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B ootstrap equations in e�ective theories
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1 Introduction

Presently,there are known two di�erent approaches to the problem ofconstructing
ofa relativistic quantum theory suitable to describe the scattering processes. According
to the �rst{ canonical{ approach one hasto �x a �nite setof(fundam ental)�eldsand
theLagrangian thatsatis�escertain conditions(locality,herm iticity,sym m etry,renorm al-
izability,etc.). To obtain the quantum version,one has to carry out the procedure of
canonicalquantization. Thisallowsone to constructthe Fock space ofasym ptotic states
and to calculatetheGreen functionsand theS-m atrix.

The second approach (�rst suggested in papers [1]; we willcallit as the S-m atrix
approach)islessknown and practically wasnotdiscussed in literature(seehowever[2],[3]
and chapters2 { 5 ofthem onograph [4]).In thisapproach thestructureoftheFock space
ofasym ptotic statesispostulated initially. The �eld operatorsare constructed according
to the sym m etry propertiesofthe corresponding one-particle states. The Ham iltonian of
the system (builtoutofthese �elds)isalso postulated asthe operatorin the interaction
picture.

The elem ents ofthe S-m atrix are calculated according to Dyson form ula (f,i{ the
�naland initialstatesrespectively):

Sfi= hfjT
W
exp

8
<

:
�i

Z

H intdx

9
=

;
jii: (1)

Thesym bolT
W
in thisform ula denotesW ick’s(m anifestly covariant)T-product.Thenon-

covariantterm sin theHam iltonian and in propagatorsaretobediscarded (see[4]).In the
caseofe�ectivetheoriesonly discussed below thisdoesnotlead to any uncertainties.

Each of these two approaches has its advantages and shortcom ings. However, the
com parative analysis is not our goalhere. W e use the S-m atrix approach just because
the canonicalquantization ofthe theorieswith Lagrangianscontaining high (second and
higher)powersofthe�eld tim ederivativesistheproblem thesolution ofwhich ispresently
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unknown.Atthesam etim e,thee�ectivetheories,which arethem ain subjectofourstudy,
contain allthepowersof�rst(and higher)�eld derivativesby thevery construction.

W e use the slightly im proved version ofthe de�nition ofthe e�ective theory (origi-
nally given in [5]): the theory is called as e� ective ifthe corresponding Ham iltonian (in

the interaction picture) contains allthe localterm s consistentwith the requirem ents ofa

given algebraic sym m etry.In theoperatorsensethisconstruction isnotvery wellde�ned.
However,we are only interested in the S-m atrix elem ents calculated (only on the m ass
shell!) with the help ofthe expansion based on the form ula (1). In the papers[6],[7]it
wasshown thatforthose objectsitispossible to form ulate sim ple correctnessconditions
for the expressions calculated in the given order ofloop expansion. In the zeroth order
(treegraphs)ofthe renorm alized perturbation theory these conditionslead to reasonable
restrictionson thevaluesofphysicalparam etersofa theory.

The e�ective theories,by the very construction,show the property ofm ultiplicative
renorm alizability (in the case ofabsence ofanom alies). However,usually they are not
considered in the textbookson renorm alization theory (see forexam ple [8]). The reason
isthatto �x the physicalcontentofsuch a theory one needsto im pose an in�nite setof
renorm alization prescriptions(conditions).Itisabsolutely unrealisticifwehavenoguiding
principlelim iting thefreedom ofthisstep.Prelim inary resultsofourresearch (see[6],[7])
show thattheanalyticity-typerestrictionscould playtheroleofsuch aprinciple.M oreover,
they seem to be naturalfrom the point ofview ofcorrectness ofperturbative schem e.
Forexam ple,one could obtain the bootstrap conditions (widely discussed in connection
with dualm odels { see [9]) from the properly form ulated requirem ents ofm erom orphy
and polynom ialboundednessofthetree-levelam plitudesconstructed in thefram ework of
renorm alized perturbation theory.

In thispaperweillustratethetechniquesofderivation ofthebootstrap equationsfrom
thecondition thatthefunction oftwo com plex variablesism erom orphicand polynom ially
bounded in di�erentdom ains. However,before starting the analysis ofthe exam ples we
would like to outline the reasonswhy these conditions(autom atically ful�lled in conven-
tional�eld theories)turn outto befruitfulin thecaseofe�ectivetheory.Threefollowing
sectionsserve forthispurpose.

2 Prelim inary notes

Firstofallwerem ind them eaning ofsom enotionsand term sused below.W especify
the de�nitions given in [4]and introduce the notion ofm inim alparam etrization ofthe
e�ective theory. W e use these term sbecause they are suitable forthe work with on-shell
m atrix elem entsin term sofcom plex analysis.

Let usem phasize thatin whatfollows itis assum ed thatthe m asses ofthe particles
with spin J > 1=2 arenonzero.Thisassum ption ispurely a technicalone,butatpresent
we cannotproceed withoutit.Itdoesnotlead to any lim itationswhen we aredescribing
thestrong interaction ofhadrons.
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Allthe com binationsofcoupling constants thatdo notappearin the expressions for
the renorm alized S-m atrix elem entsofthe L-th orderin loop expansion are called asthe
redundantparam etersofthe orderL. These com binationscan appearin the expressions
forGreen functions,butthecorrespondingcontributionsprovetobeirrelevantafterrenor-
m alization,passing to them assshelland m ultiplying by thewavefunctions.Theexam ple
ofthe redundant param eter is given by the gauge �xing constant in the renorm alizable
vectorm odels.Anotherexam pleisthewave function renorm alization constant[4].

Alltheindependentcom binationsofcoupling constantsthatappearin theexpressions
forrenorm alized m atrix elem entsoftheL-th orderoftheloop expansion arecalled asthe
essentialparam etersoftheorderL.

Consider now the elem entary (pointlike) vertex with n legs carrying the m om enta
p1;p2;:::;pn.In general,itcan bewritten asfollows

V (p1;:::;pn)=
M + NX

a= 1

T
(a)
Fa ; (2)

where fT(a)g is the fullset ofindependent tensor structures (M ofthem being m inim al
and N { nonm inim al; see the de�nitions below),and Fa are the functions ofinvariant
kinem aticalvariables(the totalnum berofthose variablesisequalto 3 when n = 3 and
4n � 10 when n > 3;weareworking in D = 3+ 1 dim ensions).Itisconvenientto choose
thesevariablesasfollows:

[�;�]� [�1;:::;�n;�1;:::;�3n� 10]; (3)

where
�i� p

2

i � m
2

i : (4)

The concrete choice ofthe rest3n � 10 variables�i (independent linearcom binationsof
them om entum scalarproducts)isnotim portantforthepresent.

The vertex (2) isthe elem ent ofthe system ofFeynm an rules ofthe e�ective theory
underconsideration. Itdescribesthe contribution ofa term in the Ham iltonian which is
constructed from n �eld operators.

It is clear that the functions Fa polynom ially depend on the variables (3);the poly-
nom ialcoe�cientsare the com binationsofcoupling constants. Itwould be prem ature to
discusstheconvergency conditionsfortheseriesofverticeswith di�erentnum berofderiva-
tives. Ourpurpose isto obtain the well-de�ned expressionsforthe S-m atrix elem entsof
thegiven order;to obtain them oneneedsto takeinto accountnotonly theverticesofthe
type(2),butalso thecontributionsofallpossible graphswith n legs.In whatfollowswe
would only takecareaboutthecorrectnessoftheexpressionsthatappearastheresultof
in�nitesum m ation ofgraphs.

The contribution ofthe vertex (2)to the m atrix elem ent describing the processwith
n externalparticles can be obtained by passing to the m ass shell�i = 0; (i= 1;:::;n)
and m ultiplying by the relevant wave functions. Hence,those com binations ofcoupling
constantswhich form the coe�cientsatnonzero powersof� i in the seriesforFa,do not
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appearin the contribution ofthe corresponding pointlike vertex to the S-m atrix elem ent
in question.Thesam eistrueforthecom binationsofcoupling constantswhich appearin
expressionsforthoseFa thatarethecoe�cientsattensorstructures(called asnonm inim al)
resulting in zero after passing to the m ass shelland m ultiplying by the relevant wave
functions.

Itiseasy to understand thatthe discussion above isalso relevantto the verticeswith
arbitrary num ber of\bubbles" (self-closed lines) and \tadpoles" (a line that starts in a
vertex and endsby oneorseveral\bubbles").W etreatsuch verticesaspointlike.

Thus,afterthevertex (2)isputon them assshelland m ultiplied by therelevantwave
functions,ittakestheform :

V (p1;:::;pn)
on shell
�

MX

a= 1

T
(a)
Fa(� = 0;�): (5)

Here the setofT(a) (a = 1;:::;M )containsonly m inim altensorstructuresand doesnot
contain any nonm inim alones.

The line pk ofthe vertex V (p1;:::;pn)iscalled asm inim al,ifthe explicitform ofthe
expression (2)doesnotchange itsappearance when the k-th particle isputon itsm ass
shell�k = 0 and thevertex ism ultiplied by therelevantwavefunction u(pk).

W ecallthevertex V (p1;:::;pn)asm inim al,ifallitslinesarem inim al.M inim alvertex
can alwaysbepresented in theform (5).Finally,wecallthepropagatorofa particlewith
m assm and spin J asm inim al,ifitsnum eratorisjusta spin sum written in a covariant
form (on the m ass shellq2 = m 2!) and considered as a function offour independent
com ponentsofm om entum 4.

Each S-m atrix graph of the e�ective theory can be rewritten in term s of m inim al
elem ents:vertices(ofdi�erentorders)and propagators(see[10];thecom pleteproofwillbe
published later).Thism eansthatthefullsetofessentialparam etersincludesonly m asses
and those com binations ofcoupling constants which de�ne the m inim alparam etrization
ofthe vertices ofdi�erent orders5. Thus to obtain the �nite S-m atrix it is su�cient to
im pose only those norm alization prescriptions which are necessary to �x the �nite parts
ofthe m inim alparam eters. However the resultsofthe papers[6],[7]show thatthisset
ofprescriptionsisalso excessive. The necessity to observe the bootstrap restrictions(see
below) results in the fact that only a part ofm inim alparam eters could be treated as
independent.

The renorm alization prescriptions should be only im posed on the set ofindependent
constants ofthe theory. This m eans that there are two (equivalent) m ethods to im pose
them . The �rstm ethod consistsin �nding the explicitsolution ofbootstrap conditions6.
Following this m ethod one singles out the fullset ofindependentparam eters and then

4It is this point were our suggestion on the absence ofm assless particles ofhigher (J > 1=2) spin

happensim portant.
5The explicit expressionsofm inim alparam etersin term s ofthe coupling constants certainly depend

on the perturbation order.
6Such a solution certainly exists:the exam pleisprovided by conventionally renorm alizabletheories.
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im poses the renorm alization prescriptions for this very set. The second m ethod is to
im pose an arbitrary setofprescriptions on all the m inim alparam etersand then to use
thebootstrap equationsasthebindinglim itationson thepossiblestructureofthisset.W e
usethesecond m ethod (justbecausewecannot�nd theexplicitsolution ofthebootstrap
conditions);so wewould liketo discussitin m oredetail.

The renorm alization prescriptions,irrespectively to theirexplicitform ,should be sat-
is�ed atevery �xed order.In particularthisistruewith respectto thelowest(tree-level)
order. This m eans that each relation between the m inim alparam eters ofzeroth order
(recallthatin the fram ework ofthe renorm alized perturbation theory thisisthe relation
between thephysicalvaluesoftheparam eters!) should betreated astherelation between
theprescriptions.In otherwords,ifthereexistsom econnectionsbetween them inim alpa-
ram etersofzeroth order(thisisexactly thecasein them athem atically reasonablee�ective
theory)then one cannotim pose arbitrary renorm alization prescriptions. Thisstatem ent
would bea triviality ifwewere discussing therestrictionsdueto som e sym m etry (group)
lim itations. Butin the case ofe�ective theories these restrictions (bootstrap equations)
arisefrom thecertain requirem entoflocalizability,discussed in thefollowing section.

3 Localizable e�ective theories

In case ofordinary renorm alizable theory every term ofthe loop expansion ofthe S-
m atrixbased on theexpression (1)iswellde�ned (theregularization isim plied).Notm uch
could besaid abouttheconvergency ofthisexpansion,butthisdoesnotcreatea problem
atarbitrary �niteorder.Thesituation isquitedi�erentin thecaseofe�ectivetheory.The
Ham iltonian containstheterm swith m any derivatives(ofarbitrary high degreeand order)
hencethein�nitepowerseriesappearin theexpressionsform atrix elem entsalready atthe
tree level. In otherwords,in thiscase the Ham iltonian isnota localoperator,and one
hasto exercise caution when working with it. Thatiswhy in whatfollowswe willlim it
ourselveswith thespecialclassofe�ectivetheories.

W e willonly considertheHam iltoniansfrom theclassoflocalizableones.Onecan in-
tuitively givean idea on localizability considering thesim ple exam ple from electrostatics.
Theinteraction Ham iltonian ofpointchargewith theextended chargeisnonlocal.Never-
theless,undercertain conditions(wellseparated system s)itcan belocalized (rewritten in
theform ofaconvergentin�niteseriesoflocalterm s)with thehelp ofm ultipoleexpansion.

Thelocalizabilityrequirem entscould bebrie
yform ulated in theim plicitform .Theex-
plicitform ulationwould taketoom uch spacebutnotm uch illum inatethegeneralidea.The
m ain idea issuggested by thequasiparticlem ethod [11]wellknown in thenon-relativistic
quantum m echanics.

W e callthe Ham iltonian as localizable ifthe tree-levelam plitudes form ally obtained

from itcould bereproduced in thefram eworkofwellde� ned treeapproxim ation ofa certain

extended e� ective theory containing auxiliary � elds thatcorrespond to the particles (with

m assesM i),unstable with respectto decaysinto the statesofinitialtheory.
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An im portantnote:in theinstability condition

M i� m + � (6)

sm alllettersdenotethephysicalparticlem asses,i.e.them assesofasym ptoticstatesofthe
initialtheory Ham iltonian (see[4]).ThequantitiesM i havethem eaning ofm assparam e-
tersoftheextended Ham iltonian.Theyde�netheposition ofthepolesofbarepropagators.
Theirtreatm ent,thus,dependson therenorm alization schem ethatisbeing used (see[12],
[13]).Howeverthedetailed study ofthispointliesbeyond thescopeofthispaper.W euse
theterm \m ass" in both senses,becausethisdoesnotlead to m isunderstanding.

The words\wellde�ned" are to be understood in the sense thatthe form altree level
seriesoftheextended theory should besum m ablein allthedom ainsofde�nition.Besides,
the tree levelseries ofthe initialtheory should converge atleastin a sm alldom ain D {
otherwise,the com parison would happen im possible. In thisdom ain the tree approxim a-
tionsforallthe am plitudesdescribing scattering and creation ofstable particlesin both
theories should coincide identically. In other words,in the sector ofstable particles the
treeapproxim ation oftheextended theory isjusttheanalyticcontinuation ofthetreeap-
proxim ation ofthe initialtheory.Thisisprecisely theessence ofthe extension idea.The
condition (6)isnecessary to ensure thecoincidence ofasym ptotic statesin both theories.
In theextended theory theloop correctionslead to non-stability oftheparticlesdescribed
by auxiliary �eldsand theasym ptoticspace(thespaceofstablestates)becom esthesam e
asthatin the initialtheory. Itiswellknown (see [14])thatin the theory with unstable
particlestheS-m atrix constructed in accordancewith theform alFeynm an rulesturnsout
to bea unitary operatoron thespaceofstablestates.

Before transform ing this philologicaldescription oflocalizable theories into the de�-
nite lim itationson the valuesofcoupling constantswe need to m ake severalprelim inary
rem arks.

Therequirem entoflocalizability m irrorsthenaturalwish to work with theseries,each
term ofwhich isa wellde�ned function ofm om enta. And { by the very construction {
the generalstructure of(1) provides a guarantee ofcovariance,causality,unitarity and
crossing sym m etry oftheS-m atrix.

Up topresenttheonly known toolproducingtheserieswith thedesired structureisthe
form alism ofthequantum �eld theory with theHam iltonian containing the�nitenum ber
oflocalinteraction term s.Itisessentialthatin thisapproach the tree levelam plitude of
every processhappenstobearationalfunction ofeach pairenergy (with allothervariables
�xed).Itiseasy toseethatin thecaseofthetheorycontainingan in� nitenum berofscalar
�elds�i (i= 1;2;:::)with m assesm i and therenorm alizabletypeofinteraction

H int= gijk�i�j�k + �ijkl�i�j�k�l ;

no changesare needed in the generalschem e ofquantum theory. Itissu�cientthatthe
m atricesofcoupling constantsgijk,�ijkland them assesm 2

i satisfy theconditionsensuring
the convergence ofseriesatevery given orderofloop expansion. W hen thiscondition is
applied,thetree-levelam plitudesofallprocesses(notonlyofthosedescribingthescattering
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and production ofstablestates)happen to bem erom orphicfunctionsin each pairenergy.
Aside from this one should require (see [7],[10]) that these functions are polynom ially
bounded (in the sense ofcontourasym ptotics{ see forexam ple [15])atzero m om entum
transfer.Thiscondition isnecessary ifwewould liketoconstructtheloop graphsby m eans
ofclosing theexternallinesin thecorresponding treegraphs,withoutbeing anxiousabout
theorderofoperations.

Inprinciple,thesituationintheinitiale�ectivetheorywillnotdi�erfrom thatdescribed
aboveiftheanalyticallycontinued (from thepostulatedconvergencydom ainD )am plitudes
turn outto bepolynom ially bounded m erom orphicfunctions(notarbitrary;seebelow)of
each pairenergy.Them erom orphy propertiesm akeushopethatthesefunctionscould be
reproduced in thefram eworkoftheextended e�ectivetheory,containingtheauxiliary�elds
with suitablem asses.Ofcoursethisisnotalwayspossiblebecausenotevery m erom orphic
function could be obtained as a tree levelam plitude ofsom e hypothetical�eld theory.
Thustherequirem entoflocalizability istobeinterpreted astheconditionsoftheexistence
ofextended e�ectivetheory ofthem ostgeneralform .Theonly lim itation isthatthem ass
spectrum ofthislattertheory m ustsatisfy thenon-stability condition (6).

Thelocalizability requirem entleadstocertain conditionsfortheS-m atrixelem ents,we
callthem astheanalyticity conditions.Thespecialterm isused becausewewantto avoid
the necessity ofstressing the form aldi�erence between the Ham iltoniansofthe extended
and initialtheories.Theextended theoryisintroduced justbecausewehaveno toolallowing
usto work beyond the fram esofDyson’sperturbation theory.

In principle, the restrictions on the coupling constants ofthe extended theory can
be transform ed into the desired conditions oflocalizability restricting the possible setof
couplingsin theinitialHam iltonian.Forthisitissu�cientto com paretheexpansionsof
thescattering am plitudescalculated in both theoriesin thedom ain D .

4 A nalyticity conditions

First ofallwe need to consider the extended theory and form ulate the analyticity
conditions. However,thisproblem israthercom plicated. Here we are going to take only
a �rst step: we willform ulate the (necessary) analyticity conditions for the am plitudes
ofbinary processes. This case is relatively sim ple because the kinem atics is com pletely
described by two independentvariables.

Itisconvenientto introducethreeequivalentsets:

(x;�x); x = (s;t;u); (7)

where(s;t;u)stand forconventionalM andelstam variablesand

�s = t� u ; �t = u � s ; �u = s� t: (8)

Thetree-levelam plitudeM (s;t;u)ofan arbitrary binary processwith scalarparticles
(thegeneralization forthecaseofarbitraryspinsdoesnotlead toanyparticulardi�culties)
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constructed in accordancewith Feynm an rulestakesa form ofthefollowing form alseries:

M (s;t;u)=
1X

i;j;k= 0

aijks
i
t
j
u
k +

X

R s

N s(s;t;u)

s� M 2
R

+
X

R t

N t(s;t;u)

t� M 2
R

+
X

R u

N u(s;t;u)

u � M 2
R

: (9)

The sum m ation should be carried outoverallkinem atically allowed resonancesR x (M R

stand forthecorresponding resonancem asses)in each channel,and also (in the�rstsum )
overallfour-particle vertices. In turn,the num eratorsN x(s;t;u)take a form of(form al,
m aybein�nite)sum s

N x(s;t;u)=
1X

i;j;k= 0

b
(x)

ijks
i
t
j
u
k
:

Num ericalm atrices aijk and b
(x)

ijk are the functions ofthe coupling constants ofthe (ex-
tended)Ham iltonian.

Theseries(9)should besum m ablein ordertom akesenseand tobeused forconstruct-
ing thenextordersoftheloop expansion.Theresultm ustbea m erom orphic function in
each oftheM andelstam variables.Toprovidethepossibility ofconstructingloopsand car-
rying outtherenorm alization procedure,thisfunction necessarily7 should bepolynom ially
bounded in �x atx = 0 and,by continuity,in thesm allvicinity ofthisvalue.

W ith thehelp ofde�nitions(8),onecan rewritetheform alseries(9)in threedi�erent
form s:

M (s;t;u)=
1X

i= 0

�
(s)

i (s)�is +
X

R t

�(st)(s)

(� � 2M 2
R )� s+ �s

+
X

R u

�(su)(s)

(� � 2M 2
R )� s� �s

; (10)

M (s;t;u)=
1X

i= 0

�
(t)

i (t)�it+
X

R u

�(tu)(t)

(� � 2M 2
R )� t+ �t

+
X

R s

�(ts)(t)

(� � 2M 2
R )� t� �t

; (11)

M (s;t;u)=
1X

i= 0

�
(u)

i (u)�iu +
X

R s

�(us)(u)

(� � 2M 2
R)� u + �u

+
X

R t

�(ut)(u)

(� � 2M 2
R )� u � �u

: (12)

Here� standsforthesum ofsquaresoftheexternalparticlem asses.Therighthand sides
oftheexpressions(10){ (12)arewritten in term softhenaturalcoordinatesystem sin the
corresponding layers

B xfx 2 R ;x � 0;�x 2 C ;j�xj< 1 g ;x = (s;t;u): (13)

This form ofnotations is convenient for the constructive form ulating ofthe analyticity
conditions.Notice,thateach pairoflayers(13)hasa nonem pty intersection:

D s = B t\ B u ; D t= B u \ B s ; D u = B s \ B t (14)

7O ne can convincehim selfthatthisisthe case when considering the loop graph asthe integralofthe

productofa treegraph by a relevantpropagator.The integralisto be taken atzero m om entum transfer

between the legsthatarebeing closed [10].
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(forexam ple,t;u � 0 in D s,etc.).Hencethesum m ability conditionsin every layershould
beadjusted in such a way thatin thedom ain

R = B s [ B t[ B u (15)

they de�ne the unique m erom orphic function. The system ofbootstrap equations is an
algebraicform ofthesem atching conditions.

Taking into accountthequoted abovegeneralconsiderationsweform ulatetheanalyt-
icity conditionsforthe am plitudesofbinary processesasfollows8 [7],[10]. The tree level
am plitudes m ustbe m erom orphic functions in each pair energy sij 2 C atarbitrary � xed

value ofthe second independentvariable. In every layer (13),containing the zero value

hyperplane ofone ofthe m om entum transfersx,they m ustbe polynom ially bounded func-

tionsofthe corresponding variable �x.The bounding polynom ialdegree N m ay depend on

the quantum num berscharacterizing the process.

Thisform ulation ofanalyticity conditionsm ightseem unnecessarily com plicated,espe-
cially,ifonetakesintoaccountthatthedom ain (15)isonlyapartofthefullcom plex space
oftwo variablesdescribing theprocess.W euseitbecauseoftworeasons.First,theresults
ofthepapers[6],[7]and [10]show thatitleadsto reasonablephysicalconsequences.Sec-
ond,even in thecaseunderconsideration (binary processes)thecorresponding system sof
bootstrap equationsforthem inim alparam etersoftheextended theory turn outtobevery
com plicated. In thiscase an im prudentattem ptto form ulate m ore generalrequirem ents
withoutsu�cientphysicaland m athem aticalm otivation could lead to inconsistency.

Theexam plesthatweanalyzein thefollowingsectionsillustratethestructureand tech-
niquesofderivation ofbootstrap equations. However,before starting theirconsideration
wewould liketo m akea shortreview oftheCauchy form m ethod.

5 T he C auchy form s

W e are going to use the m ethod (known from the com plex analysis;see,e.g.,[15]),
which allowsonetopresentthepolynom ialyboundedm erom orphicfunction ofonecom plex
variableasauniform ly converging seriesofpolecontributions(in whatfollowswecallsuch
representations as the Cauchy form s orCauchy expansions). The possibility to work in
thelayer

B xfx 2 R ;x 2 (a;b);z2 C ;jzj< 1 g (16)

(notonly in the plane x = const)isprovided by the naturalm odi�cation ofthe m ethod
(see [6],[7]): allthe coe�cients are considered to be sm ooth (real-analytic)functionsof
theparam eterx.

Firstofallweneed to specify thede�nition ofthebounding polynom ialdegree| this
turnsouttobeim portantfortheanalysisofe�ectivetheories.W esupposethatthereader
isfam iliarwith thenotion ofthesystem ofcontoursCn,thatappearin thede�nition ofthe

8Letusem phasizethathereweonly discussthe scalaram plitudes(the functionsF (a) in (5))
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polynom ially bounded m erom orphicfunction ofonecom plex variable(see[15]).W hen we
work in thelayer(16)weassum ethesm ooth dependenceofthissystem on theparam eter
x. The m erom or�c function f(x;z) de�ned in the layer (16) is called as polynom ially
bounded with thedegreeN (or,sim ply N -bounded),ifN isthem inim alintegersuch that
forallx 2 (a;b)

jf(x;z)j

zN + 1

�
�
�
�
�
z2C m

m ! 1

�! 0 : (17)

TheCauchy form allowsonetopresenttheN -bounded in thelayer(16)function f(x;z)
asthe uniform ly converging seriesofpole contributions. In the case,m ostinteresting for
ourfurtherpurposes,when allthepolesaresim ple and thereisno poleatz = 0,itlooks
asfollows:

f(x;z)=
NX

n= 0

1

n!
f
(n)(x;0)zn +

1X

i= 1

(
ri(x)

z� pi(x)
� h

(N )

i (x;z)

)

: (18)

Herepi(x)and ri(x)stand fortheposition ofi-th poleand thecorresponding residue.The
polesarenum bered such that

jpi(x)j� jpi+ 1(x)j:

Thecorrectingpolynom ialsh(N )

i (x;z),ensuringtheconvergenceoftheserieslookasfollows:

h
(N )

i (x;z)� �
ri(x)

pi(x)

NX

n= 0

"
z

pi(x)

#n

�

NX

n= 0

hi;n(x)z
n
: (19)

Itisnotdi�cultto show [7],thatfortheN �bounded function f(x;z),represented by
(18)in thelayer(16),certain \collapsing" conditionsarevalid:thecorrecting polynom ial
degreesoforderhigherthan N convergethem selvestothevaluesofappropriatederivatives:

1X

i= 1

hi;N + k(x)=
1

(N + k)!
f
(N + k)(x;0); x 2 (a;b) k = 1;2;:::: (20)

So,ifin (18)oneusessom eM > N instead ofN (thuseq.17holds),theCauchy expansion
isstillcorrectbutcan bereduced to theonewith N :thesuper
uousdegreesofcorrecting
polynom ialsjustcancelhigherorderterm sin the�rstsum of(18).These conditionshelp
us to puzzle out the system ofbootstrap equations;the corresponding exam ple is given
below.

Theform (18)isthem ain toolused in [7],[10]to derivethebootstrap equations.

6 B ootstrap equations: a sim ple exam ple

Letusconsiderthe sim ple exam ple to illum inate the generalschem e discussed in the
previoussections.Itwillallow ustoshow explicitly how toobtain thebootstrap equations
fortheparam etersofa rationalfunction oftwo variables,restricted by thecorresponding

10



analyticity conditions.Thisexam pleobtainsan explicitsolution and m akestheterm inol-
ogy m oretransparent.

Considertherationalfunction oftwo com plex variablesF(x;y).Let’sdem and (thisis
an analog ofanalyticity requirem ents)thatin thelayer

B yfx 2 C ;y 2 R ;y 2 (��;+�)g (21)

ithasthesinglepole(in x),and in thelayer

B xfy 2 C ;x 2 R ;x 2 (��;+�)g (22)

{ also a single pole (in y). Asym ptotics isconsidered to be decreasing in each layer (in
term sofsection (5)thisfunction is0-bounded in each layer). The question thatwe are
trying to answeris:whatisthestructureofthesetoftheessentialparam etersdescribing
thisfunction?

In thiscasetheessentialparam etersarejustthecoe�cientsf ij oftheexpansion

F(x;y)=
1X

i;j= 1

fijx
i
y
j
: (23)

Theposed abovequestion can bephrased in a m oreconcreteway:how m any independent
com binationscan be �xed arbitrarily and whatare these com binations? Or,in term sof
�eld theory:how m any independentrenorm alization prescriptionsisitnecessary toim pose
in orderto �x the am plitude F(x;y)in the unique way,and whatisthe explicitform of
thoseprescriptions?

In thelayer(21)F(x;y)can berepresented asfollows:

F(x;y)=
�(y)

x � �(y)
; (x;y)2 B y : (24)

Thefunctions�(y)and �(y)areconsidered to besm ooth in thevicinity oftheorigin:

�(y)=
X

i= 0

�iy
i
; �(y)=

X

i= 0

�iy
i
: (25)

By analogy,in thelayer(22):

F(x;y)=
r(x)

y� p(x)
; (x;y)2 B x ; (26)

where
p(x)=

X

i= 0

pix
i
; r(x)=

X

i= 0

rix
i
: (27)

In theintersection dom ain B x \ B y � D xy weobtain:

r(x)

y� p(x)
=

�(y)

x� �(y)
; (x;y)2 D xyfx 2 (��;+�);y 2 (��;+�)g : (28)
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Substituting (25) and (27) into (28),we obtain an in�nite system ofconditions on the
coe�cientsp k;rk;�k;�k:

ri+ 1�0 � pi+ 1�0 = ri; �i+ 1p0 � �i+ 1r0 = �i; ri+ 1pj+ 1 = �i+ 1�j+ 1 i;j= 0;1;::: (29)

Thissystem providesan exam pleofwhatiscalled in [7]asthebootstrap equations.Once
solved,itperm itsto expresstheparam eterspi;ri in term sof�i;�i.Italso givesan answer
to the question ifit is possible to carry out the analytic continuation from one layer to
another.Thisisan in�nite system ofequationswith respectto 2� 1 (form alnotation!)
unknown param eters,which we need to reexpress the function F(x;y)in the layer (22)
in term softhe param etersde�ning itin the layer(21). In general,itisvery di�cultto
�nd thesolutionsofsuch system sand even to show solvability.Fortunately,in thissim ple
exam ple it turns out possible to give the explicit form ofthe solution. This exercise is
really usefulbecauseitgivesan idea ofthe\power" ofbootstrap restrictions.

Afterwerewrite(28)as

r(x)[x� �(y)]= �(y)[y� p(x)] ; (30)

takethederivatives@2xy;and separatethevariables,weobtain:

r0(x)

p0(x)
=
�0(y)

�0(y)
� a ; (31)

whereprim esm ean thederivativewith respectto thecorresponding variable,and a isthe
separation param eter.From (31)weobtain

r(x)= ap(x)+ b; �(y)= a�(y)+ c; (32)

where b and c { new constants. Finally,substituting (32) into (30) and separating the
variablesoncem ore,we�nd

p(x)=
d� bx

c+ ax
; �(y)=

d� cy

b+ ay
; (33)

were d { anotherseparation param eter. The form ulae (33)togetherwith (32),(24)and
(26)give the exhaustive solution to the problem in question (itiseasy to check thatthe
exceptionalcases provide us nothing). The im portant property ofthis solution is that
it contains only 4 arbitrary param eters! This m eans that the in�nite system (29) only
turnsoutto be consistentifthe function F(x;y)de�ned in the layer(21)belongsto the
four-param etricfam ily

F(x;y)=
ad+ bc

�d+ axy+ bx + cy
: (34)

Thisistheonly casewhen thereexiststheanalyticcontinuation ofthisfunction from B y

into B x with thedesired properties.Itisclearthatin thiscasethiscontinuation isunique.

12



The direct analysis ofthe system (29) would lead to the sam e conclusion. It turns
out possible in this sim ple exam ple. Unfortunately,the regular m ethod ofsolving the
in�nite-dim ension algebraicsystem sisnotknown,exceptseveraltrivialcases.

W ith thehelp of(34),onecan expresstheessentialparam eters

fij = fij(a;b;c;d)

in term sof\fundam entalconstants" (a;b;c;d).Then onecan choosefourarbitrary coe�-
cientsfk (k = 1;2;3;4)9,thatallow theinversion

a = a(f1;:::;f4); :::; d = d(f1;:::;f4);

and im pose arbitrary \renorm alization conditions" forthese four quantities. The renor-
m alization ofallotheressentialparam etersshould respecttheconditions(29).

Thus,now we can answerthe question posed in the beginning ofthissection. To � x
theam plitudeF(x;y)uniquely itissu� cientto im posefourrenorm alization prescriptions

� xing the \fundam ental" constantsa;b;c;d.
Thisexam pleexplainstheprudencewith which wehaveform ulated theanalyticity con-

ditionsin section (4).If,in addition to theseconditions,onewould im posesupplem entary
analyticity conditions(forexam ple,in thelayer

Cxfy 2 C ;x 2 R ;x 2 (1� �;1+ �)g ;

with arbitrary num ber ofpoles and arbitrary asym ptotic behavior in this layer) then,
exceptthelucky chance,hewould fallin a contradiction.

Itisinteresting to note thatifwe m odify the problem and dem and thatthe function
F(x;y)hasonepolein thelayerB x,asin thepreviouscase,butis1-bounded (in placeof
0-bounded)in thislayer,we would obtain a solution thatdependsalso on 4 param eters.
Thissolution,however,willbefound am ong theexceptionalcases.

7 C auchy form s for the string am plitude

The exam ple, considered in section (6), was too sim ple, and the m ethod that was
applied to solveitcould hardly beusefulin thecaseofe�ectivetheorieswherethenum ber
ofpolesisin�nite.In thissection wewillshow how to obtain thebootstrap conditionsfor
thefunction with in�nitenum berofpoles.ForthisweusethetechniquesofCauchy form s.
Ofcourse,we are not able to show the explicit solution ofthose conditions. However,
we willshow thateven in the case when the function F(x;y)isgiven explicitly (i.e. the
setofm inim alparam etersisknown)the bootstrap conditionscan be used asa source of
non-trivialrelationsconnecting theseparam eterswith each other.Thisvery property was
used in [7],[10]to obtain therestrictionson thephysicalcharacteristicsofpion-kaon and
pion-nucleon scattering processes.

9O rfourarbitrary com binations.
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Asan illustrativeexam plewehavechosen theEulerB -function (or,tobem oreprecise,
the so-called Lovelace am plitude [16],which di�ersby a factor). Thischoice isexplained
by severalreasons10.Firstofallitiseasy to follow thedetailsofcalculations,becauseall
thenecessary identitiesarewidely known.Second,though thereisknown a greatnum ber
ofsum m ation form ulae for Pochham m er sym bols, we obtain (using a very sim ple and
extrem ely elegantm ethod)an in�nitesequenceofidentitiesthatcould hardly bededuced
with the help oftraditionalm ethods. Third,Euler’sB -function playsan im portantrole
in dualm odelsand in string theory (see [9]).Thatiswhy ourchoice isjusti�ed from the
physicalpointofview.Finally,thelastargum entinfavorofourchoiceisthatthenum erical
test ofthe corresponding bootstrap relations allows us to understand qualitatively the
structure ofthe criteria thatare necessary to evaluate the rapidity ofconvergence. This
pointbecom esvery im portantwhen one triesto com pare varioustheoreticalpredictions
(sum rules)with theexperim entaldata.

Letusconsiderthesim ple(string-like)m odelforthescattering am plitudethatiscon-
structed {in accordancewith ideaofVeneziano[17]{outofB -function withoutatachyon:

A(s;t)= (�s� t)B (
1

2
� s;

1

2
� t)=

�(1
2
� s)�(1

2
� t)

�(�s� t)
: (35)

Ithasthefollowing speci�cpoints(hyperplanes)(m ;n = 0;1;2;:::):

� Zero hyperplanes:s+ t= n:

� Polehyperplanesin s (t�xed,s+ t6= m ):s= 1

2
+ n:

� Polehyperplanesin t(s �xed,s+ t6= m ):t= 1

2
+ n:

� Threeseriesofam biguity pointslocated attheintersectionsofthezero hyperplanes
with thehyperplanesofpolesin any variable.They havethefollowing coordinates11:
SeriesA + + :s= + 2m + 1

2
;t= + 2n+ 1

2
:

SeriesA + � :s= + 2m + 1

2
;t= � 2n+ 1

2
; (m � n):

SeriesA � + :s= � 2m + 1

2
;t= + 2n+ 1

2
; (m � n):

Let us consider the behavior ofthe am plitude A(s;t) in the layers B tft 2 R ; s 2

C ; jsj< 1 g with t6= k + 1=2,were k { integer. The only singularitiesofthe am plitude
in such layersarethepolesin variables.

Notice that,starting from som e n,there is always a zero between the two poles of
A(s;t).Forthe contoursCn on the com plex plane s we have chosen the system ofcircles
(with the center at the coordinate origin) passing through zeroes ofthe am plitude. It
could be shown thateverywhere on thissystem ofcontours,exceptthe narrow sectorin
thevicinity oftherealpositiveaxis,theam plitudeA(s;t)hastheReggetypeasym ptotics.
(� s

1

2
+ t).In thevicinity ofrealaxistheasym ptoticsiscontrolled by thepresenceofzero.

10W e also discussed thisfunction in a slightly di�erentcontextin [7],Sec.4.
11O ne can �nd the corresponding plotin [7].
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In theterm inology ofSec.5 in thelayers12

B tft2 (n � 1=2;n + 1=2); n = 0;1;:::g

theam plitudeA(s;t)isthen-bounded function ofthecom plex variables and ofonereal
param etert.

In thelayers

B tft2 (�n � 1=2;�n + 1=2); n = 1;2;:::g

ithasa decreasing asym ptotics.
ResiduesofA(s;t)atthepolesin s arethesam ein allthelayersB t,becausethepole

positionsdo notdepend on t. In the case when the pointunderconsideration isnotthe
am biguity one,wehave

rn(t)� Ress= n+ 1

2

�(1
2
� s)�(1

2
� t)

�(�s� t)
=

1

n!
(
1

2
+ t)� � � (

1

2
+ t+ n)�

1

n!

�

t+
1

2

�

(n+ 1)

; (36)

were
�
t+ 1

2

�

(n+ 1)
standsfortheso-called Pochham m ersym bol(shifted factorial).

Forexam ple,letusconstructtheCauchy expansion ofA(s;t)when t2 (�3=2;�1=2):
In thislayerA(s;t)growsnotfasterthen s0� �; � > 0,and there isno need in correcting
polynom ials.HeretheCauchy expansion looksasfollows:

A(s;t)=
1X

n= 0

1

n!

(t+ 1

2
)(n+ 1)

(s� n � 1

2
)
; t2 (�3=2;�1=2): (37)

Notice,thatbecause the asym ptotic becom es\softer" atlarge negative t,thisexpansion
is also valid at every t < �1=2 (except the values corresponding to the coordinates of
am biguity pointst= �(2k+ 1)=2 (k = 0;1;:::),wheretheexpansion m akesno sense13).

In thelayerB tft2 (�1=2;1=2)g theam plitudeA(s;t)growsslowerthan a linearfunc-
tion ofs,and thusin ourCauchy expansion wehaveto accountforthecorrecting polyno-
m ialsof0�th degree.Thusweobtain thefollowing expansion:

A(s;t)= A(0;t)+
1X

n= 0

1

n!

 
(t+ 1

2
)(n+ 1)

s� n � 1

2

+
(t+ 1

2
)(n+ 1)

n + 1

2

!

; t2 (�1=2;1=2): (38)

The techniques ofthe Cauchy form sallowsusto represent the m erom orphic function of
two com plex variables as a converging series ofpole (in one variable) contributions;the
convergence being uniform in both variables.Thiswillgive usa possibility to obtain two
typesofconditionson A(s;t):thecollapse conditionsofsuper
uousdegreesofcorrecting
polynom ials(see(20)),and thebootstrap equations.

12W hen treating the exam ple with B -function weusethe naturalshortened notationsforthe layers.
13In whatfollowswe do notm ention thiscondition.
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8 C ollapse conditions and bootstrap

for Pochham m er sym bols.

The collapse conditions (20) on the regular part ofthe am plitude appear when we
pass from the layer where the am plitude has an increasing asym ptotics to another one,
wheretheasym ptoticregim eisweaker.Theexpansion (38)forA(s;t)in thelayerB tft2

(�1=2;1=2)g is also valid for t< �1=2. W hen tcrosses the boundary value t= �1=2,
corresponding tothechangeofasym ptoticregim e,theseriesofcorrecting polynom ialscan
besum m ed independently:

1X

n= 0

h
[0]

n (t)=
1X

n= 0

1

n!

 
(t+ 1

2
)(n+ 1)

n + 1

2

!

= �
�(1

2
� t)�(1

2
)

�(�t)
= �A(0;t); t< �

1

2
;

and theexpansion (38)coincideswith (37).
The bootstrap equations arise naturally from the requirem ent that the Cauchy ex-

pansion in one variable in som e layer should coincide with the expansion in the cross-
conjugated variable(i.e.in theperpendicularlayer)in thedom ain ofintersection ofthese
two layers.Forexam ple,theexpansion (38)isvalid fortheam plitudeA(s;t)in thelayer
B tft2 (�1=2;1=2)g.A sim ilarexpansion can bewritten in thelayerB sfs2 (�1=2;1=2)g:

A(s;t)= A(s;0)+
1X

n= 0

 
�n(s)

t� n � 1

2

+
�n(s)

n + 1

2

!

; (39)

where�n(s)�
1

n!

�
s+ 1

2

�

(n+ 1)
.These two expansionsshould coincidein thesquareform ed

bytheintersection oftwolayers.Hencein thedom ain (s� 0;t� 0)thefollowingcondition
m ustbevalid:

A(0;t)= A(s;0)+
1X

n= 0

 
�n(s)

t� n � 1

2

+
�n(s)

n + 1

2

!

�

1X

n= 0

 
rn(t)

s� n � 1

2

+
rn(t)

n + 1

2

!

� A(s;0)+ 	(s;t):

(40)
In som e vicinity ofthe point(0;0)the function 	(s;t)isanalytic because the corre-

sponding seriesconvergeuniform ly;so itiscom pletely determ ined by thecoe�cientsofits
Taylorexpansion atthispoint. Letusdi�erentiate both partsofthe equation (40)with
respectto t:

@A(0;t)

@t
=
@	(s;t)

@t
; (s� 0;t� 0):

The lefthand side ofthisequality only depends on one variable t. Thism eansthatthe
dependence ofthe righthand side on the second variable ispurely �ctitious. So one can
assign to s any arbitrary valuefrom thedom ain s� 0 to com putethe @	 (s;t)

@t
:Thisallows

usto determ ine theregularpartoftheam plitudeup to onearbitrary constantA(0;0).
These considerations allow us to rewrite (40) in the form oftwo conditions on the

regularpartoftheam plitudeplusan in�nitesystem ofconsistency conditions:

@A(0;t)

@t
=
@	(s;t)

@t
j
s= 0

; (t� 0) (41)

16



@A(s;0)

@s
= �

@	(s;t)

@s
j
t= 0

; (s� 0) (42)

@k+ p+ 2

@sk+ 1@tp+ 1
	(s;t)j

s= 0;t= 0
= 0; 8 k;p= 0;1;:::: (43)

The consistency conditionsexpressthe factthat,in som e vicinity ofthe point(0;0),the
derivativeof	(s;t)with respectto any variabledoesnotdepend on thecross-conjugated
variable.

Notice,thatin thisexam plethefullsym m etry between thevariablessand tallowsus
to lim itouranalysisofconsistency conditionsto thecasek > p.

Such system sofconditionsarecalled asbootstrap equations.They representnontriv-
ialrelationsbetween the resonance param eters(pole positionsand residue values)ofthe
function underconsideration. In the present exam ple the pole position doesnotdepend
on the cross-channelvariable. In thiscase the system ofbootstrap equationsleadsto an
in�nitesetofrelationsforthevaluesofresidues(Pochham m ersym bols).

Forexam ple,letusconsidertheidentity forthePochham m ersym bols,following from
(43)with k = 1;p= 0:

(
1X

n= 0

(�1)�(2)n (s)

(t� n � 1

2
)2
�

1X

n= 0

(�1)2 2!r(1)n (s)

(s� n � 1

2
)3

)

s= 0;t= 0

= 0: (44)

Onecan easilyshow,thatthefollowingequalitiesarevalid forthearbitraryorderderivative
oftheresidue:

r
(p)
n (t)= 0; (p> n + 1);

r
(p)
n (t)=

nX

i1= 0

i1� 1X

i2= 0

::::

ip� 1� 1X

ip= 0
| {z }

i1> i2:::> ip

p!rn(t)

(1
2
+ i1 + t):::(1

2
+ ip + t)

; (p� n + 1):

Thisallowsusto rewrite(44)in thefollowing way:

1X

n= 0

8
<

:

1

(n + 1

2
)3

nX

i1= 0

1

n!

(1
2
)(n+ 1)

(1
2
+ i1)

9
=

;
�

1X

n= 1

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

1

(n + 1

2
)2

nX

j1= 0

j1� 1X

j2= 0
| {z }
j1> j2

1

n!

(1
2
)(n+ 1)

(1
2
+ j1)(

1

2
+ j2)

9
>>>>>=

>>>>>;

= 0 : (45)

One can observe,that already the �rst consistency condition provides us with a highly
non-trivialidentity forthePochham m ersym bols.Thesubsequentconditionslead to even
m ore com plicated identities. These identities m irror the specialproperties ofresidues,
which ensuretheexistenceofthesolution ofthebootstrap system .And weknow itexist-
thesolution isthePochham m ersym bolsthem selves,thatiswhy therelationsabovehold.
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9 B ootstrap system is overdeterm ined

Itisevidentthatthesystem ofbootstrap equationsism ostprobably badly overdeter-
m ined. And the question thatarisesim m ediately is:how to pick outa fullsubsystem or
to tellwhatequationsareevidently unnecessary (related)?

In addition to the system ofbootstrap equationswe have atourdisposalthe collapse
conditionsofsuper
uouscorrecting polynom ialsin the layerswith softerasym ptotic be-
havior. Now we willshow how with the help ofcollapse conditionsand bootstrap in one
layeritispossibleto obtain som eofthebootstrap conditionsin anotherlayer.

In thethreeintersectinglayers:B tft2 (�1=2;1=2)g,B tft2 (�3=2;�1=2)gand B sfs2

(�3=2;�1=2)g thefollowing Cauchy-expansionsfortheam plitudeA(s;t)arevalid:

A(s;t)= A(0;t)+
1X

n= 0

 
rn(t)

s� n � 1

2

+
rn(t)

n + 1

2

!

; B tft2 (�1=2;1=2)g; (46)

A(s;t)=
1X

n= 0

rn(t)

s� n � 1

2

; B tft2 (�3=2;�1=2)g; (47)

A(s;t)=
1X

n= 0

�n(s)

t� n � 1

2

; B sfs2 (�3=2;�1=2)g: (48)

W e dem and thatthe corresponding expansionsin the intersection dom ainsofeach of
two layers B t with the layer B s should represent the sam e m erom orphic function. This
allowsusto obtain thebootstrap conditions

A(0;t)=
1X

n= 0

�n(s)

t� n � 1

2

�

1X

n= 0

 
rn(t)

s� n � 1

2

+
rn(t)

n + 1

2

!

� 	 1(s;t); (s� �1;t� 0):(49)

0=
1X

n= 0

�n(s)

t� n � 1

2

�

1X

n= 0

rn(t)

s� n � 1

2

� 	 2(s;t); (s� �1;t� �1): (50)

Using thesam eargum entation asin theprevioussection,werewrite(49)asthesystem
ofthefollowing conditions:

A(0;t)= 	 1(�1;t);

@k+ p+ 1

@sk+ 1@tp
	 1(s;t)

�
�
�
�
�
s= � 1; t= 0

= 0; 8 k;p= 0;1;::::

The �rstone ofthem givesthe explicitexpression forthe regularpartofthe am plitude,
whilethesecond m irrorstheindependence of	 1(s;t)oftheargum ents.

Thecondition (50)could berewritten in thesim ilarform :

@k+ p

@sk@tp
	 2(s;t)

�
�
�
�
�
s= � 1; t= � 1

= 0; 8 k;p= 0;1;:::: (51)
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The explicit expression for A(0;t),which is valid in the vicinity oft = 0,could be
without any obstruction analytically continued to the dom ain ofnegative t,where the
corresponding seriesconvergevery well.

The expansion (46)isalso valid att< � 1

2
. From therequirem entthatin thiscaseit

should coincidewith (47),weobtain thecollapsecondition:

A(0;t)= �

1X

n= 0

rn(t)

n + 1

2

; t< �
1

2
:

Thisexpression fortheregularpartoftheam plitudeshould coincidewith theoneobtained
from (49)by the analytic continuation to the dom ain t< � 1

2
:In particularthism eans

that

	 1(�1;t)= �

1X

n= 0

rn(t)

n + 1

2

; (s� �1;t� �1):

Asusual,letusrewritethisasa condition on thecoe�cientsofpowerseriesexpansion in
thevicinity of(s= �1;t= �1):

@p

@tp
	 1(�1;t)

�
�
�
�
�
t= � 1

= �

1X

n= 0

r(p)n (t)

n + 1

2

�
�
�
�
�
t= � 1

:

Using theexplicitexpression for	 1,weobtain:
(

1X

n= 0

p!(�1)p�n(�1)

(t� n + 1

2
)p+ 1

�

1X

n= 0

 
r(p)n (t)

�1� n � 1

2

+
r(p)n (t)

n + 1

2

! )

t= � 1

= �

1X

n= 0

r(p)n (t)

n + 1

2

�
�
�
�
�
t= � 1

:

Aftercollecting thesim ilarterm sonewill�nd outthatthiscondition coincideswith (51)
forallp when k = 0.

Thustheexam pleofthreelayersstrengthensourcon�dencethatthesystem consisting
ofbootstrap equationsand collapse conditionsisoverdeterm ined. A share ofinform ation
aboutbootstrap in lowerlayersiscontained in thebootstrap equationsin upperlayersand
also in thecollapseconditionsfortransitionsfrom upperto thelowerlayers.

10 N um ericaltest ofthe convergence rapidity

The num ericaltest ofthe convergence rapidity ofthe series (45) could be ofgreat
interest.Thisisbecauseto check thetheoreticalpredictionsofthedualm odelsoneoften
saturatesthequitesim ilarto (45)identities(theso-called sum rules)with a � nitenum ber
ofresonances.

Unfortunately the up-to-date inform ation on the hadron spectrum is far from being
exhaustive (especially in the region M > 2 GeV).Thism eansthatonly those sum rules
that converge su�ciently rapidly could undergo the experim entalveri�cation. That is
why it would be extrem ely instructive to learn how to pick these identities out ofthe
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in�nitesystem ofbootstrap and collapseconditions.In thissection,by way oftreating the
exam pleofthestring am plitudediscussed in theSec.7,wesuggesta possibleapproach to
thisproblem in therealisticsituation.

Let us carry outthe num ericaltest ofthe system ofidentities forresidues rn(t) and
�n(s),obtained from theconsistency conditions(43):

(
1X

n= 0

(�1)p+ 1(p+ 1)!�(k+ 1)n (s)

(t� n � 1

2
)p+ 2

)

s= 0

t= 0

�

(
1X

n= 0

(�1)k+ 1(k+ 1)!r(p+ 1)n (s)

(s� n � 1

2
)k+ 2

)

s= 0

t= 0

= 0; (52)

wherek;p= 0;1:::;k > p.Thecondition k > poriginatesfrom thesym m etry ofspectrum
in s and t.

Firstofallweneed tode�neaquantity thatwould allow ustocharacterizetheprecision
ofsaturation ofthesum rule(52)afteronetakesinto accountthe�nitenum berofitem s.
This could be done in the standard way,but in the current exam ple the procedure of
calculation could be su�ciently facilitated. However this point needs som e com m ents
becausethisisnotalwayspossiblein therealisticsituationsencountered in the�eld theory.

In theexpression (52)wedealwith thedi�erenceoftwo absolutely convergentnum er-
icalseries. Taking into account the sym m etry ofspectrum ,it looks naturalto consider
the di�erence ofthe contributions from the t-and s-channelpoles at every step ofthe
com putation. For the few �rst poles this contribution has the de�nite sign (positive in
thecasek > p)but,starting from som enum berN + (k;p),depending on k and p,thesign
ofthisdi�erence changes. Thusthe convergence ofthisseriesto zero isprovided by the
negative contribution ofthe large num berofdistantpoles. Itcom pensatesgradually the
positivecontribution ofthe�rstfew poles.Astheconvergencecharacteristicswechosethe
ratio:

D �
�S(N )

S+
;

where �S(N )isthe discrepancy thatrem ainsafterone considers2N poles(N in the s-
channeland N in the t-channel),and S+ { isthe sum ofallpositive contributions(that
correspond to the �nite num ber ofinitialterm s ofthe series ofdi�erences)14. W ith the
help ofD wecan describetheconvergence rapidity oftheseries(52).

Itissu�cientto considera sm allnum berofpolesto reduce signi�cantly the relative
discrepancy in therapidly converging sum rules.

Thedependence oftherelativediscrepancy on thenum berofpolestaken into account
forthree�rstsum rulesfrom thesystem (52)isshown on thepicture.

14O fcourseitonly m akessenseforN > N + .
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Thesum rulewith k = 2;p= 1convergessu�ciently fast.Afteronetakesinto account
100 �rst poles15 the relative discrepancy equals approxim ately 8% (1% accuracy could
be attained afteraccounting for700 poles). Thus from thiscondition we could obtain a
su�ciently good relation between the residuesin the �rst100 poles. The identitieswith
k = 1;p = 0 and k = 2;p = 0 do notsuite forthispurpose. Sum rule with k = 1;p = 0
converges m uch slower: the consideration of3000 term s gives 18% discrepancy;and to
reduce itto 9% ,oneneedsto takeaccountofm orethan 22000 term s.Thesum rulewith
k = 2;p= 0 convergeseven m oreslowly.

Thesum ruleswith bestconvergencearethosewith p= k� 1 atlargevaluesofk.One
can expectthatforlargek thesesum ruleswould besaturated rapidly.

Itshould betaken into accountthatr(p)n (t)= 0 forp > n + 1,hence the�rstpolesdo
notcontribute.Thusthesesum rulescould serveasa sourceofrelatively preciserelations
between theparam etersofseveralresonanceswith n > p.

Theconsidered exam pleallowsoneto understand in a qualitativeway them ain prop-
ertiesoftheconstructionsarising from thebootstrap conditions.In therealisticsituation
only the param eters ofthe few lightest resonances are known. The m ore astonishing is
that,as shown in [6],[7]and [10],som e ofthe bootstrap restrictions are wellsaturated
by the available experim entaldata and provide the theoreticalexplanation to som e phe-
nom enologicalrelations. Thiscircum stance leadsto the idea thatthe B -function givesa
reasonable description only forthe \tail" ofthe resonance spectrum . The param etersof
thelowerstatesaregoverned m ostly by thedynam icalpropertiessuch aschiralsym m etry.

11 C onclusion

15In each channel.
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Theexam plesconsidered aboveshow thatthem ethod ofCauchy form sisa usefultool
forderiving the relationsbetween theparam etersofthe polynom ially bounded m erom or-
phicfunctionsoftwocom plexvariables.Itiseasytounderstand that,afterthecorrespond-
ing form ulation oftheanalyticity conditions,thism ethod could bein principleapplied to
the case ofm ore variables. Butthe practicaladvantage ofthisapproach to the study of
inelastic am plitudes could hardly be notable. Even in the case ofthe sim plest inelastic
process2 ! 3 one needs5 independentvariables. Thisleadsto extrem ely bulky expres-
sions. The m ore powerfultechniques isnecessary thatwould allow usto com pactify the
notations.

Thecaseofbinary processesisinteresting becauseitallowsoneto obtain therelations
between thespectrum param etersfollowing from thecorrectnessrequirem entsoftheper-
turbative schem e ofthe S-m atrix calculation. As we already m entioned,m any ofthose
relationshappen tobein excellentagreem entwith theexperim entaldata.Thisshowsthat
even such a com plicated construction ase�ective�eld theory could besuccessfully applied
to thedata analysis.
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