O ——F— | C4
P P P sin(or — ©p) (1)
_singy, _ sin Vpr  sin(pr — )

sin 0, sin 0y, sin O,
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
Moy a(P.K) =3 (27 + 1) My (0. k) DS (0t Ot Ue) (C5)
J

which can be inverted to project a helicity amplitude into its partial waves
27 2m
My, k / dtbpk / dppk

x/ dCOS‘gpkD/\{\)/((Ppk,6pk7¢pk>Mé’X,€)\<p7k)- (C6)
-1

Comparing to the kinematics outlined in Sec. II, it seems that there are additional inde-
pendent variables in the form of the azimuthal dependencies ¢, and v,;. 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 P, = Z. Therefore, 6, = ¢r = 0. From Eq. (C4) we find that as 6, — 0 and
¢r — 0, that the Euler angles ¢, — ¢p, O, — 0p, and ¥, — 0. Thus, we have removed

one of the azimuthal angles, and the angular momentum composition rule Eq. (C3) gives
J) *
Z D (P,)DY) (Br) = DSV (0, 6,,0)

The remaining angle ¢, = ¢, is not dynamical, as it only orients the reaction plane with re-
spect to the external coordinate system, cos ¢, = f’p-f{. Therefore, we can rotate the system
about the helicity quantization axis by and angle of —¢,, 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),

Z Dg:/]))\/a)a Oa @pk) Mﬁ’)\’,f)\(p> k) D;? ka, Oa O) = MZ’X’,EX(pa k) : (07)

VA Ppk=1pr=0
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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 1, and ¢, 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 ¢, and 1, angles, we arrive exactly at the expansion
as originally presented in Eq. (18) of Sec. IITA.

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,

Ny ¢

im0 = () anvinipvaen ()

dp Ak

We need to decompose the vectors ki and pj, 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 = —P,,, thus
its polar and azimuthal angles with respect to the space-fixed coordinate system are m — 6,
and ¢, + 7, respectively. Let us focus on obtaining the angles py 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,

(PR = (P — Brwp) ,

= Yk <p : gﬁk - Wp) By (C8a)
B
(Pr)L=PL=P—DP|,
—p- (27) A (Csh)
k

where we recall that 3, = Py/E) and ~;, = 1/\/1—75,%

Let us first define the coordinates (x,yx, zx) which are fixed to the reaction plane for
this system. Similar to Sec. IT A, the z;-axis is defined as z, = Py /|Py|, and the yy-axis is
given by ¥, = Py x P, /|Px x P,|, which is the unit normal to the reaction plane. Therefore,

the xj-axis is defined by the unit vector X, = 5 x Z;. Note that [P x P,| = pksinf,, =



o8

A\ 4

(a) (Xg, Yk, Zg) frame (b) (Xp,Yp, Z,) frame

FIG. 14. (a) Polar and azimuthal angles of P, with respect to the body-fixed (X, Y}, Zj) frame.
The polar angle is 6, which is defined with respect to the Zj-axis. The perpendicular component
p. lies in the X;Yj-plane, which is shaded blue, with an azimuthal angle defined about the Z-
axis with respect to Xj. (b) Polar and azimuthal angles of Pj with respect to the body-fixed
(Xp, Yp, Zp) system. The polar angle is defined as 6, while the azimuthal angle is defined in the

X,Y)-plane, shaded red, with respect to the X, axis to be m — 1.
pk+/1 — cos? 0. Thus we find that the Lorentz transformation Eq. (C8a) is given by
(PR - 2x = P cos(X)
= ’}/k(_p COS epk - wpﬁk) ) (CQ)
where 2, = B,, and from the perpendicular component Eq. (C8h),
(P)L - Xk = —pjsinxg,
= —psinby . (C10)

Note that we have recovered the Lorentz transformations as detailed in Sec. IV A.
Next we define body-fized coordinates (X, Yy, Zx) which are defined fixed to the pair mo-
mentum Pj. Specifically, the Z;-axis is defined as Zj, = Py, and the Yj-axis is perpendicular

to the plane formed by the vector Z; and the space-fixed Z-axis as Y, =7 x Zk/|2 X Zk|,
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Z,
epk Pp Pk Hpk ZP
™ — ka;
X}, Ye-pl ™ — Ok
kY -plane

) °

D X,Y,-plane
k v

(a) (P,). projection (b) (Pg)L projection

FIG. 15. Projection of the perpendicular components of (a) P, and p to the X Y;-plane, and (b)
Pj, and k to the X, Y),-plane.

where we note that ]Z X Zk| = sin@),. Then, the X;-axis is given by X, = Y}, x Z;. Note
that if we align Pj with the Z-axis, then the body-fixed coordinate system is identical to
the space-fixed coordinate system (X,Y, 7).

To compute the angles of the momentum pj, with respect to this coordinate system, we
notice that Zj, = 2, thus the parallel component of pj 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,
ie. X - p; = X, - (pr)L and Y, - p; = Y, - (pr)L. Moreover, since the perpendicular
component is unchanged under Lorentz transformations, Eq. (C8b), and Bk — 7, with
X, - Z, = Yy - Z, = 0, then the azimuthal angles of (p;).L are completely determined by
p. Thus, we evaluate the following scalar products, X - p; = X, - p and Y, - p; = Y, - p.
Finally, recall that p = —P,, so decomposing P, with respect to the (X, Y, Zx) body fixed
coordinates immediately yields the angles of p.

In what we follows, we prove that azimuthal angle of p is p,, + 7. 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-fized
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FIG. 16. (a) Azimuthal angles of P, and p defined in the X} Yj-plane. (b) Azimuthal angles of Py,
and k defined in the X,Y,-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 —1),, following the same procedure.

We begin by first relating the vector P, to the body-fixed coordinate system (Xj, Ys, Z),
as illustrated in Fig. 14 (a). Resolving P, into a Cartesian coordinate system reveal that
geometrically, ?k - P, = psinb,, sin py, and Xk - P, = psinb,, cospp,. This is further
depicted in Figs. 15 (a) and 16 (a), which shows the decomposition in the X;Z;- and
X Yi-planes, respectively. Here 6, is the angle of P, with respect to the Zi-axis (which
is the definition of the effective CM frame scattering angle), and we have defined ¢, as
the azimuthal angle of P, with respect to the Xj-axis. Therefore, the polar and azimuthal

angles of p in this frame are 7 — 0, and 7 + ¢, respectively.

To verify that ¢, 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
?k'pZZYk'(PZh:?k'p,
= —p sin Oy, sin ppy, ,
= p sinb, sin(gr — ¢,) , (Clla)
Xk'pzzxk'(PZh:Xk'p,
= —p sin Oy cos Ypr
= p (cos B, sin b — cos by, sinb, cos(pr — ¢,)) , (Cl1b)

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 (Xj, Yy, Zx) 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 = —P,,.

The cotangent of the azimuthal angle of pj is given by taking the ratio of the Xj-
component, Eq. (C11b), to the Y;-component, Eq. (Clla),

X - pt
Ak—p’“ = cot Yy,
Y. - pj,
sin Gk
= —cos ), cot(yy — +cot by ——, C12
(¢ — ¥p) P Sin(pr — o) (C12)

which is identical to the one found in Eq. (C4). The sign is fixed from the relationship
between sin 6, and sin ), from the Yj-component in Eq. (Clla),

sin 0,
sin gpk

sin @, = — sin(or — p)

where the negative sign fixes the relative orientation to the coordinate system. Therefore,
we conclude that the azimuthal angle of p} is ¢, + 7, where @, is given by Eq. (C4). Since
Yo (0, @) o< P(cosf) e*?, we find that the angular dependence is given by

Yia(BF) ox PP(cos ) €7 eone

Note that if we align Pj with the Z-axis, then ¢,; = 0, and we recover the pj piece
contributing to Eq. (36), namely that there is a phase ¢™ = (—1)*.
We now show that the azimuthal angle of k is —,,. We follow the same procedure as

before, first assuming that —i),;, is the azimuth of k, then relating the angles of k in the
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space-fixed system to the body-fized 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*
with respect to a body-fixed coordinate system (X, Y,, Z,), where the Z,-axis is Zp = f’p,
Y,=2x12,/|ZxZ,,and X, =Y, x Z,. These coordinates are fixed to the momentum

P,. The Lorentz transformations are along the Z,-axis,

(K5 = 1k — Bywe) ,

k-
(- a) By, (C13a)
(k;)LZkLEk—kH,
—k— (kﬁfﬂ B, (C13b)

with 8, = P,/E), and v, = 1/,/1 — 32. Along the Z,-axis, the Lorentz transformations give

the known relation, Eq. (38), between x7 and 0, similar to the previous case.

k) - Zp = k; cos(X;) ,

P

= p(—k cos Oy, — wifBp) , (C14)

The azimuthal angles of k7 are again found by considering its perpendicular component
with respect to the Z,-axis. For this case, we show that the azimuthal angle of k is —),
which is illustrated in Fig. 14 (b). As with the previous case, the angles of k7 in the
(X,, Yy, Z,) body-fixed system are related to those of k = —Pj. Figures 15 (b) and 16 (b)
show the decomposition of Pj with respect to the (X, Y}, Z,) coordinate system. We find
that Xp-Pk = k sin Oy, cos(m— ) = —ksin b,y cos ¢, and ?p-Pk = ksin Oy, sin(m — ;) =
k sin 0, sin v, where 6, and 7™ — 1), are the polar azimuthal angles of Py, respectively.
The polar and azimuthal angles of k = —Pj, in this frame are therefore m — 6, and —,

respectively, as shown in Figs. 15 (b) and 16 (b).

As before, we connect ¢, to Eq. (C4) by resolving k3 into Xj- and Yj-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

A,

Y, = Y, (k). = Y, k.

p p
= —k sin ka sin ¢pk

= —k sin by, sin(pr — ¢,) , (Clba)

A~

X, k=X, (k). =X, k,

14

=k sin Oy, cos ¢y ,
=k (cos by, sinf, — cos b, sin by cos(gr — @) , (C15b)

where the second line of each equality is due to the geometric decomposition of k, noting
that sin(m — 6,,) = sin O, sin(—y,) = —sin )y, and cos(—y,;). 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 k7 is

X,k
L — —cot i,
Y,k
sin
= COS Qp COt(QOk — QOP) — cot Qk m s (016)

exactly as found by the addition theorem in Eq. (C4). The sign fixed from Eq. (C15a), from
which

. sin 0y,
Sin Yy = —
si

w0 sin(r — ©p) -

We conclude that the azimuthal angle of k¥ is —1),, with ¢/, defined in Eq. (C4). Therefore,

the spherical harmonic Y, (kj) is
Y;X(f{;) x P (cos Xp) e Vrk
where we note that because of the complex conjugation, the argument of the exponential

is —iN (—p) = iNp. We conclude that the spin-helicity matrix in a general coordinate

system has the form
Hy (k) oc eV e
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.



64

k \J
S’ <={\L
Q(2S’+1L&|2S+1LJ) _ \
) /=> S
J p

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 25+, — 25"+,
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 o, and o, respectively. Equation (8) relates these two sets of
variables.

The initial and final spectators have masses m;, and m,,, respectively, the exchange particle
has mass m,, and the product of their intrinsic parities is 7, e.g. if considering three pions,
then 7 = —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 =n(=1)F5 = n(-1)F*"

From Eq. (64), the partial wave OPE is then given by

Q(QS/HLHQSHLJ) = gé&?sﬁ)i:g(p’ k‘) :
_ ’Cg<2s/+1Lf]|2S+1LJ) + T(ZS’+1L&|25+1LJ) QO(Cpk) (Dl)
where expressions for Kg and 7 are given below for J¥ = {07,17,17"} and S, S = {0, 1}.

The function Q) is known and given by Eq. (A7), where the argument (. 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,

Bow
Jok = Y ( pk i + Gk | s (D2a)
w w
9pk = VpVk (ﬁpk b + ka e + gpk) ) (D2b)
B — W, (D2c)

where wy, = \/mj + k2, w, = \/m2+p?, 9 = 1/3/1 =02, v = 1/\/1 — (5} with 3, and
Br being the boost velocities as discussed in Eqs. (37) and (38). Note that g, and hy are
symmetric under interchange of p <+ k since (p, is symmetric. However, f,x # fip. Finally,

the expressions below contain g; and gf, which are the relative momenta of the pairs in their

respective CM frames as defined in Eq. (28).

1. JP = 07 Amplitudes

There are two possible partial waves, a singlet 1.5y and triplet 3P, resulting in a 2 x 2

matrix.
(l) 1So — ISO

,Cg(lso‘lso) = O, (D3a)

1
T(*Sol'So) = Wk (D3b)

(ll) IS() — 3P0
V3

3p (1 _

Kg(*FPo|"So) = 204 Tp> (D4a)
V3

TEP|LS,) = 20g: fok - (D4b)

(lll) 3P0 — 1So
Given by Egs. (D4a) and (D4b) with p <> k interchange.

(iV) 3P0 — 3P0

3
3P 3P — D
3
TCP*Po) = == for frw- (D5b)

2q3q;
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2. JP = 17 Amplitudes

There is a single 3P, partial wave in this channel.

(i) 3P, —» 3P,

3
3P 3P -
K(°P°P) —4%%: Cpk » (D6a)
3
3P SP — 2 )
TCP|"P) o (Cpk 1) (D6b)

3. JP = 17" Amplitudes

There are three possible partial waves, one singlet ' P, and two triplets S, and 2Dy,

resulting in a 3 x 3 matrix.

(1) 1P1—)1P1

Kg('Pi|'Py) = Tk (D7a)
1
TP P) = Wk Cpk - (D7b)
(i) 1P, — %8,
1
Kg(*Si]'Py) = o (for — Cpk) (D8a)
) 1
T<351|1P1) = _% [Cpkfpk - Cp?k’ + 1} ) (DSb)
(iii) *P, — 3D,
1
Kg(®Di|'Py) = — 2 D9
g(*Dil P1) 2\/§pq;< for =+ Cok) (D9a)
1
T(3D1|1P1) = quﬁ [QCpkfpk + C;k — 1} . (ng)

(IV) 3S1 — 1P1

Given by Egs. (D8a) and (D8b) with p <+ k interchange.
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(V) 351 — 351

Ko(®S1PS)) = — F(l — ) (= %) — B

2q5q5 | 3
+ Cpk (fpk + fkp - Cpk) - (Cpkgpk + hpk) ) (DlOa)
T(351’351> = 2(;% [(1 - <§k> (fpk + fkp - Cpk>
+ Cpk (Cpk’gpk + hpk) 3 (Dl()b)

(Vl) 3S1 — 3D1

1 2
KDy 2S)) = Z(1429)(1 = v) + 27,y
d('DII'S1) = 5 |50+ 2 (1 =)+ 23
+ Cpk (_2fpk + fkp - Cpk) +2 (Cpkgpk + hpk) ) (Dlla)
1
7—3D SS _ 1_ 2 _2 + _
( 1| 1) 2\/5(1;(];:( pk)( fpk fkp Cpk)

— 2 Gt (CpreGpk + Ppre) | (D11b)

(Vii) 3D]_ — 1P]_
Given by Egs. (D9a) and (D9b) with p <> k interchange.
(Vlll) 3D1 — 351

Given by Egs. (D11a) and (D11b) with p <> k interchange.
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(lX) 3D1 — 3D1

2
Kg(*D:1|*Dy) = (1 29) (14 2%) — 49

4459; | 3
— Gk (2 ok + 2fkp + Gor) — 4 (Corgpr + i) |, (D12a)
T(3D1|3D1> = 4q*q]: [_ (1 - Cﬁk) (prk + kap + Cpk)
+ 4 Gor. (CorGpk + Ppk) (D12b)
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