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We investigate the possibility of describing the interactions of composite (“Reggeized”’) hadrons in
space-time. We construct a formalism giving a unified description of the spin states of composite hadrons.
A Lorentz family of hadron Regge trajectories allows the introduction of local hadron amplitudes. Investi-
gation of the covariance properties of the local hadron amplitudes with respect to proper complex Lorentz
transformations, space and time inversion, charge conjugation, and gauge transformations establishes the
principles according to which observed families of hadron states are described in terms of representations of
the complex Lorentz group. We find that covariance under these transformations necessarily demands parity
doubling (“MacDowell symmetry’’) for meson as well as fermion trajectories. In a world of parallel Regge
trajectories (unbroken Lorentz symmetry), chirality is exactly conserved. We give a manifestly Lorentz-
covariant description of the propagation of composite hadrons. Explicit expressions for the composite hadron
propagators are given for chiral singlet mesons and chiral doublet fermions. Examples of physical assign-
ments are briefly discussed. It is found in particular that particles of unit baryon number transform accord-
ing to representations of the complex Lorentz group with Toller quantum number M =3.

1. INTRODUCTION

N this work we propose to investigate the following
problem: Is it possible to give a consistent descrip-
tion of hadron interactions in space-time? The question
in"this form is empty, since one has to give prescriptions
to test the space-time structure of scattering amplitudes
by physical measurements. In order to be able to test
the space-time development of any system, one has to
have suitable objects available which interact locally
with the system under consideration, thereby marking
out points in space-time.

It is, for example, widely believed (actually, tested by
various experiments to quite a high degree of accuracy)
that electromagnetic (and possibly weak) interactions
have the required property of being local in space-time;
therefore they can be used as probes to trace the
“history” of the system with which they interact.!
A simple consequence of this observation is that if one
wants to maintain the hypothesis of local electromag-
netic interactions, one must be able to construct local-
interaction densities (current densities) for virtual, as
well as for real, hadrons.

A consistent mathematical description of local elec-
magnetic interactions? is a highly nontrivial problem.
Nevertheless, for systems consisting of ‘‘elementary”
particles,? there exists a well-defined scheme (namely,

* Supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
under Contract No. AT (30-1)-4076.

1The role of the electromagnetic (and weak) interactions in the
physical “definition” of space-time has been recognized long ago
[G. F. Chew, University of California Radiation Laboratory
Report No. UCRL-10891 (unpublished)]. Essentially the same
philosophy serves as a basis for any dynamical scheme based on
current algebras. [See, e.g., R. Dashen and M. Gell-Mann, Phys.
I(Qev. gde__zltters 17, 340 (1966); H. Sugawara, Phys. Rev. 170, 1659

1968).

2In what follows we shall speak of ‘“electromagnetic interac-
tions” for short instead of “‘electromagneticand weak interactions.”

3 There does not seem to exist a consistent physical definition
(independent of specific schemes, like field theory, etc.) of what
one calls an “elementary” particle. In this work we tentatively
call a particle “elementary” if it has no “excited states,” i.e.,
there are no observed states with a more or less sharp mass and

field theory) which enables one to construct local
interactions.

We review briefly the essential steps® involved in the
construction of a local field theory which describes, say,
the interaction of particles of spin s and mass m with
photons.

(a) First, one recognizes that a single-particle state,
transforming according to the irreducible representation
(m,s,€) of the Poincaré group (e stands for the sign of
the fourth component of the momentum) is nonlocal,
i.e., the amplitude

@®p exp{ —i[p-x— (p*-+m2)**]}
2(p+m2)
X {p|umse)

(where p, u stand for the momentum and spin projection
of the particle, respectively) has a spread in space
typically of the order of the Compton wavelength of the
particle.® It is therefore not surprising that an “inter-
action term” constructed from such amplitudes to
describe the emission or absorption of a photon by the
particle turns out to be highly nonlocal. (It follows from
invariance arguments that the interaction term is pro-
portional to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient

(m s 01 l m s)
p o« k ANMp W
of the Poincaré group, where k, A stand for the momen-

tum and helicity of the photon, respectively. By taking
the Fourier transform, one gets the interaction term in

(el umsey= ()31 /

spin and the same internal quantum numbers as the “ground
state.” In this sense, e.g., the leptons and the photon seem to be
‘“‘elementary,” whereas the hadrons are “composite.”

4 Compare, e.g., S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 133, B1318 (1964);
((}. gejldman and P. T. Matthews, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 40, 19
1966).
( 5T.) D. Newton and E. P. Wigner, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21, 400
1949).
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1 SPACE-TIME DESCRIPTION OF HADRONS. I

coordinate space. The reader can easily verify by con-
sidering simple examples—e.g., by taking s=3—that
in this way one indeed arrives at nonlocal interactions.)

(b) A local interaction can be constructed only if one
describes particles and antiparticles simultaneously,
i.e., uses amplitudes (x|u,mse) with both values of e.
However, the particular linear combination of ampli-
tudes* needed for a local description (a combination of
“particle” absorption and ‘‘antiparticle” emission am-
plitudes) has no definite Lorentz transformation proper-
ties. Indeed, under a given Lorentz transformation A,
if the spin projection of the particle absorption ampli-
tude (e=1) undergoes a certain Wigner rotation Ry (A),
the antiparticle emission amplitude (e= —1) undergoes
essentially the inverse Wigner rotation.

(¢) In order to cure that disease, one has to embed
the amplitudes into a “‘suitable” representation of the
homogeneous Lorentz group, i.e., to go over to a spinor
basis for the description of spin. Since both the particle
absorption and antiparticle emission amplitudes can be
embedded into the same representation of the homo-
geneous Lorentz group, it is possible to obtain in this
way amplitudes (“fields”) which are both local and
have definite Lorentz transformation properties.

(d) For “elementary” particles the choice of the
embedding representation of the homogeneous Lorentz
group is highly arbitrary, the only essential requirement
being that it contain the spin-s representation of the
Wigner rotations. “Superfluous” spin states are elimi-
nated either by means of subsidiary conditions or by
an economic choice of the representation.

The lesson to be learned from such a construction is
that it is apparently impossible to construct a Lorentz-
covariant theory with local interactions, unless the spin
states of the ‘“particles” can be arranged into repre-
sentations (not necessarily irreducible ones) of the
homogeneous Lorentz group.

In attempting to apply a similar construction to
hadrons, the essential complication one has to cope
with is that the latter are apparently ‘“‘composite’”
objects® with relatively low-lying excited states, which
therefore play an essential role in physical processes.
Indeed, a “Regge description” of virtual (e.g., ex-
changed) hadrons which takes into account a con-
tinuum of “spin” states along a Regge trajectory seems
to be an essential element of any reasonable theory of
hadrons.

As a result, the embedding processes mentioned in
(c) above become nontrivial. First, one has to work,
in general, with infinite-dimensional representations of
the homogeneous Lorentz group. Second, the choice of
the embedding representation is no longer arbitrary,
since the eigenvalues of the Casimir operators of the
homogeneous Lorentz group are measurable quantities,
at least when the four-momentum of the virtual hadron

6 C. F. Chew and S. C. Frautschi, Phys. Rev. Letters 7, 394
(1961).
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vanishes (and therefore the homogeneous Lorentz group
becomes the little group). At nonvanishing four-mo-
menta, analyticity arguments demand that the spin
states be still classified according to the—in general
reducible—representations of the homogeneous Lorentz
group.” Fortunately, the analysis of experimental data®
not only proves quite convincingly that observed
hadron states are indeed classified according to repre-
sentations of the homogeneous Lorentz group, but it
also shows that the representations remain ‘‘almost
irreducible.” In other words, the representation mixing
is small up to masses of the order of 2 BeV. Therefore,
it seems to be a reasonable zeroth approximation to
consider ‘“hadron towers” with amplitudes transforming
according to rreducible representations (IR) of the
homogeneous Lorentz group.

An essential element of a local description thus being
apparently present, one can try to give a full description
of hadron systems in terms of their local interactions
with the electromagnetic field (and perhaps with each
other) and the free propagation of virtual hadrons be-
tween those points of the space-time where interactions
take place.

Hence, our task is (i) to describe the undisturbed
propagation of “hadron towers” between two space-
time points where interactions take place, and (ii) to
investigate the structure of the interactions themselves.

Assuming that such a twofold task can be accom-
plished, one still has to take a step further and investi-
gate the behavior of the hadron amplitudes under the
group of complex homogeneous Lorentz transforma-
tions L(C). Since one knows that covariance under the
latter is essential in obtaining crossing-symmetric scat-
tering matrices and also that relativistic local field
theories are covariant with respect to L(C), it is
reasonable to expect that a theory describing the inter-
actions of composite hadrons should also be covariant
with respect to this group. We see later that this is
indeed the case, provided that the single-“particle”
amplitudes are covariant under L(C) and that the
interaction terms are built up appropriately.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, after
a brief review of the structure of the complex Lorentz
group, we introduce a convenient basis for the repre-
sentations of the Lorentz group,’ which provides a

7 For a concise review of the pertinent arguments the reader
may consult the texts of the talks given by M. Toller and the
first-named author of the present paper, in Proceedings of the
Nobel Symposium VIII, Aspenasgarden, 1968 (Wiley-Interscience,
Inc., New York, 1968). References to earlier works on the subject
are given in these papers.

8 G. Domokos, S. Kovesi-Domokos, and P. Suranyi, Nuovo
Cimento 564, 233 (1968).

9The standard references on the subjects discussed in this
section are as follows: R. F. Streater and A. S. Wightman, PCT,
Spin and Statistics, and All That (W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New
York, 1964) ; M. A. Naimark, Linear Representations of the Lorents
Group (The Macmillan Co., New York, 1964); Am. Math. Soc.
Transls. 36, 100 (1964); I. M. Gelfand, M. I. Graev, and N. Y.
Vilenkin, Generalized Functions (Academic Press Inc. New York,
1966), Vol. 5.
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labeling for the “single-particle” amplitudes. We then
work out the representation theory in that basis in a
form which proves useful later on. This section is
mainly paedagogical in nature; the material presented
is available in the mathematical literature, although
not always in a form which is convenient for physical
applications. In Sec. 3 we investigate the transformation
properties of local hadron amplitudes involving one
virtual hadron under discrete transformations (space
inversion, charge conjugation, time reversal) as well as
under gauge transformations. Section 4 contains the
construction of the propagator of “Reggeized” virtual
hadrons in a manifestly covariant form. In Sec. 5 the
results of the paper are briefly summarized and dis-
cussed. Some calculations of a purely technical nature
are collected in the Appendices.

2. COMPLEX LORENTZ GROUP
REPRESENTATIONS

A. Structure of L(C)

We recall that an infinitesimal, real Lorentz trans-
formation'® can be written in the form

S=1+iam;+iBm;, (2.1)

where a;, 8; (=1, 2, 3) are real parameters, and the
generators satisfy the well-known commutation rela-
tions (CR)
[miym;]=iesmma,
[mom]=1eipm,

I:ni,n]-] = — ieijkmk .

(2.2)

(€% 1s the Levi-Civita tensor in three dimensions, and
repeated indices are to be summed over.) The CR (2.2)
are decoupled by introducing the operators 7;® and
7i® by

mp= O+ ®, m=i(jp®—5®),  (23)
to obtain
[:®, 7,8 ] =ieipndanir@ (A=1,2). (2.4)

Any representation of SL(2,C) is characterized by the
eigenvalues 71(71+1) and ja(7>+1) of the Casimir
operators 7, 4;(  the only restriction being that
2| j1— 72| =integer. Sometimes we find it convenient
to write j1=%(c+M), jo=%(c—M), with M=0, &3,
+1, ..., 0 arbitrary. In terms of the operators (2.3),
Eq. (2.1) is rewritten as

S=14i(ar+iBe) ju O+ilar—ife) i+ ®. (2.1%)

A convenient parametrization of the complex Lorents
transformations is obtained by letting ax, B: become
complex numbers, say, ar=oa+1i02, Br=_PBRw—1B%-

10 Tt is always understood that we actually consider the covering
group SL(2,C) of the Lorentz group.
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Equation (2.1") then becomes

SC= 1414 (erx+Bar)+1i (ertBu) 175V
+'il:(alk—ﬁ2k)+i(a2k*,31k)]jk @,

This is one of the conventional definitions of complex
Lorentz transformations according to which ‘“dotted
and undotted spinor indices undergo independent com-
plex rotations.” Equivalently, one can define L(C) as
the group of all complex 4X 4 matrices which leaves the
scalar product of two complex vectors x,y*=x;y;—x¢Yo
invariant. In order to clarify the structure of L(C), we
define the generators

mpO=my, m,O=np, myP=—ing, m,P=1imy, (2.5)
satisfying obviously the following CR:

[ @ ;M J=desm @, [ms®m;® J=ieipmi®

Lm0 ]=ieipm®,  [m®n;® ]=iepm®,
[7:® ;P ]= —ideimi®,

(2.6)

[7:0 ;0 ] = — e ©
D@ m;® = de; umy @
[ms® ;@ |=iespm®
[m:® ;0 =€ @

[’ﬂi(z),ﬂj(l):‘ = — ieijkmk @ .
It follows that the operators

M =3 (mOm,®),

N & =1 (n;0£p,®) @1

satisfy independent CR, viz.,

[Mq;(“),Mj( b)]= i&abeiﬂ,MkW ,
[M,;(“),]Vj(b)]= 18av€inlV (@ s
[NV, ;® J= —idspeind 1@

(2.8)

(a, b=-; no summation over @, b). Hence, L(C)
~SL(2,C)®SL(2,C) and all the representations of L(C)
are obtained by letting the direct factors run through
their representations.

For reasons that become clear later, we call the inde-
pendent Lorentz transformations generated by the
operators (2.7) chiral Lorentz transformations.

B. Choice of Basis: z Representation

Conventionally, vectors spanning an IR of SL(2,C)
are labeled by the eigenvalues of M2 and M ;. This is not
convenient for our purposes, since these eigenvalues
(the square of the total angular momentum and its
projection) have a physical meaning only when the
momentum of a particle is timelike. In order to obtain
a uniform labeling of the states insensitive to the struc-
ture of the little group, we transform to a new pair of
labels according to the following procedure.

Consider the row spinor (21,2;) with arbitrary com-
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plex components. Let

a B
g=( ): ab—py=1,
Yy @

so that g&SL(2,C). g transforms (z1,2,) into
(21,22) = (ez1+y22, B21+622) . (2.9)

The spinor (z1,22) is the simplest example of the homo-
geneous functions f(z1,2s, 21%,2:*) with the property that
TNz, 29 N¥21 ¥ N¥20*) = N2AN222 f (29,25 24% 2,%) . (2.10)

The functions (2.10) realize the IR (J1,72) of SL(2,C),
and under g they transform according to

T(Q)f(zy, ..., 2%5)=f(z1, ...,2/%), (2.11)

where 21/, ..., 2.* are given by (2.9). The homogeneity
condition (2.10) can be used to obtain another realiza-
tion of SL(2,C) in the space of functions

2z 1*

21
‘P(Z)Ef(_) 1’ e 1); 2221/22
29 *

22
which transform under g according to

T(g)e(a)= (Bz+0)1(8*2*+8*)* 20 (s"),

&= (az+v)/(Bz+9).
The complex variable z can be used instead of j, m to
label vectors within an IR of SL(2,C), the transforma-
tion coefficients between the 7, m representation and the

z representation being given by the equation (see
Appendix A)

274+1\12 2\ (MHm)[2
(oMjm{z)——-( ) (1+zz*)“<—)
83 2*

g

(2.12)

25*—1
+1) (o=j1Fjo, M=j1—js). (2.13)

deM j(

The spinor (21,22) itself (and hence the variable z) can be
parametrized by a Lorentz transformation, for example,
by performing the Lorentz transformation

L (yﬂ Ea) = e_i7M36—iﬂMZe“’iste—iaMa
(o
0 .
()
v4)

transforms according to the IR ($0), so that in terms of
the Pauli matrices, M j=30,, N;=—3%is;, one is led to

the following parametrization: z= cot3g exp(—svy). We
shall find this parametrization often useful.

(2.14)

on the standard spinor

Noting that the spinor
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We therefore label the amplitudes of hadrons trans-
forming according to the IR (jij2) by the variables
z and z*.

C. Invariants, Contravariant Representations

Consider two amplitudes transforming according
to the IR [oM ] and [0’ M '], respectively. The quantity

I= / &z QoM (5) plo"M] (5) (2.15)

(dP2=d Rezd Imz, —o<Rez<o, —owo<Imz<®)
is an invariant provided o+o¢'+2=0, M+M’'=0.
Indeed,

T(g)f=[d2z T(g) '™ ()T (g) LM (2)

=fd?z(ﬁz+6)a+a’+M+M'(ﬂ*z*_*_a*)a-!-u’—M—M’
X ple1 () o' ()
=/d2z’ (_Bzf+a)~a'——v’-—M-M’~2

X (=5 ) oo MM =2
X oM (&)l () =1, (2.16)

provided that ¢’=—0—2, M'=—M. Hence, we call
the IR [—o—2 — M ] contravariant to [o M ]. The con-
travariant representation [ —o—2 — M ] is equivalent to

[oM]. Indeed, the reader can verify immediately that
¥(z) defined by

II/(Z) — /del (2’.—— zl)—-a'~M—-2 (Z* — 21*)~”+M_2§0[”M] (Zl)

transforms according to the IR [—o—2 —M] if ¢
transforms according to [oM ). Thus the quantity

GUMI(g1,50) = (21— 52) "M 2 (g% — gp*)~7+M=2 (2.17)

plays the role of the metric tensor which transforms
the “covariant” vectors of the IR [¢M ] into their con-
travariant counterparts. Obviously, Eq. (2.15) can be
generalized to an arbitrary number of amplitudes, viz.,

K=/dzz YlowMil (Z) v ¢[”nMﬂ] (z) (2.18)

is an invariant if (and only if)

> ai+2=0,
> M;=0.
We end this section by proving a simple but very
useful lemma.
1 When characterizing an IR of SL(2,C) by the labels (j1,72),

we shall write them in parentheses, whereas the labels [o]
employ square brackets.
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Lemma. Consider a function K (zy, ..., 2,) such that

K= f Prr- P gloP (51)- - 00 (5,)

XK (2, ..., 2,)=invariant. (2.19)
Then K is a function of the “coordinate differences”
2;— 25, only.

Proof. Every g&SL(2,C) can be composed of the

following matrices:

0 =( ) =)

(a, a are complex numbers). Take the matrix g=a;
then from (2.12) and (2.19),

T(a)K:/dzzl. . .d2zn¢[01Ml] (zl—i-a) e QDIU"’M"] (zn—l—a)
XK(Zl, seey Zn)

=/d251,' . .dzznl¢[v1M1] (21') e S0[171»1‘4111 (an) ,

K(z'—a,...,2,/—a)=K.

Since the functions ¢ are arbitrary, it follows that
K(z1, ...,2,)=K(z1—a, ..., 3,—a), which is possible
only if K is a function of the differences z;—z; only.
Q. E.D.

We now indicate the significance of the lemma just
proved. As we see in Paper II, scattering matrix
elements, vertices, etc., in the z representation always
appear in the form (2.19), where the functions ¢ are
single-hadron amplitudes. According to the lemma, the
kernels K (z;- - -3,) are translationally invariant func-
tions in z space. We therefore introduce Fourier trans-
forms of these functions.

We assume that K (21, .. ., 3,) is some vertex function
and introduce guasimomenta by the equations

1
¢[uiMi] (Z) =— /dZP et RePz(?[ﬁMi] (P) )

2

K@y ouny20)= /d2p1. . . d2P, ¢t Ro(Piart - +Puzn)

@2m)»

XK (Py-+Pp)s® (Py+---+P,). (2.20)

Here the quasimomenta P; are complex variables (two-
dimensional vectors); the two-dimensional § function,
defined by

. ,
5@ (P)=—o fd“’z o~ RePz
)= ,

takes care of the translation invariance. The invariant

DOMOKOS, KOVESI-DOMOKOS, AND MANSOURI 1

(2.19) can thus be rewritten as

K=fd2P1' @2P, Bl (—Py)- - - ploakal (— P
XK (Py++ - Po)s(Pit---+P,). (2.197)

Expressed in words, the quasimomenta are conserved at
each vertex. Evidently, the quasimomenta can be used
instead of the variables z or 7, m to label the spin states
of hadron amplitudes. Because of the conservation law
expressed by Eq. (2.19’), the use of the P representation
greatly simplifies the calculations.

3. REFLECTIONS AND GAUGE TRANSFORMA-
TIONS: PHYSICAL ASSIGNMENTS

A. Local Hadron Amplitudes

We want to establish the rules according to which
one can assign hadron towers with parallel Regge tra-
jectories to IR of L(C). To this end one has to establish
the behavior of hadron amplitudes under space and time
inversion, charge conjugation (P,7,C), and gauge
transformations. Consider a ‘“‘single-hadron amplitude”
for the process in which a virtual single hadron'? goes
over into a system of physical hadrons (Fig. 1).

Let p, W, 7, and m be, respectively, the total mo-
mentum, mass, total angular momentum, and its pro-
jection of the hadron system. Let £ be the collection of
all other quantum numbers necessary to characterize
the state. This amplitude is—at least in principle—
measurable, e.g., in high-energy processes with a single-
hadron exchange. The amplitude (¢MpW jm| &) can be
written as follows (see Appendix B):

<0MPijI =2 Djmepy™(L(p)Ae™(p,§). (3.1)

Here, L(p) stands for the boost (p,ew)= L(p)(000,elV),
where w= (p>4u?)'2, e=po/|po|; in the fundamental
representation [$%7] of SL(2,C), we have

L(p)=[2W W+w) [ —W—w+eo-p]. (3.2)

We call 4,,°(p,£) a “reduced” amplitude. We use the
‘“‘canonical” (rotation-free) boost convention. Hence-
forth, the variable W is suppressed; it is also understood
that ¢ varies with IV along the “Lorentz trajectory.”
Notice the important properties of the boost (3.2):

L(—p)=L(p) "= —icoL(p)*ica=rL(p)*r*, (3.3)

Fic. 1. Single-hadron amplitude.

2 Here and in what follows, by a “single hadron” we always
mean a tower of hadron states, spanning a representation of
SL(2,C).
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where the matrix » was already defined in Sec. 2.
Similarly, we write for the antiparticle amplitude

(cMpW jm| &) =2 D jmeu (L(0)Bo™ (0,8). (3.1')

We go over to the z representation by multiplying
(3.1) and (3.1’) with {z|¢M jm) and summing over jm.
Thus we get

(cMpWz| ) =2 oo™ (p2) A0 (p,E), (3.4)

and similarly for the antiparticle amplitude.’® Here,
@™ (p,2) = Z (z ‘ oM jm)D jmeu™ (L (p))
m
=T(L(p))(z|ecMsp).

We now combine (3.4) with the complex conjugate of
the reduced antiparticle amplitude (i.e., the antiparticle
emission amplitude) and take their Fourier transforms
to obtain the local* hadron amplitude

‘PGM (.’XJ,Z, g)

(3.5)

d3

b4 )
~—{ 0eu”™ (0,2)4 5, M (p, £)e’P"®
2w

() o ALBo (0, 9T,

where p-x=p-x—wxo.

In order to establish a connection with the repre-
sentations of L(C), we notice that a Dirac spinor, say,
¥, spans the fundamental representation of L(C). In-
deed, combining the 12 real infinitesimal parameters of
L(C) into two antisymmetric tensors, say, w** and 7+,
we find that ¢ transforms under an infinitesimal complex
Lorentz transformation as follows:

= i"iww‘TW(l"l"ﬁ)'P“’%Z":TW”w (1 - "/5)¢ .
The chiral components of ¢ are exhibited by writing
Yy=3(1+v:)Z+31—7s)U,

where Z and U are two-component spinsors which
transform, respectively, according to the IR [3%] and

3 —3] of SL(2,C), and thus according to the irre-
ducible representations [$300] and [003—3] of L(C).
On identifying Z with the two-component spinor used
in Sec. 2 to build up IR of SL(2,C), we find that the
amplitude (3.6) transforms according to the IR [¢M00]
of L(C).

13 The transformation function entering, e.g., (3.4) is the matrix
element of the boost L(p) in a “mixed” basis: The initial state
is specified by the angular momentum s and its projection u,
whereas the final state is specified by the variable z. ¢:,7M (p,2) is
the analog of the “single-particle wave functions” used in a con-
ventional field theory.

14 Strictly speaking, we do not know at this point whether the
amplitude we construct is truly local in the sense of having zero
spread in spacelike directions for any value of 0. We use the term
because of the analogy with the field-theoretic construction
sketched in Sec. 1.

SCOR>

(3.6)
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Using the spinor U instead of Z, we can build up a
local amplitude similar to (3.6), viz.,

XM (x,u,£)

d
—Qny Y ;f{xsm—M@,u)Asm-M (b, E)eie

16}

(=) XM (pu) [ Bou™ (p,6) T2}, (3.7)

which transforms according to the IR [000—M ]
of L(C). In order to understand the structure of
X.u"M(p,u), we observe that under SL(2,C), U~rZ*
(U is a dotted contravariant spinor). Hence, in order to
obtain X, take

T(r) oou™ (p,2)* =T (r) T(L(0)*) (| o M sps)*
=T@L)* )T () {z|cMsu)*
= (=) MT(L(—p)){zlo—Msu),

where the last line follows from (3.3) and (2.13).
We now define within SL(2,C)

X5 M (pu)=T(L(p)) (| o — Msp);

the transformation property under L(C) follows from
the assignment of Z and U to IR of L(C).

(3.8a)

(3.8b)

B. Reflections and Gauge Transformations

The transformation properties of the local hadron
amplitudes (3.6) and (3.7) under P, C, and T follow
immediately from those of the Dirac spinors and the con-
struction of the transformation functions ¢, ¥ (p,u).
The transformation properties of the chiral components
of the Dirac spinors under P, C, and T are well known;
for later reference we summarize them with the con-
ventional choice of phase in Table I. As an example,
we work out the transformation of ¢ (xz£) under
space inversion in detail; the derivation of the trans-
formation properties of the amplitudes under the other
discrete operations follows the same pattern.

We observe that the generators (2.7) of L(C) trans-
form under space inversion as follows:

PM B P1=M,®,
PIVi(i)P~1= ~—N¢(:F).

This follows from the definition (2.7) and from the
well-known transformation properties of the generators
of the real Lorentz group. Also, looking at the para-
metrization (2.14) of the spinors, we see that under
parity the variable z goes over into a variable trans-
forming as —#z*1, i.e., space inversion is represented by

(3.9)

Tast I. Reflection properties of Dirac spinors.

PZ=4iU PU=iZ
CZ=1io,U* CU = —iosZ*
TZ =40:2* TU =ioU*
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a complex conjugation followed by a unimodular trans-
formation with the matrix 7.

Thus, Eq. (3.8a) tells us that

T(P) ‘PsnﬂM(p)@: (_)S—M‘Pwa_M(*py Z)
or (—)"MXz, M (—p, u).

The ambiguity is removed by looking at the first line
of Table I [resulting from the transformation property
(3.9)7], so that

T(P)@o™ (py2)= (=) MXeu" (=D, %).
Inserting Eq. (3.10) into (3.6), and using the relations

Ao M(—p, £7)=(=)"MHpd ., (%),
Boy™(—p, §)= (=)"MH ,B.u"(p, £)

derived in Appendix B and the phase conventions fixed
by Table I, we finally obtain

T(P)‘\DUM(X;I:)Z’E): (_)MHPXU_M(_X7 t’ ZEP) ’ (312)

provided the particle and antiparticle inversion phases
satisfy the familiar relation H ,H,= (—)*= (—)%. In
Table II we summarize the inversion properties of the
amplitudes.

The Dirac spinors also have definite transformation
properties under fermion number and chiral gauge
transformations, viz., ¢ — ™y and Y — e®78), respec-
tively. It is remarkable that any basis of an IR of L(C)
automatically supports these transformations as well.

The transformation rule (2.12) is applicable (al-
though the gauge transformations are 7ot unimodular)
and we get

fermion gauge:

¢“M(x,z,£) - ezin‘PaM(x:z;E) )
xXo—M (x’z, E) — e2i'yMX o—M (x,ZE) ;

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.13)
chiral gauge:
oM (w,2,8) — M oM (5,2,£)
XM (5,3, £) — g 20MYT—M (g 5£)

The gauge transformations are outside L(C); in
particular, the eigenvalues of the generator of chiral
gauge transformation can be used to label the SL(2,C)
subgroup entering as direct factors of L(C), since they
commute with all the generators of the latter. We antici-
pated this result in Sec. 2 in calling the direct factors

TasBLE II. Transformation of the local hadron
amplitudes under P, C, 7.

T(P) ™ (w,4,,8) = (—)MHpx"M (—x, t, u, £F)
T(P)X”_M (x7t)u;£) = (—)MHP ¢-7M(_x, 1,2, EP)
T(C) o™ (x,2,8) =HcT (r )X (2,u,£°)*

T (C)x¥ (x,u,8) = (—)MacT (r) ¢°M (x,2,60)*
T(T) "™ (x,0,2,8) =HrT (r™) "M (x, —1, 2, £T)*
T(D)xe™ (,t,u,8) = HeT (r ) x= (x, —1, u, £7)*
Hp*=Hp, Hc¢*=H¢, Hr*=Hr
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chiral Lorentz groups; indeed, the generators (2.7) are
labeled by the chiralities. More important, we learn
that as long as L(C) is a good symmeiry, as it is in a
world with parallel Regge trajectories (and not just a
covariance group of the theory), chirality is also a good
quantum number.

C. Physical Assignments

The transformation properties established are—at
least in principle—sufficient to assign hadron towers to
the representations of L(C). The task can be easily
accomplished in the approximation where the L(C)
symmetry is considered exact even for W30, since
then the assignments can be deduced from the proper-
ties of physical single-particle states. Here we restrict
ourselves to a few remarks; the question of physical
assignments is investigated in more detail elsewhere.

() Baryons. All states with baryon numbers= 1 must
have |M|=3%, because of the gauge transformation
property (3.13); this immediately fixes the chiral trans-
formation property as well. Baryons necessarily occur
in parity doublets, a well-known result (MacDowell
symmetry). Baryons form chiral doublets; the parity
eigenstates are linear combinations of the form ¢=X;
therefore they do not transform simply under L(C)
or SL(2,C).

(b) Mesons. Mesons belonging to the representations
of the type [¢M00]®[00s— M ], investigated in this
paper [they are certainly nof the most general repre-
sentations of L(C)], must necessarily have M =0, since
they carry baryon number zero. According to (3.13),
these mesons must form chiral singlets. The neutral
members of a meson multiplet are eigenstates of C;
hence, we must have

A(0,6)==£Bu"(p,8).
Inserting this into (3.6) and (3.7), we learn that
(2,5, =T (1) o (2,5, 8,

and similarly for X. Parity eigenstates are formed by
taking ¢+X0, These again do not transform simply
under L(C); however, since M =0, they transform
irreducibly under SL(2,C) (on identifying the variables
z and #, which means restriction to real Lorentz trans-
formations). Depending on the choice of signs in (3.14),
we have P=-+C. There is one candidate among the
known meson families for each choice of signs. On
choosing the (+) sign in (3.14), we get P=C, which
can be identified with the exchange-degenerate vector-
tensor family. The P=C=—1 members are p(1~7),
g(3—7), etc., while P=C=+1 corresponds to 4 257 (21+),
etc. The other choice in (3.14) gives P=—C; this
apparently can be identified with an exchange-degen-
erate pseudoscalar-axial-vector family, the first mem-
bers of them being 7(0—+) and B(1+~), respectively.
Clearly, other families do exist; they can be accommo-

(3.14)
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dated by various choices of the inversion phases
Hp and He.

4. PROPAGATION OF VIRTUAL HADRONS

We describe the propagation of virtual hadrons be-
tween two points in space-time where interactions take
place (Fig. 2). The “interactions” are described by the
local hadron amplitudes introduced in Sec. 3. Because
of the chiral invariance of the theory it is sufficient to
consider the propagation of hadrons with definite
chirality.

A. M=0 Propagator

We start with the simplest case, that of a meson
propagator with M =0. Clearly, the function describing
the propagation of the virtual meson between the space-
time points x; and ., where interactions take place,
must be a function of x;—x, only; it also depends on
the spin variables z; and 2, carried by the hadron
amplitudes. Taking for the sake of simplicity an
“elastic” process (the hadron amplitudes on both ends
of Fig. 2 are the same), the structure of the invariant
scattering matrix element corresponding to the process
of Fig. 2 must be

T=/d221d222/d4x1d4x2 @ (1,21, £1)*
XA“O(xl_xZ; 31, Z2)§0¢0(x2722) 52)
-+ _[ Purdus / d*w1dtas X0 (1,21, £1)*

XA (%1 — %9, 11, 2)X0(wo,20,2). (4.1)

On going over to momentum space, the last equation
reads

1
(2r)t

T= f dik / Pz1d%y ¢ (k,2181)*

XA (kyzhz?) §000 (k,22, E2):b (‘P —_ X) ’ (4*2)

where

™ (%,%,8) = (2m)™ / d*k o7 (3, £)e* 7,

A (x,21,2) = (27r)—4fd4k AP (k,2y,22)e =

We assume that ¢ is real (“narrow-resonance approxi-
mation”); thus both ¢?°(%,2,£) and ¢ (k,2,£)* transform
according to the IR [¢000] of L(C); likewise, X** and
X% transform according to the IR [00407].

It follows that

/‘dzzlequDdo (k,21, El)*AuO (k,zl,Z2) ‘PFO (k)Z2: 52)
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(P (XL ’Z‘r E}_)

?(xnzuj,)

Fr6. 2. Hadron scattering amplitude with one

virtual intermediate hadron.
is an invariant. Invariance of the scattering matrix
element under the discrete transformations (Sec. 3) re-
quires that A be a function of k% only, and that
A0(k? 21,25) and A% (k%u1,u5) have the same functional
forms.

Thus [cf. (2.15)-(2.17)] A®(k221,2,) must be propor-
tional to the metric tensor G171 (zy,2,), i.e.,

A0 (k2,zl7z2) = f(k2,0'(k2) ) ] 21— 2 l —20 (k)—4 )

where o(k?) is the trajectory of the Lorentz pole, and
f(k%0 (k%)) is an invariant function. We determine f by
the following normalization condition. Evidently, the
inverse propagator is proportional to the contravariant
metric tensor GI=~2% and by definition we must have

4.3)

/ @z A(k2,21,2) A (R22,22) 1= 08D (21 —23) .

Inserting (4.3) and the corresponding one with o re-
placed by —g—2, the resulting integral can be readily
evaluated (e.g., by introducing polar coordinates in the
complex z plane). As a result we obtain

/ d?2A0 (R%,21,2) A% (k?)2,21)
_ 2f(k2,0’)f(k2, “‘0"—2)
(o+1)

so that by choosing f(k%0(k2))=—n"o(k%)+1] the
normalization condition is satisfied.!® Thus we get the
final expression for the propagator

AR z21,20) = (—1/m)[o(B)+1]| 21— 22| 27 *H~4, (4.4)

It will be useful to write the propagator (4.4) in the
quasimomentum representation. The corresponding
transformation is carried out in Ref. 9 and is repro-
duced in Appendix C. The result reads

220602 T'(—g (k2))
2r  T(e(k®)+1)

(We have introduced here a convenient notation to be

8@ (z1—22),

AP (%K) = Ko HR RGO (4.5)

15 Evidently, the normalization condition does not fix funiquely.
The function chosen in the main text could be multiplied by any
invariant function, say, F(k2,¢), which satisfies the functional
equation F(k2,0)F (k?, —o—2)=1. However, any F other than
the trivial choice (F=1) seems to give rise to a propagator with
wrong physical properties (e.g., cuts or extra poles in o).
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used throughout the paper: When a function is written
down in momentum and quasimomentum representa-
tion, the quasimomenta and momenta are denoted by
the same letter; lower case is used for the momentum,
capitals for the quasimomentum variables.)

B. M0 Propagator

The physical reasoning that leads to the form of the
propagators for M0 is exactly the same as that de-
scribed for M=0 in Sec. 4 A. This time we start from
the corresponding invariant for M0:

/ d*51d%2 oM (ky31,£1) A (ky21,%2) "™ ()22, £2) -

The essential complication is that now ¢ and ™"
transform according to inequivalent representations of
L(C), viz., ¢°™* transforms as [¢ —M 0 0]. The ampli-
tudes ¢ and ¢* can be coupled to an invariant together
with an irreducible tensor transforming as [2M 0]
formed of the momentum %. {Example: propagator of
a Weyl field. This reads A¥(k)=~k"2ko+o-k].} The
latter is evidently equal to the transformation function
oM 9(k,z) multiplied by W2M,
Thus we write

o—M

274
A”M(k,zl,22) =NW2M/d223<

—2M =2 0)
21 29 23

X o M20(k,23).  (4.6)

(Evidently, we have to use the contravariant form
@220 of the tensor ¢?M9.) The first factor under the
integral is a symmetric Clebsch-Gordan coefficient of
SL(2,C), while N is a normalization coefficient. Insert-
ing the explicit expression for the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficient from Appendix D and for the function
oo 2M—20(k 5), after some elementary manipulations
we obtain the expression

AM(ko51,20) =N | 31— 20| ~2(H2HDAM(E) - (4.7)

where

AM(kj — (6*21*+d*)2M (b22+d)2MW2M
X /dzz;;’(Zz’ — 2’.3/)2M (2'3'* _zll*)2M (1 +23/23/*)—2M—2 . (4.8)

In expression (4.8), z/= (azi+c)(bz:4d)! (i1=1, 2),
and @, ..., d denote the elements of the 2)X2 boost

matrix (3.2):
b
L(k)EC d) '

The integral in (4.8) can be evaluated in an elementary
way for every value of M, for example, by introducing
polar coordinates. We state the result for the most

KOVESI-DOMOKOS, AND MANSOURI 1

important case, M=%:

Al/2(k) = —%#e[(k3+ko)21*22+22(/€1— ’Lkz)
+Zl* (k1+’ikz)ko—k3] y

which can be rewritten in the concise form
21*
A2 (k)= ——%we(z2,1)(—k0+c-k)< . )

The propagator can be normalized again to a § function.
The final result reads

N VIR
A (b 21,0) = (3 1) (— o0 k)( 1 ) /

™

(21— ) "2 (a¥ — 255452, (4.9)

The propagator of the opposite chirality state can be
derived in an entirely analogous way. We simply quote
the result:

AT (Byuruz) = (a+%)e(”2*’1) (k°+c'k)<1:1>/

™

(o1 —22) 512 (0y* —us*) o572, (4.10)

In both equations ¢ is the position of the Lorentz pole,
o=o(k?).

In order to transform the propagator to the quasi-
momentum representation, one has to observe that
(4.9) and (4.10) are not translationally invariant ex-
pressions in the z space. Therefore write

A (k)KI’K2)

@z, € Re KK A (f 2, 7).

" (2ny

Using the results of Appendix C, the propagators in the
quasimomentum representation take the form

2_2"‘21‘(——0'-—%)/_ 9
4r T(e+3) \ oK,

—1(9/9K * Ki+K
X( i( /1 1 ))6<2)(K1—K2) 1Ko

The reader is reminded that the expression of the two-
dimensional § function entering the last equations reads

6@ (Kl—K2)= —Zza(Kl—Kg)s(Kl*—Kz*) .

A% (kK 1,K )= ,1>(_k0+(,.k)

2043

(4.11)

5. DISCUSSION

The main purpose of this work was to set the stage
for a local description of composite hadrons. Clearly,
the classical example of a local, Lorentz-invariant
theory is quantum field theory, so we model our con-
struction after it. As already mentioned, the essential
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physical and technical complication in treating com-
posite hadrons is that they lie along Regge trajectories.
In this respect the basic result contained in this paper
is the introduction of the z representation (and of the
quasimomentum representation), which gives a compact
and unified description of the infinitely many spin
states contained in a “Lorentz family.” The connection
of virtual hadron states with physical particle states is
established through the introduction of the local hadron
amplitudes; this in turn allows one to study the sym-
metry properties of the hadron towers. It is very im-
portant that the local hadron amplitudes can support
representations of L(C) ; indeed, covariance with respect
to the latter group is essential for obtaining crossing-
symmetric scattering amplitudes.

In studying the transformation properties of the
hadron amplitudes under P, C, and T, one realizes that
the latter transform in exactly the same way as local
vertices do in a field theory of elementary particles. A
somewhat unexpected result is that the hadron ampli-
tudes have definite transformation properties under
gauge transformations as well; in particular, chirality
is conserved in a world of parallel Regge trajectories.
[This result is not so surprising if one remembers that
the present model, using unbroken L(C) symmetry, in
a sense is an extrapolation of the symmetry of a mass-
less world to nonvanishing masses. A massless world of
elementary particles has long been known to-be chiral-
invariant.] Another physically interesting consequence
of the study of symmetry properties is that covariance
under L(C) requires parity doubling (MacDowell sym-
metry) for mesons as well as fermions. This fact (well
known experimentally), to our knowledge, had no
rational explanation before.

Finally, we achieved a unified description of the
propagation of Reggeized hadron towers between two
space-time points where they interact. The simple ex-
pressions obtained are already sufficient to demonstrate
the advantages of the z representation.

Evidently, in order to complete the scheme, one has
to study the structure of local hadron amplitudes in-
volving several virtual hadrons. This is a highly non-
trivial problem, mainly because vertices with several
virtual hadrons contain essentially dynamical informa-
tion. The next part of this work is devoted almost
entirely to this problem.

APPENDIX A: GENERALIZED SPHERICAL FUNC-
TIONS ON LIGHT CONE: TRANSFORMATION
FROM (jm) TO z REPRESENTATION

Let (oM jm| be a basis vector of the IR [¢M] of
SL(2,C) (j=|M|, | M|+1, ..., —j<m<j). We want
to transform this basis vector to the representation in-
troduced in Sec. 2. First we transform to the spinor
basis (¢Mz122|. On parametrizing the spinor (z1,22)
with the Lorentz transformation (2.14), we get

21=¢€t/2 cosgBe i@t 2 gy=¢tl2 gindBe @12 (A1)
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Clearly,
(0'M21232| =Z<O’MZ122| UMJW’L)(UM]ml .
jm

The transformation function (cMzizs|cM jm) is an
eigenfunction of the operators M2+ M*+Ms?* and M3;
also, because of (2.10), it is a homogeneous function of
the variables z; and 2.; hence it is proportional to expsé.

In the variables a, 8, and v, we find:

9? a 1 9 o 92
M?=—--cotf—+ t——2 cosf——;
3B 3B sin?8 22 2y dadp
hence (in a somewhat condensed notation)
(3122| M jm)= Ne*tDarm?(aBY) , (A2)

where IV is a normalization constant. In order to fix the
latter, we normalize (A2) on the principal series
(0= —1+4)\). On choosing

2741\1/2
v=(5r)
8rd
we find

© 27 27 T
/ d& sinh?¢ f da / dy / sinBdB{c’ M’ j'm’' | 2122)
0 0 0 0

X <le2 ] aM]m) = 3(}\—)\/)3jj'5MM’6mm’ .

We use the definition of Dywi(afy) as given by
Edmonds.®

The functions (A2) can be called generalized spherical
functions of SL(2,C) on the light cone. Indeed, for
M=0 the function (A2) is independent of «; it can
be regarded as a function of the lightlike vector

= <>(z) r=0),  (A3)

with components

vo=ef, v3=efcosB, ve=efsinBsiny, vi=efsing cosy.

The functions (A2) form a complete orthogonal set;
any square integrable function of (£,a,8,y) (or, equiva-
lently, of 21, 25) can be expanded into irreducible repre-
sentations of SL(2,C) as follows:

—1+1700

do Z Z(lezld'Mjm>ijaM,

M=—w jm

F(leg) =
—1—iw

with
ij”M=/d221d222(0’Mjm12122>F(21,Zz) )

where we used the abbreviation
@z1d%35 =sinh?¢d Edady sinﬁ dg.

16 A. R. Edmonds, Angular Moment

n Qu Mechanics
(Princeton Umversny Press, Princeton, N J 1947).
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As we pointed out in Sec. 2, if one stays within one IR
of SL(2,C), the single variable z=2;/2. is sufficient to
label the states.

Using (A1), we find
z=cotif e~%7;
the transformation functions (z|eM jm) are defined by
(2122 oM jm) =27+ Mg* =M (z| e M jm),  (Ad)

which immediately leads to (2.13).
It is useful to record the expression for the differential
d’z in terms of the Euler angles. A short calculation gives

d?z=4(sinBdBdy)/(1—cosB)?.

APPENDIX B: HADRON AMPLITUDES

Consider the (improper) state vector of a single
hadron (oM jmp¢|. (The notation is explained in Sec. 3.)
Let | pisima), | prsima,pesems), ..., be physical single-
particle, two-particle, ..., states, with momentum p,,
spin s;, and spin projection ;. Formally, we can write

(oM jmp&| =3 (oM jmpE| prsimy- - - puSnttin)

X(plslml’ : 'Pnsnmnl . (B 1)

[Indeed, expansion (B1) serves as a definition of the

improper state (¢M jmp¢|.] Here, p=pi1+p2+- - - +Dr.
Clearly,

(UM]mpg I Plslml ot Pnsnmn>
= (oM jmpt| UL (0)U (L (p))™*

X lplslml' ‘ ’ﬁnsnmn> ) (BZ)

where L(p) is the boost (3.2).

U(L(p))~l | Plslml te ﬁnsnmn>

is the multiparticle state in its center-of-mass (c.m.)
system.

Inserting a complete set of states into the identity
(B2), one has (in a somewhat condensed notation)

(oM jmpE| prsimy- - pasnma)
=2 (oM sup&| U(L(p)) | oM su)

X{oMsup&| U(L(D)) | prsyma- - )
=2 Djms™ (L(p)) A, (p,§). (B3)

Here Dju,,“™(L(p)) is the matrix element of the
Lorentz transformation in the IR [oM |; su are the
total angular momentum and its projection in the
c. m. system. Equation (B3) serves as a definition of
the reduced_amplitudes 4, (p,£).
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In order to derive relations of the type (3.11), one
notices that, for example, under space inversion,

PloM jm)=(—=)"np|o—M jm). (B4)

[This can be obtained by observing that under P, the
Euler angles (A1) transform as ¢ —7—a, 8— T—0,
v — 7+, £— £ and by use of (A2).]

Also,

Pl pisimi:+ + puSatin)

=ﬁ nip| —pisima: - — PuSatin). (BS)

=1

In these equations, np and 75;p are intrinsic parities.
TFurther, using (B4),

Djmeu ™ (L(—p)) = (oM jm| U(L(—p)) |oM'sp)
— (oM jm)| PPU(L (@) P Mou)
=(=)%*Djms,"M(L(p)).
Combining these results with (B1), one gets

Aoy M (—pE") =Hpd o™ (p,£) (=), (BO)

where Hp=np* []: n:p; £¥ is the collection of quantum
numbers characterizing the space-reflected state. Since
an amplitude necessarily transforms according to a
single-valued representation of the Lorentz group, Hp
is real. Hence Hp==1; also, (££)P=¢. The symmetry
properties of the reduced amplitudes under C and T
are derived in the same way.
One finds in addition to (B6)

Bo,oM(—p, &) =HpBs, " (p,£) (=),
Ao (—p, £7)=HrpA s, M(p,£) (=),
By (—p, £7)=HrBs_," ¥ (p,§) (—)*+*,
ASMUM(p; EC) =HC’B8MUM(p; E) )
BS#"M(I’;EC) ':FIC’ASMGM(P;E) .
The reflection properties of the local amplitudes listed
in Sec. 3 require
Hp=(—)™Hp,
He=He,
HT =HT .
APPENDIX C: FOURIER TRANSFORM OF
HOMOGENEOUS FUNCTIONS
We calculate the Fourier transform
1
F(iljz)(])) = fd2zg—i RePzg2 154272

™
[2(j1—jz)=integer]. (C1)
We introduce polar coordinates

P=pei¥, z=rete, dz=rdrde (0<r<,0L¢<2m).
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With this, (C1) becomes

e 2V (i—j2) peo
F ) (P) =-_'/ ydy y2(Irti2)
0

2
27
X/ dX =tpr cosxgix2(J1—J2) |
0

where X=¢p-+y. Apart from some coefficients, the
integral over X is a standard integral representation of
the Bessel function Joj,—j, (p7) ; thus

(4152) = g2 (J1—32) p—im (J1—J2)
F P €
e
X/ rdr PO J ooy (Pr),
0

so the radial integral is a Hankel transform of integer
index. [Compare Eq. (14) in Sec. 6.561 of Gradshtein
and Rishik "]

Finally, we obtain

F G (P) = 22k i) H i G i) =20 (i o) =2k i) =2
% T(jitget| 71—72])
T(=ji—jet|ds—jz|)
T(jitjot1+] j1—72])
T(—ji—jot[j1—72])
(C2)

= 220rtg2)Hp—ir (j1—32)

X P~ it ol =1 p¥— i fat| 1= 2l =1

APPENDIX D: CLEBSCH-GORDAN
COEFFICIENTS OF SL(2,C)

We define the symmetric Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
(CGC) of SL(2,C) in the z representation by the
equation

/ Padayd?zy QM1 (3,) ploaMal (z,) plosMal ()
oM odMs o3l
X
Z1 29 23
It is sufficient to check the invariance of (D1) with
respect to the three basic transformations «, @, and »

introduced in Sec. 2. The functions el?¥i(z;) trans-
form according to (2.12); otherwise they are arbitrary.

) =invariant. (D1)

17 1. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series,
and Products (Academic Press Inc., New York, 1965).
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The “translation” a gives
oMy oMy oMy oM oMy oM
< %1 %2 23 >=<zl+a 2o}+a zg+a> ’
so that the CGC depends on 2;—z; (3, j=1, 2, 3) only.
The “dilatation” « gives
oMy oMy o3M;
( % %2 23

) =g 2(or M2, | . 2 (05—M3)—2

1My
at
o2

Thus we try the ansatz

0'2M2 0'3M3

) . (D2)

a‘222 a3z 3

<01M1 aol o U3M3>
21 22 23

= (31— 22) " (22— 23) " (23— 21) ™

X (Zl*‘—22*)_&(22*—23*)—ﬁ2(23*—21*)_ﬁs. (DS)
Equation (D2) restricts the powers a;, 8; by
artaostay=o1tortos+Mi+M+M;3+3, (D4)

B1+B2+Bs=01t0otos—M1—My—M;3+3.

Finally, » (rotation by m around the vy axis) gives the
condition

0’1M1 0'2M2 0’3M3
< ) =g, 2(erkM1)=2, . . g k—2(05—M5)—2
21 29 23
0’1M1 0'2M2 0'3M3
A )
—1/2, —1/35 —1/2

Inserting the ansatz (D3), we get six independent linear
equations for a;, 8;, (D4) being automatically satisfied.
The solution reads

a=3(o1toe—os+Mi+Mo—M3+2),
Bi=% (o102 —03—M1—Mo+M;+2),
w=3(0rtos—o1t+My+M;—M:1+2),
,32=%(02+03_0'1+M1—M3—M2+2) ’
a=% (o103 —0o+M1+M;—M>+2),
Bs=3%(o1tos—oe—M1—My+M:+2).

A numerical factor in front of (D3) clearly remains
arbitrary. We set it equal to unity.



