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1 Introduction

P resently, there are known two di erent approaches to the problm of constructing
of a relativistic quantum theory suiable to describe the scattering processes. A ccording
to the st { canonical { approach one hasto x a nite set of (fundam ental) elds and
the Lagrangian that satis es certain conditions (locality, hem iticity, sym m etry, renom al-
izability, etc.). To obtain the quantum wversion, one has to carry out the procedure of
canonical quantization. T his allow s one to construct the Fock space of asym ptotic states
and to calculate the G reen functions and the S-m atrix.

The second approach ( rst suggested in papers [1l]; we will call i as the S-m atrix
approach) is less known and practically was not discussed In literature (see however [2], [3]
and chapters 2 { 5 ofthe m onograph 4]) . In this approach the structure ofthe Fock space
of asym ptotic states is postulated initially. The eld operators are constructed according
to the sym m etry properties of the corresponding one-particke states. The H am iltonian of
the system (ouil out of these elds) is also postulated as the operator n the Interaction
picture.

T he elem ents of the S-m atrix are calculated according to Dyson formula (£, 1 { the

nal and initial states respectively):
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The symbolT, In this formula denotesW ick’s (m anifestly covariant) T product. T he non-—
covariant tem s in the H am iltonian and in propagators are to be discarded (see 4]) . In the
case of e ective theories only discussed below this does not kead to any uncertainties.
Each of these two approaches has its advantages and shortcom ings. However, the
com parative analysis is not our goal here. W e use the S-m atrix approach jist because
the canonical quantization of the theories w ith Lagrangians containing high (second and
higher) powers ofthe eld tim e derivatives is the problem the solution ofwhich is presently
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unknown. At the sam e tim g, the e ective theories, which are them ain sub ct ofour study,
contain allthe powers of rst (and higher) eld derivatives by the very construction.

W e use the slightly In proved version of the de niion of the e ective theory (origi-
nally given In [B]): the theory is ;alled as e ective if the corresponding H am iltonian (in
the interaction picture) contains all the local term s consistent w ith the requirem ents of a
given algebraic symm etry. In the operator sense this construction is not very wellde ned.
However, we are only Interested In the S-m atrix elem ents calculated (only on the mass
shell) with the help of the expansion based on the formula [l). Th the papers [@], [1] it
was shown that for those ob fcts it is possibl to form ulate sin ple correctness conditions
for the expressions calculated in the given order of loop expansion. In the zeroth order
(tree graphs) of the renom alized perturbation theory these conditions lead to reasonable
restrictions on the values of physical param eters of a theory.

The e ective theories, by the very construction, show the property of m uliplicative
renom alizability (in the case of absence of ancm alies). However, usually they are not
considered In the textbooks on renom alization theory (see for example [B]). The reason
isthat to x the physical content of such a theory one needs to Impose an in nite st of
renom alization prescriptions (conditions). It is absolutely unrealistic ifwe have no guiding
principle 1im iting the freedom ofthis step. P relin nary results of our resesarch (see 6], [1])
show that the analyticity-type restrictions could play the rok of such a principle. M oreover,
they seem to be natural from the point of view of correctness of perturbative schem e.
For exam ple, one could cbtain the bootstrap conditions W idely discussed In connection
with dualmodels { see [U]) from the properly formm ulated requirem ents of m erom oxphy
and polynom ialboundedness of the treeJevel am plitudes constructed in the fram ework of
renom alized perturbation theory.

In this paper we illustrate the techniques of derivation of the bootstrap equations from
the condition that the function oftwo com plex variables ism erom orphic and polynom ially
bounded in di erent dom ains. However, before starting the analysis of the exam ples we
would like to outline the reasons why these condiions (@autom atically fiil Iled in conven-—
tional eld theories) tum out to be fruitfiil n the case of e ective theory. Three follow ng
sections serve for this purpose.

2 P relm inary notes

F irst ofallwe ram ind the m eaning of som e notions and tem s used below . W e specify
the de niions given In [4] and introduce the notion of m nin al param etrization of the
e ective theory. W e use these tem s because they are suitabl for the work with on-shell
m atrix elem ents in tem s of com plex analysis.

Let us em phasize that In what ollow s it is assum ed that the m asses of the particles
wih soin J > 1=2 are nonzero. This assum ption is purely a technical one, but at present
we cannot proceed w ithout it. Tt does not kad to any lin iations when we are describing
the strong Interaction of hadrons.



A 11 the com binations of coupling constants that do not appear in the expressions for
the renom alized S-m atrix elem ents of the L-th order In loop expansion are called as the
redundant param eters of the order L. These combinations can appear in the expressions
for G reen functions, but the corresponding contributions prove to be irrelevant after renor-
m alization, passing to the m ass shell and m ultiplying by the wave functions. T he exam ple
of the redundant param eter is given by the gauge xing constant in the renom alizable
vector m odels. A nother exam plk is the wave function renom alization constant 41].

A 11 the ndependent com binations of coupling constants that appear n the expressions
for renom alized m atrix elem ents of the L-th order of the loop expansion are called as the
essential param eters of the order L .

Consider now the ekmentary (ointlke) vertex with n legs carrying the m om enta
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where fT @qg is the fi1ll set of independent tensor structures (M of them being m inin al
and N { nonm inin al; see the de nitions below ), and F, are the functions of invariant
kinem atical variables (the total num ber of those variables is equalto 3 when n = 3 and
4dn 10whenn > 3;wearrworking n D = 3+ 1 din ensions). Ik is convenient to choose
these varables as follow s:
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where
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The concrete choice of the rest 3n 10 variables ; (independent linear com binations of
the m om entum scalar products) is not inm portant for the present.

The vertex [J) is the elam ent of the system of Feynm an rules of the e ective theory
under consideration. Tt describes the contribution of a term in the Ham iltonian which is
constructed from n  eld operators.

Tt is clear that the finctions F, polynom ially depend on the variables [3); the poly-
nom ial coe cients are the com binations of coupling constants. It would be pram ature to
discuss the convergency conditions for the series of vertices w ith di erent num ber of deriva—
tives. O ur purpose is to obtain the wellde ned expressions for the S-m atrix elem ents of
the given order; to cbtain them one needs to take into acoount not only the vertices of the
type ), but also the contrbutions of all possible graphs w ith n Jegs. In what Dllowswe
would only take care about the correctness of the expressions that appear as the result of
In nite summ ation of graphs.

The contrdbution of the vertex [J) to the m atrix elem ent descrbing the process w ith
n extemal particles can be obtained by passing to themass shell ; = 0; 1= 1;:3n)
and m ultiplying by the relevant wave functions. Hence, those com binations of coupling
constants whith form the coe cients at nonzero powers of ; In the series for F,, do not



appear In the contribution of the corresponding pointlike vertex to the S-m atrix elem ent
In question. The sam e is true for the com binations of coupling constants which appear in
expressions forthose F, that are the coe cients at tensor structures (called asnonm inim al)
resulting In zero after passing to the m ass shell and muliplying by the relkvant wave
functions.

Tt is easy to understand that the discussion above is also relevant to the vertices w ith
arbitrary number of \bubbls" (sclfclosed lines) and \tadpoles" (a lne that starts in a
vertex and ends by one or several \bubbles"). W e treat such vertices as ponntlike.

Thus, after the vertex [J) is put on the m ass shell and m ultiplied by the relevant wave
functions, it takes the fom :

on shell

%
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Here the set of T® (@ = 1;u3M ) contains only m inin al tensor structures and does not
contain any nonm inin alones.

The line p, of the vertex V (o;; ::5pn) is called asm inim al, if the explicit form of the
expression [J) does not change its appearance when the k-th particle is put on itsm ass
shell = 0 and the vertex ismultiplied by the relevant wave function u (o).

W e callthe vertex V (o1; 5P, ) @asm inim al, ifall its Inesarem nim al. M nin al vertex
can always be presented in the form [{). F inally, we call the propagator of a particle w ith
massm and spin J asm inim al, if its num erator is jist a soin sum w ritten in a covariant
om (on the mass shell = m?!) and considered as a finction of Hur independent
com ponents ofm om entum * .

Each S-matrix graph of the e ective theory can be rewritten in temm s of m inim al
elem ents: vertices (ofdi erent orders) and propagators (see [L0]; the com plete proofw illbe
published later). Thism eans that the full set of essential param eters nclides only m asses
and those com binations of coupling constants which de ne the m Inin al param etrization
of the vertices of di erent orders®. Thus to cbtain the nite S-matrix it is su cient to
In pose only those nom alization prescriptions which are necessary to x the nite parts
of the m Inin al param eters. However the resuls of the papers [€], [/] show that this st
of prescriptions is also excessive. T he necessity to observe the bootstrap restrictions (see
below) results in the fact that only a part of m inim al param eters could be treated as
independent.

T he renom alization prescriptions should be only in posed on the set of independent
constants of the theory. This m eans that there are two (equivalent) m ethods to in pose
them . The rstmethod consists In  nding the explicit solution of bootstrap conditions®.
Follow Ing this m ethod one singles out the fi1ll sst of independent param eters and then

‘Tt is this point were our suggestion on the absence of m assless particles of higher (J > 1=2) spin
happens in portant.

5The explicit expressions of m nin al param eters in tem s of the coupling constants certainly depend
on the perturbation order.

6such a solution certainly exists: the exam ple is provided by conventionally renom alizable theories.



In poses the renom alization prescriptions for this very set. The second method is to
In pose an arbitrary set of prescriptions on all the m inin al param eters and then to use
the bootstrap equations as the binding lin itations on the possible structure ofthissst. W e
use the seocond m ethod (just because we cannot nd the explicit solution of the bootstrap
conditions); so we would like to discuss it in m ore detail.

T he renom alization prescriptions, irrespectively to their explicit form , should be sat-
is ed at every xed order. In particular this is true w ith respect to the lowest (treelevel)
order. This means that each relation between the m inim al param eters of zeroth order
(recall that In the fram ew ork of the renom alized perturbation theory this is the relation
between the physical values of the param eters!) should be treated as the relation between
the prescrijptions. In other words, if there exist som e connections between them Inin alpa—
ram eters of zeroth order (this is exactly the case n them athem atically reasonable e ective
theory) then one cannot in pose arbirary renom alization prescriptions. This statem ent
would be a triviality ifwe were discussing the restrictions due to som e symm etry (group)
Iim itations. But in the case of e ective theories these restrictions (pootstrap equations)
arise from the certain requirem ent of localizability, discussed in the follow Ing section.

3 Localizable e ective theories

In case of ordinary renomm alizable theory every term of the loop expansion of the S-—
m atrix based on the expression [Il) iswellde ned (the regularization is in plied). Notmuch
could be said about the convergency of this expansion, but this does not create a problem
at arbitrary nite order. T he situation is quite di erent In the case ofe ective theory. The
H am iltonian contains the term sw ith m any derivatives (ofarbitrary high degree and order)
hence the In nite power series appear in the expressions form atrix elam ents already at the
tree kevel. In other words, in this case the Ham iltonian is not a local operator, and one
has to exercise caution when working wih i. That iswhy In what follows we w ill 1in it
ourselves w ith the goecial class of e ective theordies.

W e willonly consider the Ham ittonians from the class of localizabk ones. O ne can in—
tuitively give an idea on localizability considering the sin ple exam ple from electrostatics.
T he iInteraction H am iltonian ofpoint charge w ith the extended charge is nonlocal. N ever-
theless, under certain conditions (well ssparated systam s) it can be localized (rew ritten in
the form ofa convergent In nite series of localterm s) w ith the help ofm ultipole expansion.

T he localizability requirem ents could bebrie y form ulated in the In plicit form . The ex—
plicit form ulation would take toom uch space but notm uch ilim nate thegeneralidea. The
m ain idea is suggested by the quasiparticle m ethod [l1] wellknown in the non-relativistic
quantum m echanics.

W e call the Ham itonian as localizabk if the tree—evel am plitudes fom ally obtained
from it could ke reproduced in the fram ework ofwellde ned tree approxim ation of a certain
extended e ective theory containing auxiliary elds that correspond to the partickes with
masses M ;), unstablk with respect to decays into the states of initial theory.



An Inportant note: in the mnstability condition
M 1 m + (6)

an all ketters denote the physicalparticle m asses, ie. them asses of asym ptotic states of the
Initial theory Ham iltonian (see [4]). The quantities M ; have the m eaning ofm ass param e-
ters ofthe extended H am iltonian. T hey de ne the position ofthe poles ofbare propagators.
T heir treatm ent, thus, depends on the renom alization schem e that isbeing used (s=e [12],
[L3]) . However the detailed study ofthis point lies beyond the scope ofthis paper. W e use
the term \m ass" in both senses, because this does not Jead to m isunderstanding.

The words \wellde ned" are to be understood in the sense that the fom al tree level
series of the extended theory should be summ able in allthe dom ains ofde nition. Besides,
the tree kevel series of the initial theory should converge at least n a analldomain D {
otherw ise, the com parison would happen im possble. In this dom ain the tree approxin a—
tions for all the am plitudes describing scattering and creation of stable particles in both
theories should coincide identically. In other words, In the sector of stable particles the
tree approxin ation of the extended theory is just the analytic continuation of the tree ap—
proxin ation of the niial theory. This is precisely the essence of the extension idea. The
condition [d) is necessary to ensure the coincidence of asym ptotic states in both theories.
In the extended theory the loop corrections lead to non-stability of the particles described
by auxiliary eldsand the asym ptotic space (the space of stable states) becom es the sam e
as that In the nitial theory. It iswell known (see [14]) that in the theory with unstable
particles the S-m atrix constructed In accordance w ith the form alFeynm an rules tums out
to be a uniary operator on the space of stable states.

Before transform ing this philological description of localizable theories into the de —
nite lin iations on the values of coupling constants we need to m ake several prelin nary
ram arks.

T he requirem ent of Jocalizability m irrors the naturalw ish to work w ith the series, each
term ofwhich is a well de ned finction of mom enta. And { by the very construction {
the general structure of [ll) provides a guarantee of covariance, causality, unitarity and
crossing sym m etry of the S-m atrix.

U p to present the only know n toolproducing the series w ith the desired structure is the
form alisn ofthe quantum eld theory w ith the H am iltonian containing the nite number
of local interaction tem s. It is essential that in this approach the tree level am plitude of
every process happens to be a rational function ofeach pairenergy (W ith allother variables

xed) . It iseasy to see that in the case of the theory containing an in  nite num ber of scalar
eds ; (1= 1;2;::) with massesm ; and the renom alizable type of Interaction

Hune= 95k 1 5 kT ikl i 5 k 17

no changes are needed in the general schem e of quantum theory. It is su cient that the

m atrices of coupling constants g4k, i1 and them assesm f satisfy the conditions ensuring
the convergence of series at every given order of loop expansion. W hen this condition is
applied, the treeJlevel am plitudes ofallprocesses (not only ofthose describing the scattering



and production of stable states) happen to be m erom orphic functions n each pair energy.
A side from this one should require (see [/], [LO]) that these functions are polynom ialky
bounded (In the sense of contour asym ptotics { see for exam ple [15]) at zero m om entum
transfer. T his condition isnecessary ifwe would like to construct the loop graphsby m eans
of closing the extemal lines In the corresoonding tree graphs, w thout being anxious about
the order of operations.

In principle, the situation in the initiale ective theory w illnot di er from that described
above ifthe analytically continued (from the postulated convergency dom ain D ) am plitudes
tum out to be polynom ially bounded m erom orphic fuinctions (not arbitrary; see below ) of
each pair energy. T he m erom orphy properties m ake us hope that these functions could be
reproduced in the fram ew ork ofthe extended e ective theory, containing the auxiliary elds
w ith suitable m asses. O foourse this isnot always possibl because not every m erom orphic
function could be obtamned as a tree kvel am plitude of som e hypothetical eld theory.
T hus the requirem ent of localizability is to be Interpreted as the conditions ofthe existence
ofextended e ective theory ofthem ost general form . The only lim itation isthat them ass
soectrum of this Jatter theory m ust satisfy the non-stability condition [@).

T he localizability requiram ent leads to certain conditions for the S-m atrix elem ents, we
callthem asthe analyticity conditions. The special term is used because we want to avoid
the necessity of stressing the form aldi erence between the H am iltonians of the extended
and initialtheories. T he extended theory is introduced Just because we have no toolallow ing
us to work keyond the fram es of D yson’s perturoation theory.

In principle, the restrictions on the coupling constants of the extended theory can
be transform ed Into the desired conditions of localizability restricting the possible st of
couplings In the initial H am iltonian. For this it is su cient to com pare the expansions of
the scattering am plitudes calculated In both theories in the domamn D .

4 A nalyticity conditions

First of all we need to consider the extended theory and fom ulate the analyticity
conditions. However, this problm is rather com plicated. Here we are going to take only
a rst step: we will om ulate the (hecessary) analyticity conditions for the am plitudes
of binary processes. This case is rehtively sim ple because the kinem atics is com pletely
described by two independent variables.

Tt is convenient to introduce three equivalent sets:

&; x) 7 x= (s;gu) ; (7)
where (s;t;u) stand for conventionalM andelstam varables and
s=t u; c=u Ss; .= s t: 8)

The treedevel am plitude M (s;t;u) of an arbitrary binary process w ith scalar particles
(the generalization forthe case ofarbitrary soinsdoesnot lead to any particulardi culties)



constructed In acocordance w ith Feynm an rules takes a form of the follow ng form al series:
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The summ ation should be carried out over all kinem atically allowed resonances R, M gy

stand for the corresponding resonance m asses) in each channel, and also (in the st sum)

over all fourparticle vertices. Tn tum, the num erators N, (s;t;u) take a form of (fom al,
maybe In nie) sum s

N, (s;5u) = * bi(;.{}isitjuk :
143k=0

Num erical m atrices a;;x and bl(;i are the functions of the coupling constants of the (ex—
tended) H am iltonian.

T he series {9) should be sum m able In order to m ake sense and to be used for construct—
ing the next orders of the loop expansion. T he result m ust be a m erom orphic function in
each oftheM andelstam variables. To provide the possibility of constructing loops and car-
rying out the renom alization procedure, this fiinction necessarily’ should be polynom ially
bounded n , at x = 0 and, by continuiy, In the an all vicinity of this value.

W ith the help ofde nitions {8), one can rew rite the form al serdes [@) in three di erent
form s:

s) i, X 9 (s) X )
M (sitju) = ; (s) o+ 3 3 ; (10)
=0 Rt ( M R ) st s Ru ( M R ) S s
) X (tu) (t) X (ts) (t)
M sigu) = 20 L+ > + > ;o an
=0 Ry M R ) t+ ¢ Rs ( 2M R ) t t
: X w@s) qq X @t oy
M (situ) = S b+ w w (12)
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Here stands for the sum of squares of the extermal particle m asses. T he right hand sides
ofthe expressions [10) { [[J) are w ritten In temm s of the natural coordinate system s in the
corresponding layers

Byfx2R;x 0; x2C; Jxi<1lg;x= (s;tbu): 13)

This form of notations is convenient for the constructive form ulating of the analyticity
conditions. N otice, that each pair of layers [I3) has a nonem pty intersection:

Ds=B:\ By ; D.=B, \Bs; D,= Bs\ Bt 14)

70 ne can convince hin self that this is the case when considering the Ioop graph as the integralof the
product of a tree graph by a relevant propagator. T he integral is to be taken at zero m om entum transfer
between the kgs that are being closed [10].



(brexampl, t;bu 0 D, etc.). Hence the summ ability conditions in every layer should
be adjusted In such a way that n the dom ain

R=B,[B:[ By 15)

they de ne the unigque m erom orphic function. The system of bootstrap equations is an
algebraic form of these m atching conditions.

Taking into acoount the quoted above general considerations we form ulate the analt—
icity conditions for the am plitudes of binary processes as follow £ 71, [0]. The tree Bvel
am plitudes m ust be m erom orphic functions in each pair energy s;y 2 C at arbitrary xed
value of the second independent variablke. In every hayer [[3), containing the zero value
hyperplane of one of the m om entum transfers x, they m ust ke poynom ially bounded func—
tons of the orresponding variabke . The bounding polynom ialdegree N m ay depend on
the quantum num kers characterizing the process.

T his form ulation of analyticity conditionsm ight seem unnecessarily com plicated, esoe-
cially, ifone takes into account that the dom ain [[3) isonly a part ofthe fiull com plex space
oftw o variables describbing the process. W e use it because of two reasons. F irst, the results
of the papers [0], [1] and [LO] show that it leads to reasonable physical consequences. Sec—
ond, even In the case under consideration (phary processes) the corresponding systam s of
bootstrap equations for them Inin alparam eters of the extended theory tum out to be very
com plicated. In this case an in prudent attem pt to form ulate m ore general requirem ents
w ithout su cient physical and m athem aticalm otivation could lead to inconsistency.

T he exam ples that we analyze in the follow ing sections illustrate the structure and tech-
niques of derivation of bootstrap equations. H owever, before starting their consideration
we would like to m ake a short review of the Cauchy form m ethod.

5 The Cauchy fom s

W e are golng to use the method (known from the complex analysis; see, eg., [13]),

w hich allow s one to present the polynom ialy bounded m erom orphic function ofone com plex

variable as a uniform ly converging series ofpol contributions (n what follow swe callsuch

representations as the Cauchy fom s or Cauchy expansions). The possibility to work in
the layer

Byfx2R;x2 @b);z2C; i< 1lg (16)

(not only in the plane x = oonst) is provided by the naturalm odi cation of the m ethod
(see €], [1]): all the coe cients are considered to be sn ooth (realanalytic) functions of
the param eter x.

F irst of allwe need to specify the de nition of the bounding polyncm ial degree | this
tums out to be in portant for the analysis ofe ective theories. W e suppose that the reader
is fam iliarw ith the notion ofthe system ofcontoursC,, that appear in the de nition ofthe

8Let usem phasize that here we only discuss the scalar am plitudes (the functions F @ n [@))



polynom ially bounded m erom oxphic finction of one com plex variable (see [15]). W hen we
work in the layer [T) we assum e the sm ooth dependence of this system on the param eter
x. The meromor c function f (x;z) de ned In the layer (Id) is called as polynom ially
bounded w ith the degree N  (or, sin ply N -bounded), ifN isthem inin al integer such that
forallx 2 (@;b)

JEZ(NXj?)J m !!1 0 : a7

22Cn

The Cauchy orm allow s one to present the N ounded in the Jayer [16) function £ (x;z)
as the uniform ly converging series of pole contributions. In the case, m ost nteresting for
our further purposes, when all the poles are sin ple and there isno pok at z= 0, i looks
as follow s: ( )

A R ,
foim= 0 + e 18)

=1 Z p].(X)

n=0

Herep; (x) and ry (x) stand for the position of i-th pol and the corresponding residue. The
poles are num bered such that

Pix)I Puwi1&)J:

T he correcting polynom ials hi(N ' x ;2), ensuring the convergence ofthe series look as follow s:

" #n
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Tt isnot di cult to show [[4], that ortheN bounded function f x;z), rporesented by
[I8) ;n the Jayer [18), certain \collapsing” conditions are valid: the correcting polynom ial
degrees of orderhigherthan N converge them sselves to the values of appropriate derivatives:

2 1
hin+x ®) = m!

=1

£8 79 (%;0) ; X 2 (@;b) k= 1;2;::: : (20)

So, ifin [[8) oneusessomeM > N instead ofN (thuseq.[[dholds), the C auchy expansion
is still correct but can be reduced to the one w ith N : the super uous degrees of correcting
polynom ials just cancel higher order term s in the st sum of {I8). These conditions help
us to puzzle out the system of bootstrap equations; the corresponding exam ple is given
below .

The form [[8) is them ain toolused in [1], [I0] to derive the bootstrap equations.

6 Bootstrap equations: a sim ple exam ple

Let us consider the sin ple exam pl to illum inate the general schem e discussed in the
previous sections. twillallow usto show explicitly how to obtain the bootstrap equations
for the param eters of a rational function of two variables, restricted by the corresponding

10



analyticity conditions. T his exam ple obtains an explicit solution and m akes the term nol-
Oogy m ore transparent.

C onsider the rational function oftwo com plex variables F (x;y). Let’s dam and (this is
an analog of analyticity requirem ents) that in the layer

Byfx2C;y2R;y2 ( ;+ )g (21)
it has the single polk (Ih x), and In the layer
Byfy2C;x2R;x2 ( ;+ )g (22)

{ also a sngk pok (in y). A sym ptotics is considered to be decreasing In each layer (in
temn s of section [H) this function is 0-bounded in each layer). The question that we are
trying to answer is: what is the structure of the set of the essential param eters describbing
this function?

In this case the essential param eters are Just the coe cients f ;5 of the expansion

® .
Fiy)=  fuxly) : (23)

i3=1

T he posaed above question can be phrased In a m ore concrete way: how m any independent
com binations can be xed arbitrarily and what are these com binations? O r, in temn s of
el theory: how m any Independent renom alization prescriptions is it necessary to In pose
In order to x the amplitude F (x;y) In the unique way, and what is the explicit form of
those prescriptions?
In the Jayer [2l) F (x;y) can be represented as follow s:

F x;y)= v ; ®;y)2 By : 24)
X v)

The finctions (y) and (y) are considered to be an ooth in the viciniy of the origin:

X , X .
) = el ) = iy @5)
=0 =0
By analogy, in the layer [22):
F xiy) = e ; x;y) 2 By ; (26)
y p&)

where % . % .

PK)= P ; rx)=  nx : @7

i=0 i=0
In the Intersection domain B, \ By, D, we cbtain:
r(x) V)

= ; 7Y) 2 Dy fx 2 o)y 2 it : 28
v p&) = ) x;y) yEx 2 ( )iy 2 ( )9 @8)

11



Substituting [PH) and P27A) into 28), we cbtain an in nite system of conditions on the
e clentsp ;L ki k:

Tiv1 0 Pl o= Ly i+ 1Po w10 = 17 TwiPs+1 = w1 41 = 0;1;:: 9)

This system provides an exam ple ofwhat is called in [/] as the bootstrap equations. O nce
solved, it pem is to express the param eters p;;r; In tem sof 5; ;. Ik also gives an answver
to the question if i is possble to carry out the analytic continuation from one layer to
another. This isan In nie system ofequationswith respectto 2 1 (fom alnotation!)
unknown param eters, which we need to reexpress the function F (x;y) in the layer [22)
in temn s of the param eters de ning it in the layer ZIl). In general, i is very di cul to

nd the solutions of such system s and even to show solvability. Fortunately, in this sinple
exam ple i tums out possbl to give the explicit form of the solution. This exercise is
really usefiil because it gives an idea of the \power" of bootstrap restrictions.

Afterwe rew rite [28) as

rx) Kk W= vy p&I]; 30)

take the derivatives @2

Xy;

and separate the variables, we cbtain:

r’(x) %ty)

PP ) Oy)

aj @31

w here prin esm ean the derivative w th respect to the corresponding variable, and a is the
Separation param eter. From [3]l) we cbtain

rix)=apx)+ b; y)=a )+ c; (32)

where b and ¢ { new constants. Finally, substituting [B2) into [30) and separating the
variables once m ore, we nd

o= S =¥
P c+ ax | b+ ay

33)

were d { another separation param eter. The formulae [33) together with [37), [24) and
[28) give the exhaustive solution to the problem in question (it is easy to check that the
exceptional cases provide us nothing). The in portant property of this solution is that
it contains only 4 arbitrary param eters! This m eans that the in nite system (29) only
tums out to be consistent if the function F (x;y) de ned in the layer {2]l) belongs to the
fourparam etric fam ily

ad+ bc .
d+ axy+ bx+ oy

F &jy)= (34)

This is the only case when there exists the analytic continuation of this function from B,
Into B, with the desired properties. It is clear that in this case this continuation is unique.

12



The direct analysis of the system [29) would Jead to the sam e conclusion. It tums
out possble In this sinpl exam plk. Unfortunately, the reqular m ethod of solving the
In nitedin ension algebraic system s is not know n, except several trivial cases.

W ith the help of [34), one can express the essential param eters

fiy = £y (@ibyc;d)

In tem s of \findam ental constants" (@;b;c;d). Then one can choose four arbitrary coe —
clents f, (= 1;2;3;4)°, that allow the inversion

a= al(f;a5f); i d=dE;anty) ;

and in pose arbitrary \renom alization conditions" for these four quantities. The renor-
m alization of all other essential param eters should respect the conditions [29).

Thus, now we can answer the question posed in the begihning of this section. To x
the am plitude F' (x;y) uniquely itissu cientto im pose four renom alization prescriptions

xing the \fiindam ental" constants a;b;c;d.

T his exam ple explains the prudence w ith w hich we have form ulated the analyticity con-—
ditions In section [). If, n addition to these conditions, one would in pose supplem entary
analyticity conditions (for exam ple, In the layer

Cyfy2C; x2R;x2 (1 1+ )g;

wih arbitrary number of pols and arbirary asym ptotic behavior in this layer) then,
except the ucky chance, he would 211 in a contradiction.

Tt is interesting to note that if we m odify the problem and dem and that the function
F (x;y) hasone polk In the layer B, as In the previous case, but is 1-bounded (in place of
O-bounded) in this layer, we would ocbtain a solution that depends also on 4 param eters.
T his solution, however, w ill be found am ong the exosptional cases.

7 Cauchy form s for the string am plitude

The exam ple, considered In section [@), was too sinple, and the method that was
applied to solve it could hardly be usefiill in the case ofe ective theories w here the num ber
ofpoles is n nite. In this section we w ill show how to cbtain the bootstrap conditions for
the function w ith in nite num ber ofpoles. Forthiswe use the techniques ofC auchy fom s.
O f course, we are not abl to show the explicit solution of those conditions. H owever,
we will show that even In the case when the function F (x;y) is given explicitly (ie. the
set of m Inim al param eters is known) the bootstrap conditions can be used as a source of
non-trivial relations connecting these param eters w ith each other. T his very property was
used in [4], [LO] to obtain the restrictions on the physical characteristics of pion—-kaon and
pion-nuclkon scattering processes.

°0 r four arbitrary com binations.
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A s an illustrative exam ple we have chosen the Euler B —-function (or, to bem ore preciss,
the socalled Lovelace am plitude [16], which di ers by a factor). This choice is explained
by several reasons'’ . F irst of all i is easy to follow the details of calculations, because all
the necessary identities are w idely known. Second, though there is known a great number
of summ ation formulae for Pochhamm er symbols, we cbtain (using a very sinple and
extrem ely elegant m ethod) an In nie sequence of dentities that could hardly be deduced
w ith the help of tradiionalm ethods. Third, Euler's B -function plays an In portant role
In dualm odels and In string theory (see [9]). That is why our choice is justi ed from the
physicalpoint ofview . F inally, the last argum ent In favor ofour choice isthat the num erical
test of the corresponding bootstrap relations allow s us to understand qualitatively the
structure of the criteria that are necessary to evaluate the rapidity of convergence. This
point becom es very In portant when one tries to com pare various theoretical predictions
(sum rules) wih the experim entaldata.

Let us consider the sim ple (string-lke) m odel for the scattering am plitude that is con—
structed { n accordance w ith idea ofVeneziano [L7] { out ofB -function w thout a tachyon:

11 G s G B
A (sit) = B (= si- = —2 . :
siv= (s B (2 Si t) (s b 35)

It has the follow Ing speci ¢ points yperplanes) m ;n = 0;1;2;::):
Zero hyperplanes: s+ t= n:

Polk hyperplanesin s (¢t xed, s+ t& m): s=

N =

+ n:

Pok hyperplanesin t (s xed, s+ t& m): t=

N =

+ n:

T hree serdes of am biguity points located at the intersections of the zero hyperplanes
w ith the hyperplanes ofpoles in any variable. T hey have the ©llow ing coordinates'! :

. . _ 2m +1 . _ 2n+ 1,
SeriesA** 1 5=+ 2+ ; t= +T+'
SeriesA* :s= +&*tl, = 2tl.
SeriesA *:s=

(m n):
(m n):

2 ! 2 7
2m +1 , _ 2n+1 ,
P A

Let us consider the behavior of the amplitude A (s;t) In the layers Byft 2 R; s 2
C; Bj< 1 gwih t®é k+ 1=2, were k { Integer. The only singularties of the am plitude
in such layers are the pols in varablk s.

N otice that, starting from som e n, there is always a zero between the two poles of
A (s;t). For the contours C,, on the com plex plane s we have chosen the system of circles
(W ith the center at the coordinate origin) passing through zeroes of the am plitude. Ik
could be shown that everyw here on this system of contours, except the narrow sector in
the vicinity ofthe realpositive axis, the am plitude A (s;t) has the R egge type asym ptotics.
( s%”) . In the vicinity of real axis the asym ptotics is controlled by the presence of zero.

%W e also discussed this fiinction in a slightly di erent context in [7], Sec. 4.
10ne can nd the corresponding plot in [7].
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In the tem inology of Sec.[d in the layers'?
Bft2 n 1=2;n+ 1=2); n= 0;1;:g

the am plitude A (s;t) is the n-bounded function of the com plex variabl s and of one real
param eter t.
In the layers

Beft2 (n 1=2; n+ 1=2); n= 1;2;:g

it has a decreasing asym ptotics.

Residues ofA (s;t) at the poles In s are the sam e In all the layers B, because the polk
positions do not depend on t. In the case when the point under consideration is not the
am biguity one, we have

© = G 96 9_ 12 4 Lig Ll 36)
o €S._ 4L = — (- — n — — ;

s=n+ 3 (s b n!?2 2 n! 01y
were t+ 2 stands for the socalled Pochham m er sym bol (shifted factorial).

2 @m+1)
For exam ple, ket us construct the Cauchy expansion ofA (s;t) when t2 ( 3=2; 1=2):
In this Jayer A (s;t) grows not faster then s° ; > 0, and there is no need in correcting
polynom ials. Here the Cauchy expansion looks as follow s:

b i (t+ %)(n+l)

1
_on! (s n 5)

A (s;D) = ; t2 ( 3=2; 1=2): (37)

n

N otidce, that because the asym ptotic becom es \softer" at large negative t, this expansion
is also valid at every t < 1=2 (exospt the values corresponding to the coordinates of
ambiguity pointst= @k + 1)=2 (k= 0;1;:::), where the expansion m akes no sense'®).

In the layerB. ft 2 ( 1=2;1=2)g the am plitude A (s;t) grow s slower than a lnear func-
tion of s, and thus in our C auchy expansion we have to acoount for the correcting polyno—
m ialsof 0 th degree. Thus we cbtain the follow ing expansion :

21 €+ 3 €+ Deavn
AED=A00+  — 2000 4 2800, 2 (1=2;1=2):  (39)
heon! s n 3 n+ 2

T he techniques of the Cauchy fom s allow s us to represent the m erom orphic function of
two ocom plex variables as a converging series of poke (in one variabl) contributions; the
convergence being uniform in both variables. This w ill give us a possibility to cbtain two
types of conditions on A (s;t) : the collapse conditions of super uous degrees of correcting
polynom ials (see [20)), and the bootstrap equations.

2 hen treating the exam ple w ith B —fiinction we use the natural shortened notations for the layers.
131n what ©llow s we do not m ention this condition.
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8 Collapse conditions and bootstrap
for Pochham m er sym bols.

The collapse conditions [20) on the regular part of the am plitude appear when we
pass from the layer where the am plitude has an Increasing asym ptotics to another one,
w here the asym ptotic regin e isweaker. The expansion [38) forA (s;t) in the Jayer B £t 2
( 1=2;1=2)g isalso valid or t < 1=2. W hen t crosses the boundary value t = 1=2,
corresoonding to the change of asym ptotic regin e, the serdes of correcting polynom ials can
be sum m ed independently:

NP <t+§>(?+1>': G B G _

n=0 n:On! n+§ ( t)

and the expansion [38) coincides with [37).

T he bootstrap equations arise naturally from the requirem ent that the Caucy ex-—
pansion In one varabl In som e layer should coincide w ith the expansion In the cross-
conugated variabl (ie. in the perpendicular layer) n the dom ain of Intersection of these
two layers. For exam ple, the expansion [38) is valid for the am plitude A (s;t) In the layer
B ft2 ( 1=2;1=2)g.A sin ilar expansion can be w ritten in the layerB ;fs 2 ( 1=2;1=2)g:

|

N =

1
A 0;9); t< 5 ;

b s s)
A (s;t) = A (s;0) + “()l+ “(z ; 39)
I T n+ 3
where , (s) ni, s+% (n+l).Thesetwo expansions should coincide in the square form ed

by the Intersection oftwo layers. Hence In thedomain (s 0;t 0) the ollow ing condition
must be valid:

% Lo |
o (s) L .o (s) , (© L (t)l A S;0)0+  (s;0):

1 1
n+ 3 heg S D5 Nt 3

A ©O;t)= A (3;0)+
n

N

n=20
40)
In som e vicinity of the point (0;0) the function (s;t) is analytic because the corre-
soonding series converge uniform ky; so it is com pletely determ ined by the coe cients of its
Taylor expansion at this point. Let us di erentiate both parts of the equation (40) with
respect to t:
@A(O;): @ (s;t); 6 0t 0):
Qt Qt
The left hand side of this equality only depends on one variabl t. This m eans that the
dependence of the right hand side on the second variabl is purely ctitious. So one can
assign to s any arbitrary value from thedomain s 0 to com pute the % :Thisallows
us to detem ine the reqular part of the am plitude up to one arbitrary constant A (0;0).
These considerations allow us to rewrite [A0) in the om of two conditions on the
regular part of the am plitude plus an In nite system of consistency conditions:
@A O;0 @ (siD

= 1_ 7 t 0 41
Qt Qt -0 ( ) @1)

16



@A (S;O): Q@ (s;9) .
@s as +o

s 0) 42)

@k+ p+2
W (CH 070 = 0; 8 k;p= 0;1;::: @43)
T he consistency conditions express the fact that, in som e vicinity of the point (0;0), the
derivative of (s;t) w ith respect to any varable does not depend on the cross-con jugated
variable.

N otice, that In this exam ple the full sym m etry between the variables s and t allow s us
to lim it our analysis of consistency conditions to the case k > p.

Such systeam s of conditions are called as bootstrap equations. T hey represent nontriv—
ial relations between the resonance param eters (pole positions and residue values) of the
function under consideration. In the present exam ple the pole position does not depend
on the crosschannel variabl. In this case the system ofbootstrap equations leads to an
In nite set of relations for the values of residues (P ochham m er sym bols).

For exam ple, ket us consider the identity for the Pochham m er sym bols, follow ing from
f3) withk = 1;p= 0:

( )
X (1) P 2 (12215P (s)
t n 37

= 0: (44)

143
n=0 n=0 (S n 2) s=0; =0

O ne can easily show , that the ollow ing equalities are valid forthe arbitrary order derivative
of the residue:

rn(p) t)= 0; > n+ 1);
E RS ', (€
r® ) = S P n(l) , ;i P n+1):
L 04=0 $=0 (5+ i + t):::(5+ L+ b
i (z }
1> dpu>dp

This allow s us to rew rite [44)) in the ollow ing way':

AN/ 00
IMVKY/ ©

8 9
2 <1 w1 QT R 1w k11 )+ ~ 0 @s)
not BF 3 _on! GF &) n:1§ i+ 37 gy-on! (%+j1)(%+j2)§
: —1) :

3> 3

One can observe, that already the st consistency condition provides us wih a highly
non-trivial identity for the Pochhamm er sym bols. T he subsequent conditions kad to even
m ore com plicated identities. These identities m irror the special properties of residues,
w hich ensure the existence of the solution of the bootstrap system . And we know it exist —
the solution is the Pochham m er sym bols them selves, that is why the relations above hold.
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9 Bootstrap system is overdeterm ined

Tt is evident that the systam ofbootstrap equations ism ost probably badly overdeter—
m Ined. And the question that arises Inm ediately is: how to pick out a full subsystem or
to tell what equations are evidently unnecessary (related)?

In addition to the systam ofbootstrap equations we have at our disposal the collapse
conditions of super uous correcting polynom ials n the layers w ith softer asym ptotic be-
havior. Now we will show how w ith the help of collapse conditions and bootstrap in one
layer it is possibl to obtain som e of the bootstrap conditions in another layer.

In the three intersecting layers: B .ft2 ( 1=2;1=2)qg,B.ft2 ( 3=2; 1=2)gand B fs2
( 3=2; 1=2)g the follow Ing C auchy-expansions for the am plitude A (s;t) are valid:

* 1, () 5 ()
A (s;v)= A O;0) + T+ T i B.ft2 ( 1=2;1=2)g; 4o)

n=0 n 2 n+ 2
X

A (s;t) = S B.ft2 ( 3=2; 1=2)g; 47)
n=0 n E
® n (S)

A (s;b) = — B.fs2 ( 3=2; 1=2)g: 48)
n=0 t n 2

W e dem and that the corresponding expansions In the intersection dom ains of each of
two layers B, wih the layer B should represent the sam e m erom orphic finction. This
allow s us to obtain the bootstrap conditions

b a (8) b 1, (©) @
A 0;0) = — T+ T 1 (8395 (s ;£ 0): (49
n=0 n E n=0 S n E n + 5
# a (8) X 5
0= — — 2 (8:0); s 1;t 1): (50)
n:Ot . 2 n=0 S n 2

U sing the sam e argum entation as In the previous section, we rew rite [49) as the system
of the ollow ing conditions:
AQOi= 1( L;

@k+ pt1l

e g (sit) =0; 8kjp=0;1;::::

s= 1; =0
The rst one of than gives the explicit expression for the regular part of the am plitude,
w hile the second m irrors the Independence of 1 (s;t) of the argum ent s.

The condition [BJ) could be rew ritten in the sim ilar fom :

@k+p

@sk@w

5 (s;0) = 0; 8 k;p= 0;1;::: (1)



The explicit expression for A (0;t), whith is valid in the vicinity oft = 0, could be
w ithout any cbstruction analytically continued to the dom ain of negative t, where the
corresponding serdes converge very well,

The expansion [d) isalso valid at t< 1. From the requirem ent that in this case it

2
should coincide with [47), we cbtain the collapse condition:

5 1

A 0;b) = i1 t< 5:
2

n=0

T his expression forthe reqularpart ofthe am plitude should coincide w ith the one cbtained
from [9) by the analytic continuation to the domam t< £ :Tn particular this m eans

2
that
2 on
1 1,9 = — (s 1;t 1):
n=10 n+ 2
A susual, ket us rew rite this as a condition on the coe cients of pow er series expansion in

the vicnity of s= 1; t= 1):

© oy = A0
e 1 ’ - 1
e = 1 n=0 n+ 2 = 1

U sing the explicit expression for ;, we cbtain:
( 1)
2 pl (1P LD * e o % £f ()

t n+ )P+t 1 n I n+i _,n+ 2

n=0 2 2 = 1 n 2 = 1

n=20

A fter collecting the sim ilar termm s one will nd out that this condition concides w ith (&)
forallpwhen k= 0.

T hus the exam pl of three Jayers strengthens our con dence that the system oconsisting
ofbootstrap equations and collapse conditions is overdeterm ned. A share of inform ation
about bootstrap in lower layers is contained in the bootstrap equations in upper layers and
also In the collapse conditions for transitions from upper to the lower layers.

10 N um erical test of the convergence rapidity

The num erical test of the convergence rapidity of the series [4H) could be of great
Interest. T his is because to check the theoretical predictions of the dualm odels one often
saturates the quite sin ilar to [H) identities (the so-called sum rules) with a nite number
of resonances.

Unfortunately the up-to-date Infom ation on the hadron spectrum is far from being
exhaustive (especially in the region M > 2 G&V ). Thism eans that only those sum rules
that converge su ciently rapidly could undergo the experin ental veri cation. That is
why i would be extram ely Instructive to leam how to pik these identities out of the
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In nite systam ofbootstrap and collapse conditions. In this section, by way of treating the
exam ple of the string am plitude discussed in the Sec.[], we suggest a possible approach to
this problem in the realistic situation.

Let us carry out the num erical test of the systam of identities for residues r;, (t) and
n (), obtained from the consistency conditions [43):

( ) ( )
(P e ! K e) (e DIEE Y ()

1 2 1yk+2
t n 3)PF s n )

n=0 =0 n=0
=0

wherek;p= 0;1::; k> p. The condiion k > p ordginates from the sym m etry of spectrum
In s and t.

F irst ofallwe need to de ne a quantiy that would allow usto characterize the precision
of saturation ofthe sum rule [B2) affer one takes into acoount the nite num ber of item s.
This could be done :n the standard way, but in the current exam ple the procedure of
calculation could be su ciently facilitated. However this point needs som e comm ents
because this isnot alwayspossible in the realistic situations encountered in the eld theory.

Tn the expression [BJ) we dealw ith the di erence of two absolutely convergent num er-
ical serdes. Taking into acoount the symm etry of spectrum , it looks natural to consider
the di erence of the contrbutions from the t— and s-channel poles at every step of the
com putation. For the few rst poles this contrdbution has the de nite sign (positive In
the case k > p) but, starting from som e number N, k;p), depending on k and p, the sign
of this di erence changes. T hus the convergence of this series to zero is provided by the
negative contrdbution of the Jarge num ber of distant poles. It com pensates gradually the
positive contribution ofthe rst few poles. A s the convergence characteristics we chose the
ratio:

SN)
Ss

where S (N ) is the discrepancy that ram ains affer one considers 2N poles N 1n the s-
channel and N In the t-channel), and S; { is the sum of all positive contributions (that
correspond to the nite number of initial tem s of the series of di erences)'*. W ith the
help of D we can describe the convergence rapidity of the series [B7).

Tt is su cient to consider a an all num ber of poles to reduce signi cantly the relative
discrepancy in the rapidly converging sum rules.

T he dependence of the relative discrepancy on the num ber of poles taken into acoount
orthree rst sum rules from the system (B2) is shown on the picture.

14Ofooursejton]ymakessense forN > N, .
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Thesum rulewih k= 2;p= 1 converges su ciently fast. A ffer one takes into acoount
100 st polest® the relative discrepancy equals approxin ately 8% (1% accuracy could
be attained after accounting for 700 pols). Thus from this condition we could cbtain a
su ciently good relation between the residues in the st 100 pols. The identities w ith
k= 1;p= 0and k = 2;p= 0 do not suite for this purpose. Sum rukwih k= 1;p= 0
converges much slower: the consideration of 3000 tem s gives 18% discrepancy; and to
reduce i to 9% , one neeads to take acocount of m ore than 22000 temm s. The sum rul with
k= 2;p= 0 converges even m ore slow ly.

The sum rulesw ith best convergence are thosewith p= k 1 at arge valuesofk. One
can expect that for lJarge k these sum rules would be saturated rapidly.

Tt should be taken into acoount that ¥ () = 0 orp > n+ 1, hence the rst poksdo
not contrdbute. T hus these sum rules could serve as a source of relatively precise relations
between the param eters of several resonances w ith n > p.

T he considered exam ple allow s one to understand in a qualitative way the m ain prop—
erties of the constructions arising from the bootstrap conditions. In the realistic situation
only the param eters of the few lightest resonances are known. The m ore astonishing is
that, as shown in [@], [1] and [L(Q], som e of the bootstrap restrictions are well saturated
by the available experim ental data and provide the theoretical explanation to som e phe-
nom enological relations. T his circum stance leads to the idea that the B -function gives a
reasonable description only for the \tail" of the resonance spectrum . T he param eters of
the low er states are govemed m ostly by the dynam ical properties such as chiral sym m etry.

11 Conclusion

15T each channel
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T he exam ples considered above show that the m ethod of C auchy fomm s is a usefiill tool
for deriving the relations between the param eters of the polynom ially bounded m erom or-
phic functions oftw o com plex variables. It iseasy to understand that, after the correspond-
Ing form ulation of the analyticity conditions, thism ethod could be in principle applied to
the case of m ore variabls. But the practical advantage of this approach to the study of
nelastic am plitudes could hardly be notable. Even in the case of the sin plest nelastic
process 2 ! 3 one neaeds 5 Independent variables. This leads to extram ely buky expres—
sions. The m ore powerfiil techniques is necessary that would allow us to com pactify the
notations.

T he case ofbinary processes is Interesting because i allow s one to cbtain the relations
between the spectrum param eters follow Ing from the correctness requirem ents of the per-
turbative schem e of the S-m atrix calculation. A s we already m entioned, m any of those
relations happen to be in excellent agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata. T his show sthat
even such a com plicated construction ase ective eld theory could be successiully applied
to the data analysis.
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