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Abstract. We extend previous work concerning the construction of unitary scattering
amplitudes that correspond to the scattering data at a given energy. The dispersive and
absorptive parts are by construction analytic in cosf in the small and large Lehmann
ellipses, respectively. The dispersive and absorptive parts obtained here, in contrast to
those obtained before, are shown to have continuous derivatives on the boundary of
their domains of analyticity. The continuum ambiguity in the determination of the
scattering amplitude, which is associated with a lack of experimental information on the
inelastic contribution to unitarity, is present here as well.

Section I: Introduction

The problem of determining the scattering amplitude f at a given
energy, from the differential cross-section ¢ at that energy, has been
considered by several authors recently [1]. In particular, Atkinson,
Mahoux, and Yndurain [2] have dealt with the problem of constructing
a scattering amplitude f(z) which is analytic in z, the cosine of the
barycentric scattering angle, inside a certain unifocal ellipse. This
amplitude must correspond to a specified differential cross-section o(z),
which is analytic inside the ellipse; in addition, f(z) must satisfy uni-
tarity. The present work is a refinement of Ref. [2]; we discuss the same
nonlinear equation as was treated there, but we do the analysis in a
smaller Banach space and obtain stronger results.

For simplicity, we limit our discussion in the first two sections to
the case of purely elastic unitarity. The results may readily be gener-
alized to handle a fixed contribution to unitarity from inelastic channels.
In Section III we treat the inelastic case explicitly, and discuss the con-
tinuum ambiguity.

* Work supported in part by the National Science Foundation and a NATO
Research Grant.
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In the domain of elastic unitarity, the nonlinear equation for the
absorptive part A(z) is

A(z)=B(z; A), (1.1)
where .

B(z; A)= ), 21+ 1) (A7 +D}) P(2), (1.2)

=0
A=13 } dx P(x) A(x), (1.3)
D=3 f dx P(x) D(x), (1.4)

and o
D(z)=[o(z) - A*(2)]*. (1.5)

The unitary, analytic scattering amplitude is determined from a solution
of Eq. (1.1) by

f(z)=D(2)+iA(2). (1.6)

As in Ref. [2], a(z) is a specified function which is analytic in S(z,), the
interior of a unifocal ellipse of semi-major axis z, > 1. The Banach space
of Ref. [2] was composed of real-analytic functions A(z), which are
analytic in z in S({,), the interior of a unifocal ellipse of semi-major
axis {,, where

zo<{1<2z3—1. (1.7)
The norm was

14l = sup |4]/Q\(Cy) (1.8)
1=0,1,...

where A, are the partial-wave projections of A(z), given by (1.3), and Q,
are Legendre functions of the second kind.

Let K, be a certain finite ball of the Banach space, defined by
K,={A4:|A|| £b}. It was shown in Ref. [2] that, with suitable restric-
tions on o, the functions 4 in K, were mapped by (1.2)—(1.5) into
functions B, all of which lie in a relatively compact subset of K,.
Schauder’s fixed point theorem [3] was then used to establish the exist-
ence of at least one solution of Eq. (1.1) in the ball K.

The work of Ref. [2] has the shortcomings that (1) the ball radius b
approaches zero as z,, the semi-major axis of the elliptical region S(z,),
approaches 1, and (2) b becomes small also as {, is taken to be close to
2z3 — 1. At asymptotically high energies the semi-major axis z, of the
Lehmann ellipse, the ellipse of analyticity of the scattering amplitude,
f(2), is expected from general considerations to approach 1. In addition,
if o(z) is analytic and bounded in S(z,), one similarly expects the absorp-
tive part A(z) to be analytic and bounded within an ellipse of semi-major
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axis equal to 2z% — 1. We will show here that both these shortcomings
are not intrinsic to the nonlinear Eq. (1.2)—(1.5), but may be avoided
by a more suitable Banach norm.

Here we choose a norm such that a finite ball of the Banach space
is mapped into itself in the limit as z, approaches + 1. To motivate our
choice of norm, let us take z, = 1 and consider the mapping of 4 into B,
given by (1.2)—(1.4), under the following restrictions:

(1) there exist constants x and yu, with 5/2 < u < 3, such that!

|4l = i/(T+ 1), (1.9)

(2) o(z) is continuously differentiable for — 1 <z< +1, and
(3) D(z) has no zeros for — 1 £z < + 1. Under these conditions, one
may justify an integration by parts? of Eq. (1.4) and obtain that

D S w/(l+1)%. (1.10)

Consequently, we have that

B =D} + Af|<k/(+1)*<

K
T (1.11)
Thus the large-! bound of (1.9) is reproduced by the nonlinear mapping
(1.2)—(1.4), with appropriate restrictions on ¢. Our Banach norm
(2.1) is chosen so that elements of the space satisfy (1.9) uniformly
as z, approaches 1. It is shown in Section II that a finite ball of the
Banach space is mapped into itself by (1.2)—(1.4), and one can choose
the ball radius b to be independent of z,.

In Appendix B we discuss a compactness criterion which is natural
for subsets of Banach spaces with a discrete norm, such as our norm
(2.1). We have not seen such a criterion used previously in the physics
literature on nonlinear analysis. This compactness criterion enables us
to take z, =2z% — 1 and still be able to map a finite ball through the
system (this was not possible in Ref. [2]).

In Appendix A we use the Laplace representations of the Legendre
functions P(z) and Q,(z) to obtain certain upper bounds which are valid
when [ is a non-negative integer and z is complex. The bounds (A 21)
and (A 34) on Legendre functions, along with bounds (2.32) and (2.36)
on their derivatives, are used extensively in the analysis of the nonlinear
mapping (1.2)—(1.4). These bounds are optimal at large I for z near +1.
The argument is given in considerable detail, since the underlying tech-
nique and the bounds themselves may be of more general interest.

! Throughout this section « is a generic constant; it does not have the same value
in different relations in which it appears.

2 The technique of integration by parts is discussed in Appendix C. The results
obtained there reduce to (1.10) uniformly as z, approaches 1.
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In Section III we consider a given unitary scattering amplitude
f(2), for a fixed energy above the inelastic threshold, which is analytic
in z in the elliptical region S(z,). We show that this amplitude is merely
one of a continuum of unitary amplitudes analytic in S(z,), all of which
correspond to the same cross-section o(z). This continuum of scattering
amplitudes may be generated, as in Ref. [2], by varying the inhomo-
geneous contribution to unitarity, the function I(z) defined by Eq. (3.2).

We shall require in Section III that the dispersive part of the given
scattering amplitude, D(z), does not vanish within S(z,). If D(z) does
have a zero inside S(z,), the inelasticities #, in I(z) may not be varied
arbitrarily. In fact, there must be one constraint on the variation of the #,
for every (simple) zero of D(z) inside S(z,). Thus, a continuum ambiguity
in the determination of the amplitude f(z) from the cross-section 4(z)
is present even if D(z) has zeros inside S. We will not prove this result
here; the details of the proof for this case are quite analogous to those
explicitly discussed in Sections III and IV of Ref. [4].

Certain of the limitations of Ref. [2] were overcome in Ref. [4] by
means of a technique which largely avoids estimates concerning
Legendre functions. In particular, in the discussion of Ref. [4], the ball
radius does not tend to zero as z, approaches 1. Analyticity of the
absorptive part in the large Lehmann ellipse S(z,) is obtained, but
boundedness and differentiability on the boundary, which are obtained
in the present work, are not guaranteed. The compactness criterion used
in Ref. [4] works smoothly for open regions, but a more powerful
(if more laborious) technique such as that used here seems to be required
to handle the boundary. Control of behavior on the boundary is of some
interest, since one might wish eventually to specify the singularity of
o(z) on the boundary of its region of analyticity. This might be required
in a phenomenological program in which one attempted to specify
certain features of the interaction; i.e., a generalized “polology”.

Section II: Fixed Point Proof

Here we will show that Eq. (1.1) has a solution A(z) which is analytic
in the open unifocal elliptical region S(z;), with semi-major axis
z; =225 —1 3, if one has a cross-section ¢(z) analytic in S(z,) and subject
to certain other restrictions to be given presently. To this end we define
a Banach space # of real-analytic functions h(z) analytic for z € S(z,).
We choose the norm to be

Il = sup {|hol, 2“(z, + /22 — 1)* |hyl, 2
sup (I+ 1) (21 + Vzi 1)t |k} '

gane

3 With this choice, z, + |/zZ — 1 = (zo + [/2& — 1)%.
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where 5/2 <u<3. The partial wave projections h, are real and are
defined by

h,='% —§1 dz P(z) h(z). (2.2)

The elements h(z) of the Banach space are analytic for z € S(z,) because
their Legendre series representation can be shown to be uniformly
convergent for z in S(z;). Uniform convergence follows easily from

lhol < 1Al , (2.3)
Al 1
1hll é 2# ZO + ‘/Z% — 1 > (24)
and
Ihl 1

I 2.5)

1= (I+1F @+ )/z2i -1

for 1 =2, when used along with the bound

IP@2) S (z+)/2> - 1), (2.6)

which is established in Appendix A.

Furthermore, we may use (2.3)—(2.6) to show that when z is in the
smaller ellipse S(z,), and |h| <b, then |h(z)| is bounded above by a
constant independent of z,:

) < f @1+ 1) 1) 1P(2)

=0
Sofie 2oy e ol
205 (4 (Zl+l/zl 1)t
w ! 2.7
3 2'+1)
=4 { ot ; (I+ 1y }

o 1
2b ——— =§b.
,;0 I+t A

We will consider the mapping of A(z) € # into B(z) given by (1.2)—(1.4),
with the cross-section ¢(z) analytic in z and free of zeros for zeS(z,). It will
be established that, with appropriate restrictions on o(z), the operator
maps K, into a subset of K,, where the set K, is defined to be the ball

K,={A|Ae® and |A|<b}, (2.8)

IA

with b to be chosen later. Furthermore, we will show that B(A) is a con-
tinuous mapping in the topology induced by the norm (2.1). Finally, we
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will prove that the set of images B(K,) is a compact set in the topology
induced by (2.1).

Thus, we shall be able to establish that B(A4) is a continuous mapping
of a closed, convex set K, in the Banach space # into the compact
subset B(K,) *. The conditions of Schauder’s fixed point theorem are
met [3], and we will be able to conclude that at least one solution of
Eq. (1.1) exists and lies in the ball K,.

For the work of this section we wish to constrain the ball K, so that

lA(@)* <lo(2)] (29)

for A€ K, and z in the closed elliptical region S(z,). If we use the bound
(2.7), which is satisfied by any element of K,, for |A(z)|, we see that (2.9)
is satisfied if

(Bb)? <m?, (2.10)
where we make the definition?
m?>=inf |o(z). (2.11)
zedS(zp)

We also require that |o(z)| and |o’(z)| have finite maximum values on
0S(z,), which are given by

M?*= sup |o(z), (2.12)
zedS(zo)

2N = sup |o'(z)]. (2.13)
zedS(zp)

If condition (2.10) is met, the function D(z), defined by (1.5), is
analytic for z in the ellipse S(z,). Also, D(z) is continuous and bounded
on the boundary 0S(z,), and it may be represented for physical z by
a Cauchy integral over dS(z,). We may use this Cauchy integral, along
with the relation

1
0= [ ax 1 @14

Sy z—x

to write the partial wave projections of D as

L 0. 215

1= =
20 iz

In order to show that a certain ball K, C # is mapped into a compact
subset B(K,) by (1.2)—(1.4), we will need bounds upon B,, the partial

4 Convexity of the ball K, follows from linearity of the norm (2.1).
5 Since o(z) is free of zeros in the closed ellipse S(z,), it takes its minimum modulus
over S(z,) on the boundary, ¢5(z).



Scattering Amplitudes 227

waves of B(z), which are given by

B,=D} + A} . (2.16)

To establish that B(K,) C K,, we must show that for all A(z) e K,,
IBol=b, (2.17)
IBllé—b—*»—1 (2.18)

2% zo+)z5—1 ’

and

b e
|B,1§m[zl+|/zf—1 =1 (2.19)

for I=2,3,.... Furthermore, B(K,) will be compact in the topology
induced by the norm (2.1) if, for any number ¢ > 0, there exists an integer
L(¢) such that

sup(l + 1) [z, + /22 — 11"} |B <& (2.20)
lzr

for every element A of K,. This compactness criterion (2.20) is justified
in Appendix B °.

Clearly, if b is chosen sufficiently small, the term A7 in (2.16) is
appropriate for establishing (2.17)—(2.20). Hence we need only to obtain
appropriate bounds on the D} term. Let us first consider [ =0. From
(1.5), (2.7), and (2.12) we obtain for z € S(z,) that

|D(2)| S [M* + B*b*]%. (2.21)
This bound may be used in (1.4) to obtain
Dol S[M?*+ p%b*]%. (2.22)

For =1, let us use the Laplace representation for Q,(z), Eq. (A 20) of
Appendix A, to obtain for z € dS(z,) that

t © du
otz —1 'i /2> — 1|coshu
n 1 1

T2 o+ )21 22 -1

© This criterion, in contrast to the treatments of Refs. [2] and [6], does not require
that B(z) be analytic in a domain larger than that assumed for A. Crudely speaking, it
requires that the derivative of B(z) be Hélder continuous in z with a larger Holder
exponent than the elements A(z) of K,. The compactness criterion (2.23) is more ap-
propriate for Banach spaces of sequences, and it allows us to carry through the proof
for z, equal to 2z2 — 1.

10:(2) = Z
(2.23)
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We use (2.15), (2.21), and (2.23) to obtain
1 _dz

o+[/ 1 f?S(zo) |2* _1|_

ldz]|
28(z0) |Z2 - 1|%
[The proof of (2.25) is analogous to that of bounds on (2.37) and (2.38) ]
We obtain a bound on |D,| of the form:

2, p2p2
lD1|<l [M?+ B*b*]*

2 zot+)z 221

To obtain appropriate bounds on D, for [ = 2 we integrate (2.15) by parts
to obtain

|D,| S[M? + B*b*]* (2.24)

One can show that

=27. (2.25)

(2.26)

! ! 2 ’ ’
D= sy Tar L4, EU-GEDE. @2

This result is justified in Appendix C. We use (1.5) to express the
derivative of D in terms of 4 and o:

D(z)= {# — A(2) A’(z)}/D(z). (2.28)
We have required via (2.10) that |D(z)| be bounded below; let us define
n= inf |D(z)|. (2.29)
ze€S(z9)
We use (2.7), (2.13), and (2.29) to bound D’:
ID'(2)| S[N +Bb|A'(2)|1/n. (2.30)

We use (2.30) in conjunction with an upper bound on |A'(z)| for
z€ 0S8(zy), to bound the integral in (2.27). The upper bound on |4’| is
obtained as follows: First, differentiate the Legendre series for 4 term
by term and use (2.3)—(2.5) to obtain

VO ETR =y (f’:i)” +l/2f—1]""”IP{(Z)I}. (231)
=2

In Appendix A we obtain the following bound on |P|:

21/2
P2 —‘7«‘? -IZ—}H— (zo+ /7~ 1)“%'%. (2.32)
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We then use (2.32) in (2.31) to obtain

3b vb
AQ@IE =+ ——+, 2.33
h AEIS 5+t (2.33)
where
41[ Z ! (2.34)

YroZ, I+
We use (2.33) and (2.30) in (2.27) to obtain

{ 1
DI ——
IDil= I(1+1) 2nn

[ ldz] 122 = 111Q:(2)]
(zo)

9 1 (2.35)
AN+ =2 p? b2 ——7.
{ T b |z2—1|f}

We majorize the integral (2.35) by using the bound

lQ()l_ |2 {o Vzg— 1} (2.36)

for ze 0S(z,), which is also obtained in Appendix A. We obtain an
estimate of |D,| from (2.35) and bounds on the integrals

1
S (zo) |z= — 1]
and
J= [ |dz|L2nz,. (2.38)
&S (zo0)

We may change the integration variable in (2.37) to ¢, where z =z, cos¢
+i)/z5 — 1 sin¢, obtaining
2n

= [d¢{zfsing +(z§—1)cos’Pp} ¥ < j" d¢ |sing| *<4n. (2.39)

0

The resulting bound for |D| is
3p
+ ——b2>+2 bz}. 2.40
|,|_.lr-——{}/ }{( » Bybl.  (240)

As a consequence we obtain

D I+ 10" @ + )z = 1)
n—1
e Y R

(2.41)

The right sides of (2.22), (2.26), and (2.41) are independent of z,.
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We will now establish that B(K,)C K, for an appropriate choice
of b. Conditions (2.17) and (2.18) are met if

b? +20(M? + B*b*) <b, (2.42)

and (2.19) is met if
100 (I+ 1!
e

We must also satisfy (2.10), so that D(z) will not vanish on S(z,). Let
us require that

b2+ [N +b2B3+27)]2 <b. (2.43)

S
IIA

“'§~ §|§
} g

(2.44)

so that

n2

v

(2.45)

We may ensure that (2.42) and (2.43) are satisfied if (2.44) is met
and if”
b*+L<h, (2.46)

L=max{10(2]‘./[2+m2), ‘:j? [N—{- "Z: (y+ %)ﬂ (2.47)

where

Let us require that
4L <1, (2.48)

this condition will be met if, for example, o(z) is nearly constant and
sufficiently small. Under this condition, (2.46) is satisfied for

b_<b<b,, (2.49)
b, =1{t+[1—4L]*}. (2.50)

Finally, we note that (2.42), (2.43), and (2.44) are satisfied for b slightly
greater than b_, if condition (2.48) is met and if

b_~ﬂ<1.

m

where

(2.51)

Again, this condition can be satisfied if o(z) is small and slowly varying.
The constraints (2.48) and (2.51) are sufficient to guarantee that
B(K,) CK,.

Conditions (2.48) and (2.51) guarantee also that the mapping of A(z)
into B(z), given by (1.2)—(1.4), is continuous in the topology induced by

7 In condition (2.44), we have used the relation (I + 1)*~!/I> £ 9/4, which is valid for
un<3and[=2
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(2.1). To establish this, we first show that, for 4, and A4, in K,,
|D1(z) — D(z)| is small on the boundary dS(z,) when A4, is close in norm
to A,. It then follows from a straightforward analysis of (2.27) that
PBzo+)/z6—1)'""|D,,— D, is also small. Finally, we establish via
(2.16) that I*(z, +)/zf — 1)'"! |B;,— B;,| is small. The separate analysis
for I =0 and 1 is trivial, so that we may conclude that || B; — B, || vanishes
as ||4, — A, tends to zero. Continuity of the mapping is thus established.

We establish compactness of the image set B(K,) via the criterion
(2.20). This inequality is easily established, however, since from (2.40)
and (2.16) we may conclude that |B;| is of asymptotic order

{z +)/z 137

at large ] and since we assume y < 3, we may ensure (2.20) by an appro-
priately large choice of L(e).

The restrictions (2.48) and (2.51) are thus sufficient to guarantee that
the hypotheses of Schauder’s theorem are met, so that there is at least
one solution of (1.1)—(1.4) in the ball K,

Section III: Continuum Ambiguity

Here we assume the existence of a particular scattering amplitude
at a fixed energy, which satisfies unitarity with a certain inelastic con-
tribution and which corresponds to the cross-section o(z). Let us de-
compose this scattering amplitude, f,(z), into its dispersive part Dy(z)
and its absorptive part A,(z). We shall assume that g(z) is analytic in
the ellipse S(z,), with a bounded derivative on the boundary, 9S(z,).
We require that 4,(z) be in the Banach space # of functions which are
analytic inside the larger ellipse S(z,). Also, we wish to require that
D(z), which is analytic and bounded in the region S(z,), have no zeros
in its closure, S(z,). We will show that, under weaker conditions, one
may construct a continuum of unitary scattering amplitudes, all with
the same cross-section ¢, by varying the inelastic contribution to
unitarity. Thus we establish the existence of a continuum of acceptable
unitary amplitudes, all giving the same cross-section.

The equation to be satisfied by the imaginary part in the inelastic
regime is

A(z)=P(z;A)=B(z; A) + 1(z), (3.1)

where B(z; A) is given by Egs. (1.2)—(1.4), and the inelastic contribution is
Iz)=Y I+ 1) P(2), (3.2)
1=0

with . s
I=z(1-np). (3.3)
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Let us require that I(z) lie in the Banach space 4, so that for I(z) the
norm (2.1) is finite. Let us also require

O=m=t, (3.4)

so that inelastic unitarity is valid for the scattering amplitude f =D +iA4,
where A satisfies (3.1) and D is given by (1.5).

It is a consequence of the analysis of Section II, and the requirement
that I be in 4, that P(z; A) belongs to # when A lies in a sufficiently
small neighborhood of A,. Let us note from (3.1) that the partial waves
of P are

P=B,+1,. (3.5

Let the function I(z) depend upon a parameter A (which is a pre-
scribed function of the elasticities), such that (3.4) is satisfied and
|I(z; )| is finite for 4 in some neighborhood of the initial values, A,.
We wish to establish the conditions necessary to apply an appropriate
implicit function theorem to guarantee the existence of a solution of (3.1),
A(z, 4), for A in some neighborhood of 4,. We will require that the de-
rivative of the inhomogeneous term I(z, 1) with respect to 4 be in the
Banach space 4, and depend continuously on A.

As a prelude to the implicit function argument, we must show that
P,(A,) h, the Frechét derivative of P with respect to the function A
evaluated at 4, and applied to an arbitrary element 4 of 4%, has certain
properties.

Since uniform convergence is guaranteed for the relevant series and
integrals for A sufficiently close to A, with he %, one may write
P,(A) - h as

p()=P(A) h(z)= ., 21+ 1) P(2) p, (3.6)

. =0
with

n= _fl dx P(x) h(x) {4, — D, A(x) [o(x) — A*(x)] " *} (37)
=2[A,h—~Dyq],

where h; are the partial-wave projections of h(z), and g, are the partial-
wave projections of

q(z) = h(z) A(z)/D(2) . (3.8)

In order to apply the implicit function theorem to (3.1), we establish
the following properties of P,(A4):

(1) The formal expression (3.6) for P,(A) is in fact the Frechét deriv-
ative of P on 4%, which exists for 4 in a neighborhood of 4,.

(2) P,(A) is continuous in A4 at A,.

(3) P,(A,) is a completely continuous linear operator on 4.
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One establishes these properties for P, in a manner quite analogous
to the analysis of B(z; A) in Section II. In particular, note that, like the
function D(z) of Section II, g(z) is analytic in S(z,), and its derivative
on the boundary dS(z,) is bounded. One may obtain bounds upon the
partial waves g, of the same form as relation (2.40) for the partial waves
of D. This estimate, along with subsidiary estimates for /=0, and
appropriate bounds on |4, |k, and |D)|, allows us to establish these
properties. For (3) we apply the compactness criterion discussed in
Appendix B. The argument is similar to our proof of compactness of
the set B(K,) in Section II.

We are considering Eq. (3.1), which we write in the form

F(z;A,2)=A(z;A)— P(z; A)=0. (3.9)

We are given a solution A,(z), corresponding to A = 4,. We will establish
the existence of a solution A(z; 4) of (3.9) for 1 in some neighborhood
of 4.

Let us make the additional assumption that the homogeneous
equation

Fy(Ag)w=0 (3.10)

has no nontrivial solutions. This condition does not follow from the
previous assumptions, and we shall not discuss the exceptional case in
which it is not met. If the condition is met, the operator F,(A4) has an
inverse on # [5]. Furthermore, we can use an appropriate form of the
implicit function theorem® to guarantee the existence of a solution to
(3.1), A(z, 4), in the Banach space #. One may generate A(z; 1) from
A(z, Ao) = Ay(2) by solving the differential equation

Z—j(z, A= —[F (A, )] Fiz; 4, 2). (3.11)

We have established a continuum ambiguity in the determination
of the scattering amplitude from the cross-section via unitarity, in a
Banach space 4 of analytic functions. Considerations have been limited
to the case for which ¢ — A% does not vanish in the closed elliptical
region S(z,). Any zeros of ¢ — A% in S(z,) do change the nature of this
continuum ambiguity, but do not remove the ambiguity. In fact, it can
be shown here, as it was shown under similar circumstances in Ref. [4],
that for each simple zero of ¢ — A% within S(z,)c one must place one
constraint upon the variation of the elasticities I, with respect to the
parameter A.

8 For a discussion, see Ref. [3], pp. 554—561.
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Appendix A

Here we will obtain bound (2.6) for P(z), (2.32) for P;(z), and (2.36)
for Qj(z), where [ is an integer and z is a point on the conventional
“physical” sheet of the complex plane. We can consider the point z to
be on a unifocal ellipse of semi-major axis zy = 1:

z=zycosp+i)/ZA—1sing, (0<¢<2m). (A1)
We define |/z* — 1 with the cut from —1 to +1, so that

V22— 1=)/22 —1cos¢ +iz,sing. (A2)
z+ )2 —1=(z0+ /25— 1) €*. (A3)

The Laplace representation of Py(z) is

Consequently,

P(z)= % do{z+)/z*> — 1 cosw} . (Ad)

From (A1) and (A2) it follows that the phase difference of z and |/ z2—1
is less than or equal to 90°, so that

lz+)/z2 —tcosw|S|z+ /2> —{|=z,+ /2§ — 1,

QO ey R

so that
IP(2) = (2o + /25— 1) (2.6)
Remark. We may use the Laplace representation to obtain
l 1
P/(z)= — (j)dw{(z+ }/z* — 1 cosw)' ™! (A5)

+ (=1 zsin*w(z+]/z*> — 1 cosw) ~?}.
It follows immediately that

I+ 1) o

|P(z) = (zo+ /25— 1)

(A6)

In order to motivate the bound (2.32) on P/(z) let us first obtain
a corresponding bound upon Pj(z) itself. We remove a factor of
(z+]/z>—1)" and change the variable of integration to v=1— cosw
to have

2
AG@) =1z + /7 1} ()= %j l/v(z—u—yv}’ (A7)
where
y= VEZL (A8)
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(A1) and (A2) imply that
ly—3l=3. (A9)

In particular, Rey =0, with Rey=0 only at z= + 1. Let us express y
in polar form:

y=Wle™, l0l=n/2. (A10)

It follows from (A9) that at a given phase 6, |y| < cosf. We will obtain
bounds explicitly for 0 <6 < n/2; the bounds for negative 6 will follow
immediately from real analyticity of A(y).

In order to obtain bounds that are uniform in 6 we distort the inte-
gration over v in (A7) to be a “house top” contour with slope ¢ =0/2;
i.e, two line segments with endpoints (0, e'®/cosg) and (e'¢/cosg, 2):

1
A= — (4 +4) (A11)
eie/cos @ dv .
A= {1 —vly| e},
=1 Ve }
e~ 'e/cos @ dU

= - _ _ ~ioy!
A2 g m {1 (2 U)Iyle }

Note: [2—v|=1 in A, and 4,.
Let us change the variables of integration in A; and 4, to x =ve™**
and ve'?, respectively:

s T ey (A12)
1= : l/_)_c s

]A |._ 1/cj?sa fi{‘_ “__Iyle_ig(z_xe—ion)ll (A13)
2 o l/)_C

We define
D(x)=1—x|y|e "2,
E()=1+x[y %2 =2yl e,

for 0<|y| < cosf; 0 <x < 1/cosf/2. We will obtain the following upper
bonds on |D| and |E|:

D(x, |y =IDI* = 1 + x|y <0, (A14)
E(x, W)= EI> — 1 +x|y| 0. (A15)

% and & are second degree polynomials in x and |y|; furthermore, the
coefficients of x? and |y|? are positive, so that & and & take on their
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maximum values at one of the 4 points (x,[y|)=(0,0), (0,cosb),

{ i
<cos9/2 ’O)’ (cosG/Z ’COSO)'

Let us consider & first. (A 14) is trivially true if either x or |y| is zero.
Furthermore,

cos

P(1/cosb/2,cosl) = 26/2

{cosf/2—-1} 0. (A 16)
So (A 14) is established.
As for &, (A 15) is trivially true for |y| =0. In addition,
&0, ly)=11-2y>-1=0 (A17)
by virtue of (A9), and

cosf 1
&(1/cos8/2, cosl)= c0s0)2 {1— 0050/2} <0. (A 18)

Furthermore, we may use the inequality 1 —p<e ?for 0<p=1to
obtain from (A 14) and (A 15) the bounds

x|y x|yl

ID(x)[<e 2 and |E(x)<e 2 . (A19)

Whence, from (A 12) and (A 13),
2 leose g 1.
T

o Vx

We may extend the integration out to infinity to obtain the bound

2\
|A(y)|§2(—) ,
nllyl
[Pz =2 (%—)L I—Z%”—_ [zo+/z5— 117, (A21)

We now obtain the bound (2.32) on P/ by similar prestidigitation. From
the Laplace integral (A4) one can obtain

I+1 {
Pl(z)= e
@)= o

(A20)

[dwcosw{z+|/z>—1cosw}. (A22)
0
Let us define B(y) through the relation

BO/(2)=[z+}/2— 11" ’ﬁ——“P;(z). (A23)
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We may again let v = { — cosw be the variable of integration and obtain

1

B(y)= (A24)

2
{—v) {1 —yv}!
gm( v) {1t —yv}

where y is given in (A8). We again distort the v integration contour to
a “house top” and decompose B(y) as was done in (A11) with A(y).
After the contour distortion

H—v=1 —xeTie<t

for 0<g<mn/4 and x in the domain of integration; hence we obtain
analogously to (A21) the bound

2 \?*
IB(y)I§2(W) , (A25)

and hence for P, the bound

2 \%
[P =2(I+ 1) (~n—l~> ~|Z—2—_1—1|—%[zo+|/z3~1]”%. (2.32)

Now we will obtain the bound (2.36) on Q; and an analogous bound
upon Q, itself. The Laplace representation for Q,(z) is

Q,(z)=Tdu{z—i—]/zz——1coshu}‘(’“’. (A26)
0

We define C(y(z)) = {z + }/z* — 1 }' "' Q(z), with y given in (A 8), to obtain

C(y)= [du{t+ y(coshu— 1)}~ ¢*1. (A27)
0
We change the integration variable to x = coshu — 1 and obtain

% dx
cW= —
) ({ [/ x(x+2)

Then we rotate the x-contour through an angle 6:

{1+ ]yle Ox}~ D, (A28)

dt
= B R 1 + t ~(l+l)' A29
y) (j) Vi3 {1 +1yle} (A29)
Now we divide the integral (A 29) into two parts.
Chy=C+Cy,
C = l/fm L {1+,
o Vtt+2e7 (A 30)
< dt
Cr= | ——— {1+hle}7 4D,
: 1/€y| Vit +2e7")
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In the integral for C; we have |t + 2| > 2. Also, we use the inequality

1
——<e P2 (A31)
1+p

if 0=<p =1 to obtain

1/]y] (H’l)l.\’ll
cli< | -4 2
0

We may take the integration out to infinity to obtain

eV (A32)
I +1) [yl

In the integral for C, we may use |t +2e~"*| >t to obtain

|Gyl = [ dT{1+ly|t} ”“)<2jdu{1+u} t+2)
1/1yl

(A33)
1 1 1
T v 2 = Wi+t
As a consequence,
1+ 1 1
10:(2) = Ve . (A34)

(zo+ )220 F YI+t 22—t}

We obtain the following representation of Qj, for I real and positive,
from (A26) [6]:

Qiz)= —I(1+1) | dusinh?*u[z+)/z* — 1 coshu]"**?.  (A35)
0

Define
(z+ /22 —1)*2
I+ 1)

With y defined by (A8). We may write

D(y(2)= —

2:2), (A36)

D(y)= (dusinh®u {1t +y(coshu—1}7¢*?. (A37)
0

We again let x =coshu — 1 be the integration variable to obtain

D(y)=?dx [/ x(x+2) {1+ x|yl e” 0} 702, (A38)
0
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Again we rotate the x integration contour by an angle 6 and divide D
into two parts:
D= (D, +D,)e*",
/]yl

- (+2
Dy= | de}/dle+2e7 {14y}, (A39)
Dy= | de}/ii+2e ™ (1 +1pl1) 0.

/1yl

We may change the variable of integration in D, to obtain

1
DlzT;IZ_ [ dul/u)/ut2ple ™ {1 +u}~0*2. (A40)
4]

We use (A31) and the inequality (u+2|yle®)*<]/3 to obtain

V3 fauue

TP

(l+2

D, )" (A41)

/\

Let us extend the integration in (A41) out to infinity to obtain

2)/6m 1
D|I£f—5——7. A42
PIE T (4
We may express D, as
D,= + [ duu(u+2lyle®)]* {1 +u}~ 2. (A43)
1
We use the inequality |u(u + 2|yl e )| <1 +u to obtain
ID,| < % [ du{t+uy~¢*v
;)" 11 1 1 (A44)
_ . < . .
Py T Iy Y+t
We thus obtain
DD R AL (A45)
ST Yien
Consequently, we have for [> 0 that
, VI+1 1 +2)/6n
IQI(Z)I é |y|2 ’ (ZO + VZ(Z) — 1)1+2
(2.36)

]/l+ 10
|Z —1] (Zo+v )
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On the other hand, the relation

O —

22— 1

(A46)

allows us to justify the bound (2.36) for [=0 as well.

Appendix B

We are considering a Banach space # of sequences, a ={a,, a,, ...},
with the norm
lall = supla,| . (B1)

We wish to consider a set S of sequences, such that S is a subset of some
finite ball K, ={alae %, |a|| £b}. We will establish the following com-
pactness criterion:

Lemma.® S is compact in the topology induced by the norm (B1) if
for every number ¢>0 there exists an integer L(g), such that for every
element a of S,

supla|<e. (B2)
I>L

Proof. To show that S is compact if (B2) is met, we construct a finite
e-net for S from elements of S. To this end, we first construct a finite
e-net for S from elements of K,. For any ¢>0, let N be the greatest
integer such &(N — 1) <2b. Define the N numbers d; by

(dy,dy,...;dy)=(—=b, —b+e, ..., —b+(N—1)¢). (B3)

Then for any number s, —b <s,<g, there is a d; such that |s,—d;| <e.
Let C,C K, be a set of N sequences, where a sequence in C, is denoted
by c(ny, n,, ...,n;) and has the form

c(ny,ny, ...,n)=1d,,d,,,....d,,0,0,...}. (B4)

Here each n; may have any of the values n;,=1,2,...,N. If s is any
element of S, there is an element ¢ of C, such that ||s —¢| <, since with
an appropriate choice of the n; we have

Is —cll = sup | sup |s;,—d,[, sup |s|
I<L(e) 1> L(¢) (B 5)
Ssupleel=¢.

Consequently, C, is a finite e-net for S, composed of elements of K.

° This lemma is analogous to the more familiar Arzeld-Ascoli equicontinuity cri-
terion for compactness. The latter criterion is appropriate for Banach spaces of functions
with a continuous argument.
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We can now find an &-net T, for S, composed of elements of S.
Consider any element c of C,,. If there is at least one element s of S
such that |c—s| <¢/2, then put one such element, say teS, in T,.
Otherwise, go on to another element of C, ,. Repeat the procedure for
all elements of the finite set C,,. The finite set T, consisting of all ¢
selected in this way, is indeed an e-net for S, since for an arbitrary s€ S,
there is a c e C,, such that ||s —¢|| <¢/2, and a corresponding t € T, such
that |¢ —t|| £ ¢/2. Consequently,

Is—ti=ls—cll+lc—t]=e. (B6)

Appendix C

Let k(z) be a function analytic in a unifocal ellipse S(z,) with a con-
tinuous derivative on its boundary. Consider its partial wave projec-
tion k, for I=1,2,...:

1 } dx P(x) k(x)

L s (C1)
~4 {d( ] av o)) k.
S\
We integrate by parts to obtain
1 1 x
ki=t|k() [ dy PO) = | dx k(o) | dy P«y)‘. €2)
- -1 1

The first term in (C2) vanishes. Furthermore, from the Legendre dif-
ferential equation we obtain

i s
_EldyPl(y)— T P(x). (C3)
So 1 .
kl= m _".1 dx (Xz— 1) PI/(X) k/(X) . (C4)

We may write k' as a Cauchy integral over 0S(z,) and use an identity,
which is valid for [>0:

1 1 —x?) P(x
(1= Qi =4 ] ax LA ©3)
This identity is obtained from the Legendre differential equation and
(2.14). To verify Eq. (C5), let us differentiate the right side of (C5) with
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respect to z, to obtain

1
-4 [ax - () 0= R, (6)
1 x \z—x
We integrate by parts on x to obtain
L 1 I(+1) 1 Py(x)
1 2 q r_ T 1
t1 ] de (1= Rk > 5T o
=—1(1+1)0/2).

This is the derivative of the left side of (C5), according to Legendre’s
differential equation. Since for I > 0 both sides of (C5) vanish as |z| — oo,
we have the identity.

It then follows that

1 1 , /
k= 2ni m ﬁs'((zo)dz (1—-2%) Qi) k'(2) . (C3)

One can, consequently, verify (2.27).
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