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Abstract:
The investigation of hadron interactions within lattice QCD has been facilitated by the
well-known quantisation condition, linking scattering phase shifts to finite-volume ener-
gies. Additionally, the ability to utilise systems at finite total boosts has been pivotal in
smoothly charting the energy-dependent behaviour of these phase shifts. The existing im-
plementations of the quantization condition at finite boosts rely on momentum transforma-
tions between rest and moving frames, defined directly in terms of the energy eigenvalues.
This energy dependence is unsuitable in the formulation of a Hamiltonian. In this work, we
introduce a novel approach to generalise the three-momentum boost prescription, enabling
the incorporation of energy-independent finite-volume Hamiltonians within moving frames.
We demonstrate the application of our method through numerical comparisons, employing
a phenomenological ππ scattering example.
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1 Introduction

The successful description of hadronic resonances in terms of the quark model was instru-
mental in the establishment of QCD as the fundamental theory of the strong interactions.
Beyond the quark model however, it remains an ongoing challenge to resolve the nature
of hadron resonances in terms of the fundamental quark and gluon degrees of freedom [1].
Of particular interest, at present, is the demand to explain a number of exotic states being
identified in collider experiments that challenge the quark model paradigm [2]. Lattice
QCD studies are rapidly advancing towards this goal (for reviews, please see e.g. Refs. [3–
5]). However, states involving many-body decay channels represents a particular challenge,
and hence there is ongoing effort dedicated to describing 3-body systems and beyond on
the lattice [6–18, 18–38] (see Ref. [39] for a review).
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The fundamental framework for the study of hadron interactions in lattice QCD is
built upon the quantisation condition introduced by Lüscher [40, 41], and extended to a
describe range of different systems over recent years, please see a review paper, Ref. [4].
From the point of view of numerical implementation, the adaptation of the quantisation
condition to consider moving frames [42] has proven particularly powerful. In particular,
the extension to study boosted systems has enabled an almost-smooth mapping of the
energy dependence of scattering phase shifts. These smooth phase shifts permit a clear
identification of resonant structures [43], even in intricate coupled channels [44] where
simple level identifications are destined to break down [4].

The treatment of moving frames requires a prescription to translate between the
boosted boundary condition on the lattice and the conventional (continuum) partial-wave
decomposition in the centre of mass (CM). In this article we present a general framework
that connects different finite-volume boost prescriptions that underpin the quantisation
condition in moving frames. We consider three distinct boost transformations which con-
nect the discrete momentum sums of a boosted frame to the corresponding centre-of-mass
system, where one can match onto the familiar partial wave decomposition of the contin-
uum. In particular, we consider the kinematic boost originally introduced by Rummukainen
and Gottlieb (RG) [42], the 2-body Bethe-Salpeter prescription of Kim, Sachrajda and
Sharpe (KSS) [45], and we introduce a new method in terms of the on-shell non-interacting
states — this transformation has previously been identified as the “Wu boost” [27]. All
formulations are demonstrated to describe precisely the same power-law behavior of the
finite-volume energy spectra, with differences that are exponentially suppressed in mπL.
By the introduction of the new formulation, we establish the framework for applications
of the finite-volume Hamiltonian technique [46–48] at finite boost — such as appearing in
Ref. [49]. In this new method, an important feature is that the boost definition is defined
independently of the energy eigenvalue, which makes it suitable for direct application to
a Hamiltonian-based formulation. The eigenvectors from an energy-independent Hamilto-
nian form a complete orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space of the Hamiltonian, and are
useful in many previous studies [46, 47, 50, 51]. The energy-dependence of a Hamiltonian
usually comes from the incompleteness of the Hilbert space [52–54], and should not come
from the boost transformation. Furthermore, as pointed out in Refs. [27, 34], in the 3-
body system this transformation method ensures that the velocity of any two-body system
is smaller than speed of light for all choices of spectator momenta.

Here we summarise the main features of the present work. In general, Lüscher’s quan-
tization condition can be summarized by

det
[
F −1(E, P; L) − T (E, P)

]
= 0, (1.1)

where T describes the infinite-volume 2 → 2 scattering matrix, E and P are the total energy
and momentum of the system, respectively, and F encodes the kinematics associated with
the finite-volume boundary conditions on a lattice of finite spatial extent, L. In the general
evaluation of F −1, we require finite volume summations of the form

1
L3

∑
k

J f(k∗)
q∗2 − k∗2 . (1.2)
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The summation is over the discrete momenta of the moving frame k = (2π/L)n, whereas
k∗ denotes the transformation of k to the CM frame. The factor J describes a Jacobian
for the boost transformation, and q∗ is the magnitude of the on-shell momentum in the
centre-of-mass frame, for total energy given by E∗ =

√
E2 − P2. As detailed in Sect. 2,

the amplitude f is expanded in terms of spherical harmonics in the CM frame, where it is
noted that the form of f does not itself have any dependence on the boost transformation.
The regularization of S in Eq. (1.2) is implicitly assumed, the details of which appear in
the main body of the paper.

The three different boost schemes we consider in this paper are each realised in the
particular form of the centre-of-mass momenta k∗ and Jacobian J . The primary objective
of the present manuscript is to introduce a new form for k∗ and J that is suitable for
a relativistic lattice Hamiltonian. A key feature of the boost is that the transformation
is functionally defined in terms of k and P, k∗ = k∗(k, P) and J = J (k, P). This is
in contrast to the existing formulations which manifestly depend on knowledge of E∗,
k∗ = k∗(k, P, E∗) and J = J (k, P, E∗). Here we prove that the new Hamiltonian scheme
provides a quantisation scheme that is equivalent to the established schemes1.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we give a detailed derivation of the quan-
tization condition in the moving-frame finite volume. In Sec. 3, we introduce a generalised
form for the three-momentum transformation required to evaluate the lattice eigenenergy
quantisation condition. This general form is then used to introduce the new scheme, and
also encode the schemes introduced by KSS [45] and RG [42]. Using a phenomenological
model for the ππ interaction, a numerical demonstration of the equivalence of the three
approaches is presented in Sec. 4. Finally, a brief summary in given in Sec. 5.

2 Derivation of a moving-frame finite volume quantization condition

It is well-known that the finite-volume energy levels calculated from lattice QCD (LQCD)
appear as poles of the finite-volume Green function which is related to the Bethe-Salpeter
(BS) equation. It was demonstrated in Refs. [45, 55, 56] that the moving-frame finite-
volume quantization condition, which relates the phase shifts to the spectrum predicted by
LQCD, can be derived from examining the differences in the Bethe-Salpeter equations in
finite volume and in infinite space.

In this section, we will follow the same approach, but will give a different derivation
which provides a generalized quantization condition in the moving frame.

2.1 The BS Equation in the Infinite Volume

We start from the BS equation for the two-particle scattering 1(pi) + 2(P − pi) → 1(pf ) +
2(P − pf ). In the rest frame with total momentum P ∗ = (P ∗ 0, 0) (∗ indicates this variable

1By equivalent, we take the usual interpretataion that any differences between the quantisation condition
are suppressed by the characteristic factor, e−mL. The equivalence of the first two schemes, RG and KSS,
was originally established in Ref. [45]. In Appendix D we show that RG and KSS are not only equivalent
up to exponentially-supressed terms, but are in fact identical. Given the vastly different form of the
transformations, this feature is not obvious at the outset.
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in the rest frame), we have

T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) = V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) +
∫

d4k∗

(2π)4 V (p∗
f , k∗; P ∗)G2(k∗; P ∗)T (k∗, p∗

i ; P ∗) , (2.1)

where V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) is the two-particle potential; k∗ is the four-momentum of the particle-1
in the intermediate state and we thus have

G2(k; P ) = 1
(k2 − m2

1 + iϵ)
1

((P − k)2 − m2
2 + iϵ) . (2.2)

Graphically, Eq. (2.1) can be represented as Fig. 1(A).
To proceed, it is necessary to make the partial-wave expansion of the scattering am-

plitude. We choose the normalization ⟨k|k ′⟩ = (2π)3δ(3)(k − k ′) for plane-wave states and
the S-matrix is related to the amplitude T of Eq. (2.1) by

⟨p∗
f |S|p∗

i ⟩ = (2π)3δ3(p∗
f − p∗

i ) − i2πδ(E∗(p∗
f ) − E∗(p∗

i ))
[
N(p∗

f )T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗)N(p∗
i )
]

,(2.3)

where

E∗(k) = ω1(k) + ω2(k),

N(k) = i√
4ω1(k)ω2(k)

, (2.4)

where ωi(q) =
√

q2 + m2
i .

At the on-shell point, we have

|p∗
f | = |p∗

i | ≡ q , p∗ 0
f = p∗ 0

i = ω1(q) , (2.5)
P ∗ 0 = E∗(q) = ω1(q) + ω2(q) . (2.6)

Then we are able to define

T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) =
∑
lm

Tl(q)Ylm(p̂∗
f )Y ∗

lm(p̂∗
i ) , (2.7)

Tl(q) = i
32π2E∗(q)

q
eiδl(q) sin δl(q) , (2.8)

where δl(q) is the scattering phase shift defined by the partial-wave S-matrix Sl(E) = e2 iδl .
In practice, it is helpful to reduce BS equation to a 3-dimensional representation. In

defining the scattering equation, only the poles of G2(k∗; P ) in the upper half of k∗
0 plane

are kept: (1) k∗
0 = −ω1(k∗) + iϵ, (2) k∗

0 = P ∗
0 − ω2(k∗) + iϵ. Keeping both of the poles,

Eq. (2.2) can be written as 2

G2(k∗; P ∗) → 1
−2ω1(P∗ − k∗)

1
P ∗

0 + ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗)
(2π)i δ(k∗

0 + ω1(k∗))
P ∗

0 + ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)

+ 1
2ω2(k∗)

1
P ∗

0 + ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗)
(2π)i δ(k∗

0 − (P ∗
0 − ω2(k∗)))

P ∗
0 − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ

. (2.9)

2Here, we note that
∫

f(x)
x−a+iϵ

dx = 2πif(a), so 1
x−a+iϵ

can be replaced as 2πi δ(x − a) in the integration.
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The first pole corresponds to setting the four-momentum of particle 1 to p∗
1 = (−E1(k), k∗)

which is in the anti-particle space, thus, it can be neglected directly, i.e., the first term in
Eq. (2.9) is removed. Based on Relativistic Quantum Mechanics formulated by Dirac [57],
P ∗ 0 in the above equation can be defined by the integration variable k∗ as P ∗ 0 = ω1(k∗)+
ω2(k∗), which can be used for the quantity in δ function and the second denominator in the
second term of Eq. (2.9). Furthermore, the third denominator of this term will generate the
right hand singularity, where P ∗ 0 can be defined by the on-shell momentum q of Eq. (2.6)
as P ∗ 0 = ω1(q) + ω2(q) = E∗(q).

Then we can obtain the familiar form:

G2(k∗; P ∗) → i

2ω2(k∗)
1

2ω1(k∗)
(2π) δ(k∗

0 − ω1(k∗))
E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ

. (2.10)

By using Eq. (2.10) in the evaluation of Eq. (2.1), we then obtain the following three-
dimensional equation in the rest frame,

T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; E∗(q)) = V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; E∗(q))

+i

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3
V (p∗

f , k∗; E∗(q)
4ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)

T (k∗, p∗
f ; E∗(q))

E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ
. (2.11)

Rigorously speaking, dropping the anti-particle-pole term δG in Eq. (2.9) to get Eq. (2.10)
will modify the potential V to Ṽ defined through Ṽ = V +V δG Ṽ . Using Ṽ will not change
the following discussion as long as δG is regular in the energy region of interest. To simplify
the notation, we proceed with V instead of Ṽ . Here we note that the three-dimensional
reduction of the Bethe-Salpeter Equation we have chosen is one of the possible approaches
as reviewed in Ref. [58]. It is instructive to write this equation in matrix form as follows,

T = V + V G2T, (2.12)

which is easily solved by

T = (1 − V G2)−1V. (2.13)

The above derivation is considered to be in the center mass of system (CM) since
the potential V matrix is diagonal in lm, which leads to Eqs. (2.7-2.8). In contrast, the
BS equation directly boosted to the moving frame from Sec. 2.1 will reduce to a boosted
version of Eq. (2.10) and Sec. 2.1 with both the potential V and the propagator dependent
on the total momentum, which is not diagonalizable in the partial-wave basis. In this work,
we introduce a prescription that boosts the interaction kernel after the center-mass-system
reduction of the BS equation.

2.2 The Quantization Condition in the Finite Volume

The quantization in a finite volume has been presented numerous times in the past in
various forms. Here we restate a similar version that allows us to more directly connect to
the BS language described above and connect to a generalization of the implementation of
the quantization condition at finite boost.
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T V V TG2

TL V V TLG2
B

TL T T TLG2
L

(A)

(B)

(C)

Figure 1: Diagram (A) indicates the usual Bethe-Salpeter equation in the continuum,
relating the T matrix to the scattering kernel, V . Diagram (B) shows the analogous finite

volume amplitude T L can be expressed in the same form, with the 2-body propagator
replaced with a box-quantised representation, GB

2 . Diagram (C) represents Eq. (2.17),
demonstrating that T L can similarly be expressed in terms of infinite volume T -matrix,

with the 2-body propagator replaced with GL
2 = GB

2 − G2.

The 2-point correlation function can be expressed in terms of the BS kernel through the
series shown in Fig. 1 in Ref. [45]. Similarly, in the finite volume, based on the correlation
functions computed on a lattice, we can define the finite-volume T-matrix, T L, as shown
in Fig. 1(B).

It is the poles of T L that correspond to the energy eigenvalues resolved in a box,
up to the familiar caveats that we only consider energies below any inelastic thresholds,
and exponentially-suppressed finite-volume effects have been neglected. In particular, for
states with total energy below any inelastic threshold, it is only the 2-body propagator
which will experience power corrections associated with the finite boundary conditions.
The potential, V L, is only sensitive to the volume through virtual loop effects that are
exponentially-suppressed with the box size, which leads to an important approximation,
V L ∼ V . Similarly to Eq. (2.12), the finite-volume T-matrix is then given by

T L = V + V GB
2 T L , (2.14)

where GB
2 is the 2-body propagator matrix, subject to the box quantization conditions.

We will soon come to the details of the propagator GB
2 , but first we demonstrate how T L

is related to the physical T-matrix, T .
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From Eq. (2.14), we can derive,

T L = V + V
(
G2 + GB

2 − G2
)

T L = V + V
(
G2 + GL

2

)
T L, (2.15)

where we identify the familiar finite-volume propagator written as a sum minus integral,
GL

2 ≡ GB
2 − G2. Then compare Eq. (2.12) and (2.15), we can immediately obtain

T − T L = −(1 − V G2)−1V GL
2 T L. (2.16)

By using Eq. (2.13), we this have

T L = T + TGL
2 T L, (2.17)

which graphically is given by Fig.1(C) — an equivalent proof can be found in Ref. [40].
One can then identify that the finite-volume BS equation can be expressed with the infinite
volume T-matrix as the interaction kernel, see also Refs. [4, 45, 55].

Now we write down the detailed version of Eq. (2.14):

T L(p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) = V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) +
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3 V (p∗
f , k∗; P ∗)GB

2 (k∗, P ∗)T L(k∗, p∗
i ; P ∗) , (2.18)

where

GB
2 (k∗, P ∗) :=

∑
k=(2π/L)n (n∈Z3)

(2π)3δ3(k∗ − k)G2(k, P ∗) . (2.19)

Performing the integral over these delta functions, one gets

T L(p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) = V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) +
∑

k∗= 2πn
L

, n∈Z3

V (p∗
f , k∗; P ∗)G2(k∗, P ∗)T L(k∗, p∗

i ; P ∗) .

(2.20)

Furthermore, when the total momentum of the system is non-vanishing in the box,
the momentum modes of the field quanta are more naturally expressed with respect to
the lattice rest frame – we denote these momenta by a superscript r, e.g. kr. To connect
the partial wave amplitude, the scattering amplitude at infinite volume of CM system is
necessary. A boost transformation kr → k∗ is introduced in the finite volume, and the
Jacobian factor also appears in the summation as follows,∫

d3k∗

(2π)3 →
∫

d3kr

(2π)3 J r → 1
L3

∑
kr

J r, (2.21)

where J r is the Jacobi factor and is discussed in the next section. Hence the finite volume
BS equation becomes,

T r,L(p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) = V (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) +
∫

dk∗
0

2π

1
L3

∑
kr

J rV (p∗
f , k∗; P ∗)G2(k∗, P ∗)T r,L(k∗, p∗

i ; P ∗) .

(2.22)
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It is worth emphasizing that although the arguments are written in terms of k∗, the spa-
tial components should be implicitly understood to be functions of the lattice rest-frame
vectors, kr.

To exploit the connection to the usual T-matrix highlighted by Eq. (2.17), we again
add and subtract the integral form,∫

dk∗
0

2π

(
1

L3

∑
kr

)
J r →

∫
dk∗

0
2π

∫
d3kr

(2π)3 J r +
∫

dk∗
0

2π

(
1

L3

∑
kr

−
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)
J r (2.23)

and hence, as sketched above in Eqs. (2.15,2.17), we have

T r,L(p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) = T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; P ∗) +
∫

dk∗
0

2π

(
1

L3

∑
kr

−
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)
× J rT (p∗

f , k∗; P ∗)G2(k∗, P ∗)T r,L(k∗, p∗
i ; P ∗) . (2.24)

Furthermore, if we perform the k∗
0 integral as specified in the equations leading to

Eq. (2.11), we have the corresponding 3-D reduction of the finite-volume T-matrix equation
as follows,

T r,L(p∗
f , p∗

i ; E∗(q)) = T (p∗
f , p∗

i ; E∗(q)) + i

(
1

L3

∑
kr

−
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)

× J r
T (p∗

f , k∗; E∗(q))
4ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)

T r, L(k∗, p∗
i ; E∗(q))

E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ
. (2.25)

where, as above, we note that E∗(q) = ω1(q) + ω2(q).
Here we have a brief diversion to note that the Poisson summation formula will ensure

that only the singularity term will contribute the subtraction between summation and inte-
gration. Thus, to obtain 3-D dimensional finite-volume T-matrix equation is not necessary
to use the same reduction as in the infinite volume case, as used to arrive at Eq. (2.10).
This comes as a consequences of the Poisson summation formula (see e.g. [45]),(

1
L3

∑
kr

−
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)
g(k) =

∑
l ̸=0⃗

∫
d3kr

(2π)3 eiLl·kg(k) ∝ e−mminL . (2.26)

where the mmin should be the lowest single-particle mass in the physical system. Eq. (2.26)
is valid for any amplitude function g(k) without singularities for real k and falling off fast
enough at |k| → ∞ avoiding ultraviolet divergence. As L → ∞, the right hand side of
Eq. (2.26) will be suppressed faster than any power of L−1, and can be safely neglected.
For example, as calculated in Ref. [59], the g(k) = (k2 + m)3/2, the right hand side will be
∝ e−mL. Thus, in the calculation of Eq. (2.24), we will just keep the singularity terms and
neglect the regular terms, i.e., we also can remove the first regular term in Eq. (2.9), and
then use the pole function P ∗

0 − ω2(k∗) = ω1(k∗) to perform the derivation in Eq. (2.10).
Clearly, we could have,∫

dk∗
0

2π

(
L−3∑

k
−
∫

d3k

(2π)4

)
G2(k∗, P ∗)f(k∗

0, |k|∗, k̂∗)
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∼i

(
L−3∑

k
−
∫

d3k

(2π)4

)
f(ω1(q), q, k̂∗)
4ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)

1
E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ

. (2.27)

To apply Eq. (2.27) to the integral of Eq. (2.25), one can add and subtract the numer-
ator evaluated at the pole location,

T (p∗
f , k∗)T L(k∗, p∗

i )
E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ

→
T (p∗

f , k∗)T L(k∗, p∗
i ) − T (p∗

f , qk̂∗)T L(qk̂∗, p∗
i )

E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ︸ ︷︷ ︸
residue vanishes at |k∗| = q

+
T (p∗

f , qk̂∗)T L(qk̂∗, p∗
i )

E∗(q) − ω1(k∗) − ω2(k∗) + iϵ
, (2.28)

where k̂ indicates the unit vector in the direction of k, and the explicit E∗(q) dependence of
T and T L has been suppressed. Importantly, the first two terms combine to give vanishing
residue such that the integrand is free of any singularities and hence will give a contribution
that is exponentially suppressed in the volume according to Eq. (2.26). 3 As a consequence,
the dominant effects of the finite-volume quantisation described by Eq. (2.25) can be eval-
uated using only the on-shell values of T ; and with the k values in the sum/integral only
depending on the on-shell magnitude of k, we are reduced to determining the summation
over the rotations of k̂ for T and T L. Furthermore, it is notable that the above discussion is
based on the assumption that the first term in Eq. (2.28) has no singularities (or rapid mo-
mentum dependence), i.e.,

(
T (p∗

f , k∗)T L(k∗, p∗
i ) − T (p∗

f , qk̂∗)T L(qk̂∗, p∗
i )
)

∝
(
q2 − k∗ 2).

However, for including an effective long-range interaction, such assumption will be limited
in applicability, please check recent papers [60–63]. The general quantization condition in
the moving frame for such long-range effects remains the focus of ongoing work.

The rotational symmetry of the system is broken by the box – and further broken at
finite P. As a consequence, T r,L is no longer diagonal in lm, as compared to the usual
case, Eq. (2.7),

T r,L(qp̂∗
f , qp̂∗

i ; E∗(q)) =
∑

lm;l′m′

[T r,L(q; P)]lm,l′m′Ylm(p̂∗
f )Y ∗

l′m′(p̂∗
i ) , (2.29)

where P-dependence is introduced as the moving-frame total momentum 4. Similarly, we
will have the partial-wave expansion as follows,

T (qp̂∗
i , qk̂∗; E∗(q)) =

∑
lm;l′m′

[T (q; P)]lm,l′m′Ylm(p̂∗
f )Y ∗

l′m′(k̂∗) , (2.30)

T r,L(qk̂∗, qp̂∗
i ; E∗(q)) =

∑
lm;l′m′

[T r,L(q; P)]lm,l′m′Ylm(k̂∗)Y ∗
l′m′(p̂∗

i ). (2.31)

Given the spherical symmetry of the infinite-volume theory, the components of T are
diagonal in l and m. The angular components are mixed in the finite box, where by
combining Eqs. (2.29), (2.30) and (2.31), Eq. (2.25) gives

[T r,L(q; P)]lm,l′m′ = [T (q)]lm,l′m′

3A similar transformation can, optionally, be performed for the the scale factors J r and (ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)).
4Although the left hand side of Eq. (2.29) does not display explicit dependence on P, it is implied by

the transformation denoted by r.
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+
∑

l̄m̄,l̄′m̄′

[T (q)]lm,l̄m̄ [F (q; P)]l̄m̄,l̄′m̄′ [T r,L(q; P)]l̄′m̄′,l′m′ , (2.32)

with

[F (q; P)]lm,l′m′ =
(

L−3∑
k

−
∫

d3k

(2π)3

)
iJ r

4ω1(k∗) ω2(k∗)
Ylm(k̂∗)Y ∗

l′m′(k̂∗)
(

|k∗|
q

)l+l′

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗) + ω2(k)∗) + iε

.

(2.33)

The factor
(

|k∗|
q

)l+l′

is introduced to make Ylm(k̂∗) well-defined at |k∗| = 0 and will be 1
when |k∗| → q.

The matrix equation Eq. (2.32) can be solved as

[T r,L(q; P)] =
(
[T (q)]−1 − [F (q; P)]

)−1
, (2.34)

Since the finite-volume eigenenergies correspond to the poles of T r,L(q; P), the quantization
condition can be expressed as:

det
(
[T (q)]−1 − [F (q; P)]

)
= 0 . (2.35)

For the numerical implementation, we have used another notation commonly seen in
the literature (see e.g. Ref. [64]). By noticing Re[(eiδ sin δ)−1] = cot δ based on Eq. (2.8),
Eq. (2.35) can be transformed into an alternative form:

det ([cot δ(q)] + [M(q; P)]) = 0 , (2.36)

where

[cot δ(q)]lm,l′m′ = cot δl(q)δl,l′δm,m′ , (2.37)

and

[M(q; P)]lm,l′m′ = 32π2E∗(q)
q

Re [−i F (q; P )]

= 1
q

(
1

L3

∑
k

−P
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)
32π2E∗(q)J r

4ω1(k∗) ω2(k∗)
Ylm(k̂∗)Y ∗

l′m′(k̂∗)
(

|k∗|
q

)l+l′

E∗(q) − (ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)) .

(2.38)

We remind the readers that k∗ is a function of kr, to be discussed in detail in the following
section.

Furthermore, to compare with common implementations, Eq. (2.38) can be trans-
formed as

1
4ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)

1
E∗(q) − (ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)) → 1

2E∗(q)
1

q2 − k∗ 2 , (2.39)

– 10 –



such that the pole location and residue is preserved at the on-shell point. Hence we have
an equivalent form for M(q; P):

[M(q; P)]lm,l′m′ = 16π2

q

(
1

L3

∑
k

−P
∫

d3kr

(2π)3

)
J r

Ylm(k̂∗)Y ∗
l′m′(k̂∗)

(
|k∗|

q

)l+l′

q2 − k∗ 2 . (2.40)

This form matches the M used in Ref. [64], up to the generalization of the boost trans-
formation kr → k∗ and the corresponding Jacobian. Further details on the numerical
implementation of M are presented in Appendix B.

3 Three-momentum transformation

Now let us specify the exact three-momentum transformation k∗ → kr as an imitation
of the four-momentum Lorentz boost. Conceptually, this describes a system in the rest
of two-body system transformed to a moving frame. The key problem is that the energy
components are missing for these three-momenta. Thus, we will introduce two variables a∗

and b∗ for the energy parts of P∗ and k∗, respectively. Clearly, such transformation should
have some freedom because of the different choices of a∗ and b∗. In addition, the choice of
a∗ and b∗ must satisfy the on-shell condition. The on-shell condition means when |k∗| = q,
we should have a∗ = ω1(q) + ω2(q) = E∗(q) and b∗ = ω1(q) = E∗2(q)+m2

1−m2
2

2E∗(q) . Then we have
several typical choices of a∗ and b∗ as follows,

a∗ = E∗(q) or ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗) , (3.1)
b∗ = ω1(q) or ω1(k∗) . (3.2)

In Appendix A, it is proven that any combinations of these choices for (a∗, b∗) will give
equivalent schemes up to the correction suppressed by factor e−mL. Then it will be easy
to obtain the transformation based on standard four-momentum Lorentz transformation
as follows,

kr = (kr
∥, kr

⊥) = (γ β b∗ + γ k∗
∥, k∗

⊥) ≡ A k∗
∥ + B P + k∗

⊥ , (3.3)

β = |P|√
a∗ 2 + P2

, A = γ =
√

a∗ 2 + P2

a∗ , B = b∗

a∗ . (3.4)

Here, the function k∗(kr) can be obtained from Eq. (3.3) easily.
In the next three subsections, we will give the quantization conditions based on the

above momentum transformation with three choices of a∗ and b∗. First, we will give a new
form and refer to it as LWLY, while the other two are named as KSS and RG using
the same three-momentum transformation defined in Refs. [45] and [42], respectively. In
Appendix A, we will show that all approaches (LWLY, KSS, and RG) are equivalent up
to the exponentially suppressed correction (∝ e−mL).

3.1 The new transformation and quantization implementation LWLY

Based on the derivation of the two-body propagator, G2, we observe that the form is
consistent with that in relativistic quantum mechanics formulated by Dirac [57]. Actually,
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in the instant form of relativistic quantum mechanics of Dirac within which both particles
are on mass-shell with

p∗
1 = (ω1(k∗), k∗) (3.5)

p∗
2 = (ω2(k∗), −k∗) (3.6)

Here we also note that the Hamiltonian approach to finite-volume effective field theory cal-
culations of two-particle scattering also has the scattering equation similar to that defined
by Eqs. (2.11). Thus what will be developed below is most suitable to the Hamiltonian
approach of finite-volume spectra.

The transformation from (p∗
1, p∗

2) to (p1, p2) in the moving frame with P = (P0, P)
is well defined within relativistic quantum mechanics based on the mass-shell condition.
They are

p1 = (ω1(kr), kr)
p2 = (ω2(P − kr), P − kr) (3.7)

where kr is expressed in terms of k∗. It is rather straightforward that this transformation
is just the case we choose a∗ = ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗) and b∗ = ω1(k∗), which will be named
LWLY, i.e., r = LWLY. Accordingly, we find that

kr =

√
(ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗))2 + P2

ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗) k∗
∥ + ω1(k∗)

ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)P + k∗
⊥ , (3.8)

k∗ = ω1(kr) + ω2(P − kr)√
(ω1(kr) + ω2(P − kr))2 − P2

kr
∥ − ω1(kr)√

(ω1(kr) + ω2(P − kr))2 − P2
P + kr

⊥ ,

(3.9)

J r =
∣∣∣∣∂k∗

∂kr

∣∣∣∣ = ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)
ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)

ω1(kr) + ω2(P − kr)
ω1(kr)ω2(P − kr) . (3.10)

The evaluation of M proceeds with these forms via equations provided in Appendix
B. The general equivalence between this new scheme and others, including RG and KSS,
in presented in Appendix A.

3.2 Boost form of KSS

In this case, we take the three-momentum transformation as follows (r = KSS),

a∗ = E∗(q) , b∗ = ω1(k∗) , J r = ω1(k∗)
ω1(kr)

kr = E(q)
E∗(q)k∗

∥ + ω1(k∗)
E∗(q) P + k∗

⊥ , k∗ = E(q)
E∗(q)kr

∥ − ω1(kr)
E∗(q) P + kr

⊥ , (3.11)

where the energies for the two particles are ω1(kr) and E(q) − ω1(kr) in the moving frame,
respectively, so only the first particle is taken to be on the mass shell. It has the similar
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form as Ref. [45]. To show the comparison, we explicitly provide M̄00(q, P) defined in
Eq. (B.11) for the S-wave case,

M̄KSS
00 (q, P) = 4π

q

 1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

ω1(k∗)
ω1(k)

eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2 − P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2


− 1

πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n ̸=0

∫ α

0
dt etq2

∫
dk∗ e−tk∗ 2

× cos
[
L

ω1(k∗)
E∗(q) n · P

] 2k∗ sin [L DKSS k∗]
DKSS

,

DKSS =
√

n2 +
( n · P

E∗(q)

)2
. (3.12)

In the first line of which the expression in the square brackets are exactly the same as Eq. (3)
of Ref. [45] in the equal-mass case. And Ref. [45] emphasized that α is not an additional
parameter and it should be close to zero. In fact, when α → 0+, the other two terms in
our expression vanishes since

∫ α→0+

0 dt → 0. Furthermore, when that term is included, the
expression will be independent of α exactly. We will show this in the numerical calculation
in Sec. 4. Therefore, our formalism with this three-momentum transformation encodes the
quantization condition of Ref. [45] successfully.

3.3 Boost form of RG

Here we take the three-momentum transformation as follows (r = RG),

a∗ = E∗(q) , b∗ = E∗(q)
2 + m2

1 − m2
2

2E∗(q) = ω1(q) , J r = E∗(q)
E(q) ,

kr = E(q)
E∗(q)k∗

∥ + 1
2

(
1 + m2

1 − m2
2

E∗ 2(q)

)
P + k∗

⊥ ,

k∗ = E∗(q)
E(q)

(
kr

∥ − 1
2

(
1 + m2

1 − m2
2

E∗ 2(q)

)
P
)

+ kr
⊥ , (3.13)

where the total rest energy and the energy of particle 1 are both dependent only on the
on-shell momentum q. Neither of the two particles are on shell. This method is used in
various references, such as Refs. [42, 64, 65]. M̄00(q, P) is defined in Eq. (B.11) for the
S-wave case. It shows that the usual quantization condition can be derived explicitly. In
the S-wave case, we have

M̄RG
00 (q, P) = 4π

q

 1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

E∗(q)
E(q)

eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2 − P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2


− 1

πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

cos
[

L n · P
2

(
1 + m2

1 − m2
2

E∗ 2(q)

)]∫ α

0
dt etq2

×
∫

dk∗ e−tk∗ 2 2k∗ sin [L DRG k∗]
DRG

,
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DRG = DKSS =
√

n2 +
( n · P

E∗(q)

)2
. (3.14)

By using the following equations:∫
dk∗ e−tk∗ 2 2k∗ sin [L DRG k∗]

DRG
=

√
πL

2t3/2 e−
D2

RGL2

4t ,

− 4π

q
P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2 = 1
πqL

√πL2

α
−
∫ α( 2π

L )2

0
dt

(
et( qL

2π )2
− 1

)(
π

t

) 3
2

 , (3.15)

and choosing α =
(

L
2π

)2
, M̄B

00 can be expressed as

M̄B
00(q, P) = 1

πqL

E∗(q)
E(q)

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

e
(

Lk∗
2π

)2
−( Lq

2π )2

(
Lk∗

2π

)2
−
(

Lq
2π

)2

+ 1
πqL

[
2π

3
2 −

∫ 1

0
dt

(
et( Lq

2π )2
− 1

)(
π

t

) 3
2
]

− 1
πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n ̸=0

cos(πn · ∆)
∫ 1

0
dt et( Lq

2π )2
(

π

t

) 3
2

e−
π2D2

RG
t

= − 1
πqL

E∗(q)
E(q)

√
4πZ∆

00(1;
(

Lq

2π

)2
) , (3.16)

where ∆ =
[

P L
2π

(
1 + m2

1−m2
2

E∗ 2(q)

)]
and the zeta function Z∆

00 is defined in Ref. [64] (also
defined in Ref. [65] but with a different notation). It will reduce into the zeta function
defined in Ref. [42] in the equal-mass case for moving frame. It also reduces into Lüscher’s
zeta function [40, 41] for the rest frame, i.e., P = ∆ = (0, 0, 0). Furthermore, the pure
S-wave quantization condition will be simplified as

tan δ0(q) = E(q)
E∗(q)

Lq
√

π

2
1

Z∆
00(1;

(
Lq
2π

)2
)

, (3.17)

which reproduces the results of Refs. [42, 64, 65] exactly. It is straightforward to extend
Eq. (3.16) to any partial-wave case as

M̄RG
lm (q, P) = − 1

πqL

E∗(q)
E(q)

√
4πZ∆

lm(1;
(

Lq

2π

)2
) . (3.18)

Thus, from RG, we can reproduce the quantization condition of Refs. [42, 64, 65].

4 Numerical Comparison and Discussion

To numerically confirm the equivalence of all three approaches, and compare the differences,
we build a simple model for the ππ → ππ scattering. It includes two-pion states and one
bare state. The partial-wave amplitude tl is related to the phase shift by

e2iδl(q) = 1 − i
πqE∗(q)

2 tl(q, q, E∗(q)) , (4.1)
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and can be solved from

tl(q, q′, E) = fl(q)f∗
l (q′)

E − mB
+
∫

k2dk
fl(q)f∗

l (k)
E − mB

1
E − 2

√
m2

π + k2 + iϵ
tl(k, q′, E) , (4.2)

to give

tl(q, q′, E) = fl(q)fl(q′)
(

E − mB −
∫

k2dk
fl(k)f∗

l (k)
E − 2

√
m2

π + k2 + iϵ

)−1

, (4.3)

where mπ = 138.5 MeV and mB are the masses of the pion and the bare state respectively.
We choose the parameterization of fl as

fl(q) = gl

m
l+1/2
π

ql

(1 + (cl q)2)l/2+1 . (4.4)

Then we fit this model to phase shifts of the S-wave taken from Refs. [66–72] and the
P-wave taken from Ref. [69], the resulting parameters and phase shifts are shown in Table 1
and Fig. 2 respectively.

Table 1: The model parameters used for the numerical investigation.

l=0 l=1
mB(MeV) 948.96 852.50

gl 0.64698 0.095626
cl(fm) 0.43979 0.48477

2 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 0 1 0 0 00
4 0
8 0

1 2 0
1 6 0

4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 0 1 0 0 0

δ 
(de

gre
e)

E  ( M e V )

 

 

Figure 2: S(left)- and P(right)-wave phase shifts solved with parameters from Table 1
are compared with S- and P-wave data taken from Refs. [66–72] and Ref. [69] respectively.
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Table 2: Numerical results of M̄i (i=a, b, c) and M̄00 with L = 1 fm, E∗(q) = 500 MeV,
P = 2π

L (1, 1, 1), α1 = 0.01/(100)2 MeV−2 and α2 = 0.1/(100)2 MeV−2.

Scheme α M̄a M̄b M̄c M̄00
KSS α1 −12.59492 2.59249 −1.37813 −11.3806

α2 −6.57847 0.45657 −5.25866 −11.3806
RG α1 −13.97305 2.59249 ∼ −10−6 −11.3806

α2 −11.23408 0.45657 −0.60305 −11.3806
LWLY α1 −14.16106 2.59249 −0.69534 −12.2639

α2 −5.65005 0.45657 −7.07043 −12.2639

2 4 6 82 0 0

4 0 0

6 0 0

8 0 0

1 0 0 0

2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8 1 0
 

( 0 , 0 , 1 )

E (
Me

V)

 
( 1 , 1 , 0 )

 

( 1 , 1 , 1 )

L   ( f m )

 

Figure 3: Spectra for systems with total momentums 2π
L (0, 0, 1), 2π

L (1, 1, 0) and
2π
L (1, 1, 1) solved in the scheme KSS/RG (red dashed) and the scheme LWLY (black

solid) with the pure S-wave phase shift. Gray short dotted lines represent non-interacting
energies.

As the detailed derivation given in Appendix B, we will introduce a new parameter α

which just help to make numerical calculation. Now we check the α-independence of M̄00
with L = 1 fm, E∗(q) = 500 MeV and P = 2π

L (1, 1, 1). We use two different values of α,
α1 = 0.01/(100)2 MeV−2 and α2 = 0.1/(100)2 MeV−2. The results are shown in Table 2.
It confirms that these quantization conditions Eqs. (3.12), (3.14) and (B.18) are indeed
independent of α. Furthermore, to our surprise, M̄00 for Approaches KSS and RG are
exactly the same even though their values of M̄b and M̄c are different. This suggests the
exact equivalence between schemes KSS and RG. In fact, it is true even for any partial
waves. We provide a proof in Appendix D.

With the solved phase shifts, we can provide the spectra calculated from the quanti-
zation conditions of the three schemes in the pure S-wave (shown in Fig. 3) and the pure
P-wave (shown in Fig. 4) cases. When L is larger than 2.5 fm or mπL ≥ 2, the results of
the three schemes are indistinguishable as expected in this case.
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4 0 0
6 0 0
8 0 0

1 0 0 0

4 0 0
6 0 0
8 0 0

1 0 0 0

( 1 , 1 , 0 )  B 1

2 4 6 8 1 0

2 4 6 8 1 02 0 0
4 0 0
6 0 0
8 0 0

1 0 0 0

2 4 6 8 1 0

( 0 , 0 , 1 )  A 2
E (

Me
V)

( 1 , 1 , 0 )  A 1

( 0 , 0 , 1 )  E

( 1 , 1 , 0 )  B 2

L   ( f m )

( 1 , 1 , 1 )  A

( 1 , 1 , 1 )  E

Figure 4: Spectra for systems with total momentums 2π
L (0, 0, 1), 2π

L (1, 1, 0) and
2π
L (1, 1, 1) solved in the scheme KSS/RG (red dashed) and the scheme LWLY (black

solid) with the pure P-wave phase shift. Gray short dotted lines represent non-interacting
energies.

5 Summary and Discussions

In this work, a general formalism of momentum transformations in a moving finite vol-
ume is proposed. It is natural to start by considering starting from the perspective of the
rest-frame system, a suitable boost transformation is applied to consider a system at finite
total momenta, and it is this set of momenta that one can apply the finite-box quantisation
conditions. With suitable transformations, the discretization scheme produces eigenener-
gies that are equivalent up to exponentially suppressed corrections of the lattice size. The
suitable three-momentum transformations in Eq. (3.3) are constructed as an imitation of
the four-momentum Lorentz boost. To implement this four-momentum boost, the total
energy and the energy of one particle must be explicitly specified — however, there is some
arbitrariness in this specification, up to satisfying the appropriate on-shell limits.

Amongst these transformations, we consider three particular cases Eqs. (3.10), (3.11)
and (3.13) in detail. Two of these correspond to the common implementations used in
the modern literature, KSS and RG. Importantly, we introduce a new approach (LWLY)
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which has several unique benefits in certain applications. If the schemes of KSS and
RG were to be applied within a Hamiltonian formulation, they necessitate the introduc-
tion of an energy-dependence to the Hamiltonian at finite momentum. Then the equation
det(H(E) − EI) = 0 is no longer a standard eigenvalue equation since the matrix here
depends on its own eigenvalues. The new scheme LWLY we introduced, that is equivalent
to the two schemes up to exponentially-suppressed corrections, does not have this prob-
lem. Furthermore, the eigenvectors of an energy-independent Hamiltonian form a complete
orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space of the Hamiltonian. This enables a probabilistic
interpretation that have been used in many previous studies [46, 47, 50, 51]. In addition,
in the hadron physics, the widely used compositeness proposed in Ref. [73] also requires
such a probabilistic interpretation. The new scheme can also be used in the three-body
system to avoid the negative energy or the velocity being larger than the light speed [27].
This consistency shows our general formalism is successfully producing specific quantization
conditions in the moving frame.
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A The proof of equivalence between the quantization conditions of var-
ious three-momentum transformations

In the RG approach, the transformation:

k∗
RG → kRG = E(q)

E∗(q)k∗
RG,∥ + ω1(q)

E∗(q)P + k∗
RG,⊥ , (A.1)

is linear (i.e., the parameters a∗ and b∗ are both independent on k or k∗), so it is easy to
find the inverse transformation:

k∗
RG = E∗(q)

E(q) kRG,∥ − ω1(q)
E(q) P + kRG,⊥ . (A.2)
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If we can prove that the RG approach is equivalent to any approach X considered in this
work with the following general form:

kX = AX(|k∗
X |)k∗

X,∥ + BX(|k∗
X |)P + k∗

X,⊥ , (A.3)

the equivalence between all approaches is then proved. In other words, we need to prove
that Eq. (2.38) for the RG approach and the X approach are equivalent.

Following a similar discussion as made in Sec. 2.2, we need to prove that the subtraction
of kernel functions in Eq. (2.38) for the RG and X approaches:

H(k∗
X) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣
4ω1(k∗

X) ω2(k∗
X)

4πY ∗
lm(k̂∗

X)Yl′m′(k̂∗
X)

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

X) + ω2(k∗
X))

( |k∗
X |
q

)l+l′

,

H(k∗
RG) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
RG

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣
4ω1(k∗

RG) ω2(k∗
RG)

4πY ∗
lm(k̂∗

RG)Yl′m′(k̂∗
RG)

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

RG) + ω2(k∗
RG))

( |k∗
RG|
q

)l+l′

. (A.4)

is a regular term, i.e., free of pole at |k∗
X | = |k∗

RG| = q. Here the notation
∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗

X
∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣ denote
the absolute value of the Jacobian determinant. The subtraction is then

lim
|k∗

X |→q
(H(k∗

X) − H(k∗
RG)) = 4π

4ω1(q)ω2(q)∆,

∆ ≡ lim
|k∗

X |→q

(∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ Y ∗
lm(k̂∗

X)Yl′m′(k̂∗
X)

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

X) + ω2(k∗
X)) −

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
RG

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ Y ∗
lm(k̂∗

RG)Yl′m′(k̂∗
RG)

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

RG) + ω2(k∗
RG))

)
.

(A.5)

Using Eqs. (A.2) and (A.3), one can find

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
RG

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

RG|=q
= det

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


E∗(q)
E(q) 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

RG|=q

= E∗(q)
E(q) , (A.6)

and

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

X |=q
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


∂kX,∥
∂k∗

X ∥

∂kX,∥
∂k∗

X ⊥1

∂kX,∥
∂k∗

X ⊥2

0 1 0
0 0 1


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−1

|k∗
X |=q

=
(

∂kX,∥
∂k∗

X ∥

)−1

,

=
(

AX(|k∗
X |) +

k∗
X,∥

|k∗
X |

(
k∗

X,∥
∂AX

∂|k∗
X |

+ ∂BX

∂|k∗
X |

P
))−1

. (A.7)

The next step is to notice that the moving-frame momentum is a common integral
variable for different approaches, it bridges k∗

X with k∗
RG as follows:

k∗
RG = E∗(q)

E(q)
(
AX(|k∗

X |)k∗
X,∥ + BX(|k∗

X |)P
)

− ω1(q)
E(q) P + kX,⊥

=
(

E∗(q)
E(q) AX(|k∗

X |)
)

k∗
X,∥ +

(
E∗(q)
E(q) BX(|k∗

X |) − ω1(q)
E(q)

)
P + k∗

X,⊥ . (A.8)
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This relation will give us

lim
|k∗

X |→q

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

RG) + ω2(k∗
RG))

P ∗
0 − (ω1(k∗

X) + ω2(k∗
X))

= lim
|k∗

X |→q

−
(

q
ω1(q) + q

ω2(q)

)
(|k∗

RG| − q)

−
(

q
ω1(q) + q

ω2(q)

)
(|k∗

X | − q)
= lim

|k∗
X |→q

|k∗
RG| − q

|k∗
X | − q

=
∂|k∗

RG|(|k∗
X |, θk∗

X
, ϕk∗

X
)

∂|k∗
X |

∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

X |=q

=
(

E∗(q)
E(q)

) (
AX(|k∗

X |) +
k∗

X ∥
|k∗

X |

(
k∗

X ∥
∂AX

∂|k∗
X |

+ ∂BX

∂|k∗
X |

P
))∣∣∣∣∣

|k∗
X |=q

,

=
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗

RG
∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

RG|=q
/

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

X |=q
, (A.9)

Combining Eqs. (A.6), (A.7) and (A.9), we obtain,

∆ = −
(

q

ω1(q) + q

ω2(q)

) ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

X |=q

× lim
|k∗

X |→q

Y ∗
lm(k̂∗

X)Yl′m′(k̂∗
X) − Y ∗

lm(k̂∗
RG)Yl′m′(k̂∗

RG)
|k∗

X | − q
. (A.10)

In Eq. (A.8), since k∗
RG is expressed as a function of k∗

X, we can consider the spherical
harmonic Yl′m′(k̂∗

RG) as a function of the components of k∗
X in spherical coordinate system:

(|k∗
X|, θX, ϕX). We also notice k∗

X = k∗
RG when |k∗

X | = q, then we have

∆ = −
(

q

ω1(q) + q

ω2(q)

) ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂k∗
X

∂k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|k∗

X |=q

∂Y ∗
lm(k̂∗

RG)Yl′m′(k̂∗
RG)

∂|k∗
X|

∣∣∣
|k∗

X|=q
. (A.11)

So ∆ is free of poles, and this proves the equivalence.

B Derivation of M Matrix

In this section, we give the detailed derivation of the M matrix Eq. (2.40). At first one
introduces the following equations,

Y ∗
l1m1Yl2m2 =

|l1+l2|∑
l=|l1−l2|

+l∑
m=−l

1√
4π

clm, l1m1, l2m2Ylm ,

clm, l1m1, l2m2 = (−1)m+m1
√

(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)(2l + 1)
(

l1 l2 l

0 0 0

)(
l1 l2 l

−m1 m2 −m

)
, (B.1)

where the Wigner 3-j symbols are used. Then one can rewrite Eq. (2.40) as follows:

Mlm, l′m′(q, P) =
|l+l′|∑

l̃=|l−l′|

+l∑
m̃=−l

cl̃m̃, lm, l′m′M̄l̃m̃(q, P)
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M̄lm(q, P) = 4π

q

 1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

−P
∫

d3k

(2π)3

J
√

4πYlm(k̂∗)(|k∗|/q)l

q2 − k∗ 2 . (B.2)

When l > 0, the integral vanishes because of the property of Ylm, so one has

M̄lm(q, P) = 4π

qL3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

J
√

4πYlm(k̂∗)(|k∗|/q)l

q2 − k∗ 2 l > 0 . (B.3)

For M̄00(q, P), one introduces the factor eα(q2−k∗ 2) to divide the integrand as a singular
part and a non-singular part, and using the Poisson summation formula, the non-singular
part can be transformed as follows:

M̄00(q, P)

= 4π

q

 1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

−P
∫

d3k

(2π)3

 J eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2 + 4π

q

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫ J d3k

(2π)3 eiLn·k 1 − eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2

≡ M̄a(q, P, α) + M̄b(q, P, α) + M̄c(q, P, α), (B.4)

with

M̄a(q, P, α) ≡ 4π

q

1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

J eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2 ,

M̄b(q, α) ≡ −4π

q
P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2 ,

M̄c(q, P, α) ≡ 4π

q

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 eiLn·k 1 − eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2 . (B.5)

Here, although each M̄(a, b, c) is dependent on the new parameter α, their summation is
independent of α. Also, except M̄b, the other two M̄i both depend on the three-momentum
transformation. While M̄a can be calculated numerically, M̄b can be calculated as follows:

M̄b(q, α) ≡ −4π

q
P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2

= −4π

q

1
2π2

∫
d|k∗|k

∗ 2eα(q2−k∗ 2) − q2

q2 − k∗ 2

= − 4
qL

∫
dk̃∗

k̃∗ 2e
α( 2π

L )2
[
( qL

2π )2−k̃∗ 2
]

−
(

qL
2π

)2

(
qL
2π

)2
− k̃∗ 2

= 1
πqL

√πL2

α
−
∫ α( 2π

L )2

0
dt

(
et( qL

2π )2
− 1

)(
π

t

) 3
2

 , (B.6)
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in the third line of which |k∗| → k̃∗ = |k∗|L/2π is used, and the last step is done via the
consideration of

k̃2e
α( 2π

L )2
[
( qL

2π )2−k̃∗ 2
]

−
(

qL

2π

)2
= k̃2

[
e

α( 2π
L )2

[
( qL

2π )2−k̃∗ 2
]

− 1
]

+
[(

qL

2π

)2
− k̃∗ 2

] [
e−α( 2π

L )2
k̃∗ 2 − 1

]

−
[(

qL

2π

)2
− k̃∗ 2

]
e−α( 2π

L )2
k̃∗ 2 (B.7)

and ∫ A

0
dt et B = eA B − 1

B
. (B.8)

At last one calculates M̄c with k = Ak∗
∥ + BP + k∗

⊥ as follows:

M̄c(q, P, α) ≡ 4π

q

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 eiLn·k 1 − eα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2

= −4π

q

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 e
iLn·(A k∗

∥+B P+k∗
⊥)
∫ α

0
dtet(q2−k∗ 2)

= − 1
2π2q

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫ α

0
dt

∫
d3k∗ eiLB n·PeiL(A n∥+n⊥)·k∗

et(q2−k∗ 2)

= − 1
πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫ α

0
dt etq2

∫
dk∗ e−tk∗ 2 cos[LB n · P]2k∗ sin[L D k∗]

D
, (B.9)

where we have used the fact that M̄c is real, and

D =

√
n2 + (A2 − 1)(n · P)2

P2 . (B.10)

To calculate M̄c numerically, one can first use the Gauss quadrature formula to trans-
form the t-integral into a weighted sum, then for each t and n, one splits the range of
k∗-integration into segments according to the zeros of the trigonometric functions, cal-
culates each segment by using Gauss quadrature formula and re-sums them to get the
k∗-integral.

In summary, M(q; P) can be further simplified as follows,

[M(q; P)]lm,l′m′ =
|l+l′|∑

l̃=|l−l′|

+l∑
m̃=−l

cl̃m̃, lm, l′m′
4π

q
M̄l̃m̃(q, P) , (B.11)

M̄lm(q, P) = 4π

qL3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

J r

√
4πYlm(k̂∗)(|k∗|/q)l

q2 − k∗ 2 l > 0 , (B.12)

M̄00(q, P) = M̄a(q, P, α) + M̄b(q, α) + M̄c(q, P, α) , (B.13)
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M̄a(q, P, α) = 4π

qL3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

J reα(q2−k∗ 2)
q2 − k∗ 2 , (B.14)

M̄b(q, α) = 1
πqL

√πL2

α
−
∫ α( 2π

L )2

0
dt

(
et( qL

2π )2
− 1

)(
π

t

) 3
2

 , (B.15)

M̄c(q, P, α) = − 1
πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫ α

0
dt etq2

∫ ∞

0
dk∗ e−tk∗ 2 cos[LB n · P]2k∗ sin[L D k∗]

D
,

(B.16)

D =

√
n2 + (A2 − 1)(n · P)2

P2 =

√
n2 +

(n · P
a∗

)2
. (B.17)

For example, the M̄00(q, P) for LWLY can be written as,

M̄LYLW
00 (q, P) = 4π

q

1
L3

∑
k= 2π

L
n, n∈Z3

ω1(k∗)ω2(k∗)
ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)

ω1(k) + ω2(P − k)
ω1(k)ω2(P − k)

eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2

− 4π

q
P
∫

d3k∗

(2π)3
eα(q2−k∗ 2)

q2 − k∗ 2 − 1
πqL

∑
n∈Z3,n̸=0

∫ α

0
dt etq2

∫
dk∗×

e−tk∗ 2 cos
[
L n · P ω1(k∗)

ω1(k∗) + ω2(k∗)

] 2k∗ sin [L DLYLW k∗]
DLYLW

,

DLYLW =

√√√√√n2 +

 n · P√
k∗ 2 + m2

1 +
√

k∗ 2 + m2
2

2

(B.18)

where in the summation, k∗ is calculated from Eq. (3.9).

C Quantization Conditions for Pure S- and Pure P-Waves

C.1 Pure S-Wave

For the pure S-wave, from Eqs. (2.36) and (B.13), one has

cot δ0(q) = −M̄a(q, P, α) − M̄b(q, α) − M̄c(q, P, α) . (C.1)

C.2 Pure P-Wave

For the pure P-wave, Eq. (2.36) is a 3 × 3 matrix equation as follows:

0 = det

M1−1,1−1 + cot δ1 M1−1,10 M1−1,1+1
M10,1−1 M10,10 + cot δ1 M10,1+1

M1+1,1−1 M1+1,10 M1+1,1+1 + cot δ1

 . (C.2)

Applying Eq. (B.1) and Eq. (B.2), it then becomes

0 = det


M̄00 −

√
1
5M̄20 + cot δ1 −

√
3
5M̄21 −

√
6
5M̄22√

3
5M̄2−1 M̄00 +

√
4
5M̄20 + cot δ1

√
3
5M̄21

−
√

6
5M̄2−2 −

√
3
5M̄2−1 M̄00 −

√
1
5M̄20 + cot δ1

 .

(C.3)
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Symmetry groups in the finite volume are different for different P. In the rest case, i.e.
P = (0, 0, 0), the group is the cubic group Oh. In the moving case, however, only elements
in Oh that keep P fixed will survive, and the resulting group is just the little group of Oh.
Next, we will discuss three different P in detail.

• P = 2π
L (0, 0, 1): we have M̄2±1 = M̄2±2 = 0, then Eq. (C.3) can be simplified to be

0 = det


M̄00 −

√
1
5M̄20 + cot δ1 0 0

0 M̄00 +
√

4
5M̄20 + cot δ1 0

0 0 M̄00 −
√

1
5M̄20 + cot δ1

 ,

(C.4)

so we have

cot δ1 = −M̄00 −
√

4
5M̄20 , (C.5)

cot δ1 = −M̄00 +
√

1
5M̄20 . (C.6)

The energies solved from Eq. (C.5) and Eq. (C.6) will correspond to the irreducible
representations A1 and E respectively of the little group for (0, 0, 1).

• P = 2π
L (1, 1, 0): we have M̄2±1 = 0 and M̄2−2 = −M̄22, then Eq. (C.3) can be

simplified to be

0 = det


M̄00 −

√
1
5M̄20 + cot δ1 0 −

√
6
5M̄22

0 M̄00 +
√

4
5M̄20 + cot δ1 0√

6
5M̄22 0 M̄00 −

√
1
5M̄20 + cot δ1

 ,

(C.7)

then we have

cot δ1 = −M̄00 +
√

1
5M̄20 + i

√
6
5M̄22 , (C.8)

cot δ1 = −M̄00 −
√

4
5M̄20 , (C.9)

cot δ1 = −M̄00 +
√

1
5M̄20 − i

√
6
5M̄22 . (C.10)

The energies solved from Eq. (C.8), Eq. (C.9) and Eq. (C.10) will correspond to the
irreducible representations A1, B1 and B2 in the little group for (1, 1, 0).

• P = 2π
L (1, 1, 1): we have M̄2±1 = (−1 ± i)M̄22, M̄2−2 = −M̄22, and M̄20 = 0, then

Eq. (C.3) can be simplified to be

0 = det


M̄00 + cot δ1 −

√
6
5ei 3π

4 M̄22 −
√

6
5M̄22√

6
5ei 5π

4 M̄22 M̄00 + cot δ1
√

6
5ei 3π

4 M̄22√
6
5M̄22 −

√
6
5ei 5π

4 M̄22 M̄00 + cot δ1

 , (C.11)
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and

cot δ1 = −M̄00 − i

√
6
5M̄22 , (C.12)

cot δ1 = −M̄00 + i2
√

6
5M̄22 . (C.13)

The energies solved from Eq. (C.12) and Eq. (C.13) will correspond to the irreducible
representations A1 and E in the little group for (1, 1, 1).

D Proof of Exact Equivalence between Approaches KSS and RG

In the numerical analysis in Sec. 4, we found M̄KSS
00 = M̄RG

00 . Here we provide a proof for
it. Then the proof will be generalized to any partial-wave cases. It means that Approaches
KSS and RG are exactly equivalent.

From the definition Eq. (B.2), it is equivalent to prove thatL−3 ∑
k= 2π

L
n,n∈Z3

−
∫

d3k

(2π)3

[ J KSS

q2 − k∗ 2
KSS

− J RG

q2 − k∗ 2
RG

]
(D.1)

vanishes exactly, where we have removed the principal value integration as the integrand
is free of poles. Using the Poisson summation formula, it becomes

∑
n ̸=0, n∈Z3

∫
d3k

(2π)3 eiLn·k
[

J KSS

q2 − k∗ 2
KSS

− J RG

q2 − k∗ 2
RG

]
, (D.2)

then one transforms the moving three-momentums back to the rest three-momentums to
get

∑
n̸=0, n∈Z3

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3

[
eiLn·kKSS − eiLn·kRG

] 1
q2 − k∗ 2

=
∑

n ̸=0, n∈Z3

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 e
iLn·( E(q)

E∗(q) k∗
∥+k∗

⊥)

e
iLn·P

√
k∗ 2+m2

1
E∗(q) − e

iLn·P
(

1
2 +

m2
1−m2

2
2E∗ 2(q)

) 1
q2 − k∗ 2

=
∑

n ̸=0, n∈Z3

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 e
iLk∗·( E(q)

E∗(q) n∥+n⊥)

e
iLn·P

√
k∗ 2+m2

1
E∗(q) − e

iLn·P
(

1
2 +

m2
1−m2

2
2E∗ 2(q)

) 1
q2 − k∗ 2

=
∑

n ̸=0, n∈Z3

∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 eiLk∗·nγ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] 1
q2 − k∗ 2 , (D.3)

where in the last step we have used the invariance under k∗ → −k∗ and n → −n, and

P = 2π

L
d , αKSS =

√
k∗ 2 + m2

1

E∗(q) , αRG = 1
2 + m2

1 − m2
2

2E∗ 2(q) , nγ = E(q)
E∗(q)n∗

∥ + n∗
⊥ .

(D.4)
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Im(k∗)

Re(k∗)

×

×

Figure 5: The contour at the complex k∗-plane

Then performing the integration over solid angle, one gets

1
4π2L

∑
n̸=0, n∈Z3

1
nγ

∫
dk∗ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] 2k∗ sin(L nγ k∗)

q2 − k∗ 2 . (D.5)

Now, let us focus on the integration part:

I ≡
∫ ∞

0
dk∗ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] 2k∗ sin(L nγ k∗)

q2 − k∗ 2

= 1
2

∫ +∞

−∞
dk∗ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] 2k∗ sin(L nγ k∗)

q2 − k∗ 2

= Im
∫ +∞

−∞
dk∗ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] k∗ei L nγ k∗

q2 − k∗ 2 . (D.6)

As the poles on the real axis of k∗ cancel out, the only non-analyticities come from the
branch points k∗ → ±im of αKSS. Noting that Im(L nγ k∗ ± 2αKSSπ n · d) → +∞ when
|k∗| → ∞ in the upper k∗-complex plane for any n ̸= 0, one can perform the contour
integration shown in Fig. 5 to get

I = Im
(∫ −ε+im

−ε+i ∞
dk∗ −

∫ +ε+im

+ε+i ∞
dk∗

)
[cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] k∗ei L nγ k∗

q2 − k∗ 2 .

(D.7)

The only obstruction to cancel the two integrals comes from cos(2αKSSπn · d) because
αKSS takes opposite values when crossing the branch cut. However the evenness of the
cosine function makes it safe for the cancellation. So one can conclude that I = 0.

To generalize the discussion to any partial waves, it is enough to prove that∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 eiLk∗·nγ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] Ylm(k̂∗)(k∗/q)l

q2 − k∗ 2 (D.8)

vanishes for any (l, m). Although the z-direction of Ylm is in general not the direction of
nγ , the rotational property of Ylm allows it to be linearly combined by Y

z=n̂γ

lm , so one only
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needs to deal with∫
d3k∗

(2π)3 eiLk∗·nγ [cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)] Y
z=n̂γ

lm (k̂∗)(k∗/q)l

q2 − k∗ 2

=
∫

k∗ 2dk∗

(2π)3
cos (2αKSSπ n · d) − cos (2αRGπn · d)

q2 − k∗ 2 (k∗/q)l
∫

dΩ eiLk∗nγ cos θ Y
z=n̂γ

lm (θ, ϕ) ,

(D.9)

where θ is the angle between k∗ and nγ . This expression vanishes for m ̸= 0, and Yl0 are
just polynomials of cos θ, so one needs to work with expressions like∫ 1

−1
[d cos θ] eiLk∗nγ cos θ cosj θ =

[(1
i

∂

∂λ

)j 2 sin λ

λ

]
λ=Lk∗nγ

. (D.10)

Noting that Ylm only contains j-even terms when l even and j-odd terms when l odd,
and combining with the factor (k∗/q)l, the resulting integrands are always even under
k∗ → −k∗. This allows a similar process as the first step in Eq. (D.6) to extend the range
of the integration from

∫∞
0 dk∗ to

∫+∞
−∞ dk∗, and for the second step in Eq. (D.6), one needs

to treat sin(Lk∗nγ) and cos(Lk∗nγ) as Im [eiLk∗nγ ] and Re [eiLk∗nγ ] respectively. One will
find the resulting analytical structure is the same as before, so the same contour integration
and discussion follow, and one can conclude that Approaches KSS and RG are equivalent
exactly.
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[32] M. T. Hansen, F. Romero-López, and S. R. Sharpe, JHEP 07, 047 (2020), [Erratum: JHEP
02, 014 (2021)], arXiv:2003.10974 [hep-lat] .
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[64] M. Göckeler, R. Horsley, M. Lage, U.-G. Meißner, P. E. L. Rakow, A. Rusetsky,
G. Schierholz, and J. M. Zanotti, Phys. Rev. D 86, 094513 (2012), arXiv:1206.4141 [hep-lat]
.

[65] L. Leskovec and S. Prelovsek, Phys. Rev. D 85, 114507 (2012).

[66] J. R. Batley et al. (NA48/2), Eur. Phys. J. C54, 411 (2008).

[67] B. Hyams, C. Jones, P. Weilhammer, W. Blum, H. Dietl, G. Grayer, W. Koch, E. Lorenz,
G. Lütjens, W. Männer, J. Meissburger, W. Ochs, U. Stierlin, and F. Wagner, Nuclear
Physics B 64, 134 (1973).

[68] P. Estabrooks, A. D. Martin, G. Grayer, B. Hyams, C. Jones, P. Weilhammer, W. Blum,
H. Dietl, W. Koch, E. Lorenz, G. Lütjens, W. Männer, J. Meissburger, and U. Stierlin, in
AIP Conference Proceedings, Vol. 13 (American Institute of Physics, 1973) pp. 37–79.

[69] S. D. Protopopescu, M. Alston-Garnjost, A. Barbaro-Galtieri, S. M. Flatté, J. H. Friedman,
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