arXiv:1405.1597v1 [hep-ph] 7 May 2014

EPJ manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

On kinematical constraints in the hadrogenesis conjecture for the baryon resonance spectrum

Yonggoo Heo^a and Matthias F.M. Lutz^b

GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Planck Str. 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany

Received: date / Revised version: date

Abstract. We consider the reaction dynamics of bosons with negative parity and spin 0 or 1 and fermions with positive parity and spin^1_2 or^3_2 . Such systems are of central importance for the computation of the baryon resonance spectrum in the hadrogenesis conjecture. Based on a chiral Lagrangian the coupledchannel partial-wave scattering amplitudes have to be computed. We study the generic properties of such amplitudes. A decomposition of the various scattering amplitudes into suitable sets of invariant functions expected to satisfy Mandelstam’s dispersion-integral representation is presented. Sets are identified that are free from kinematical constraints and that can be computed efficiently in terms of a novel projection algebra. From such a representation one can deduce the analytic structure of the partial-wave amplitudes. The helicity and the conventional angular-momentum partial-wave amplitudes are kinematically constrained at the Kibble conditions. Therefore an application of a dispersion-integral representation is prohibitively cumbersome. We derive covariant partial-wave amplitudes that are free from kinematical constraints at the Kibble conditions. They correspond to specific polynomials in the 4-momenta and Dirac matrices that solve the various Bethe-Salpeter equations in the presence of short-range interactions analytically.

PACS. 11.55. − m, 13.75.Cs, 11.80. − m

1 Introduction

The light vector mesons play a crucial role in the hadrogenesis conjecture [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]. Together with the Goldstone bosons they are identified to be the quasifundamental hadronic degrees of freedom that are expected to be responsible for the formation of the meson spectrum. If supplemented with the baryon-octet and decuplet ground states the baryon resonance spectrum is conjectured to be generated by coupled-channel dynamics. For instance it was shown that the leading chiral interaction of Goldstone bosons with the light vector mesons generates an axial-vector meson spectrum that is quite close to the empirical spectrum [4,9]. Similarly s- and d-wave baryon resonances were generated by the leading chiral interaction of the Goldstone bosons with the baryon octet and decuplet states [11,12,5,13]

Extensions of such computations to systems involving intermediate states of a vector meson and a baryon, as suggested by the hadrogenesis conjecture, are formidable challenges. Though it is well known how to incorporate more massive degrees of freedom into the chiral Lagrangian, it is not so clear how to organize systematic applications. For instance, the low-energy interaction of vector mesons with the baryons is characterized by various unknown

a e-mail: y.heo@gsi.de b e-mail: m.lutz@gsi.de two-body counter terms. This is analogous to the lowenergy interaction of two nucleons [14,15,16,17]. Here chiral dynamics does not predict the dominant structure of the coupled-channel interaction. This motivated a phenomenological study that parameterized a set of quasilocal coupled-channel interactions and adjusted their strength to empirical data from pion- and photon-nucleon scattering [3]. By construction all long-range forces from t- and u-channel exchange processes are assumed to be integrated out and therefore the approach is applicable in the resonance region only. The number of adjusted parameter, about 50, were used to describe about 2000 data points. Various baryon resonances were shown to be dynamically generated by s-wave channels with a vector meson. Clearly, a more systematic and predictive approach would be highly desirable [18]. The challenge is the consistent treatment of both long- and short-range forces from t- and u-channel exchange processes. Only then it may be possible to establish a reliable link of a chiral Lagrangian to the resonance spectrum.

The key issue is the identification of an optimal set of degrees of freedom in combination with the construction of power counting rules. A novel counting scheme for the chiral Lagrangian which includes the nonet of light vector mesons in the tensor field representation was explored in [9,10]. It is based on the hadrogenesis conjecture and large-N_c considerations [1,4,6,7,8]. The counting scheme would be a consequence of an additional mass gap of QCD in the chiral limit, that may arise if the number of colors increases. How to systematically include the baryon octet and decuplet states into this Lagrangian remains an open issue.

In this work we prepare the ground for systematic coupled-channel computations involving active vector meson degrees of freedom. Based on a chiral Lagrangian coupled-channel partial-wave amplitudes need to be established in a controlled approximation. Any conceivable scheme should obey the coupled-channel unitarity condition and generate amplitudes, which analytic structures are consistent with the constraints set by micro-causality. Following [19,20,21,22,23,17] we use the concept of a generalized potential. A partial-wave scattering amplitude T^J ( √ s ) is decomposed into two contributions

T^J ( √ s ) = U^J ( √ s ) + ∫ dw π T^J (w) ρ^J (w) T^{J†}(w) w − √ s − i ϵ . (1)

By definition the generalized potential U^J ( √ s ) receives contributions with left-hand cuts only. All right-hand cuts from the s-channel unitarity condition are generated by the second term in (1). Given an approximated generalized potential one can solve for the partial-wave scattering amplitude T^J ( √ s ). A systematic unitarization scheme based on (1) was developed recently in [19,20,21,22,23,17]. It is applicable in the presence of long- and short-range forces and therefore suitable for coupled-channel studies with active vector meson degrees of freedom.

Once intermediate states with a vector meson are considered there are almost always long-range forces implied by t- or u-channel exchange processes that lead to nontrivial left-hand branch points in the partial-wave amplitudes. The left- and right-hand branch cuts almost always overlap and therefore any algebraic or separable approach has to be rejected. Let us be specific and exemplify our statement: consider the ω-meson nucleon scattering process. The partial-wave amplitudes have a left-hand branch point at 1351 MeV that is caused by the u-channel nucleon exchange process according to the Landau condition [24]. The branch point is right from the pion-nucleon threshold and therefore constitutes an example for an overlap of left- and right-hand cuts. If the on-shell reduction scheme of [2] or any other separable scheme would be applied to the system with two channels πN and ωN, the partialwave scattering amplitudes develop necessarily unphysical left-hand branch points [4,19,22]. This holds at any finite truncation of the interaction kernel: all pion-nucleon partial-wave amplitudes would have an unphysical branch point at 1351 MeV. The resulting partial-wave amplitudes are analytic functions, however, they have a cut structure that is inconsistent with the constraints set by micro causality.

Though it is straight forward to introduce partial-wave scattering amplitudes in the helicity formalism of Jacob and Wick [25], it is a nontrivial task to derive transformations that lead to amplitudes that are kinematically unconstrained [26,27,28,15,3,2,29,30,31,19,17]. A kinematical constraint of a partial-wave amplitude requires a boundary condition on the non-linear integral equations (1) that complicates the search of its solutions significantly. Therefore it is useful to find transformations of the helicity partial-wave amplitudes to covariant partial-wave amplitudes that do not require boundary conditions in (1). In a previous work one of the authors studied the scattering of 0^− and 1^− particles [4,32] and fermion-antifermion annihilation processes with^1_2^+ and^3_2^+ particles [33].

So far most reactions involving two-body states with 0^− or 1^− particles and^1_2^+ or^3_2^+ particles have not been dealt with. It is the purpose of the present work to derive the covariant partial-wave amplitudes for the latter reactions. The technique applied in this work has been used previously in studies of two-body scattering systems with photons, pions and nucleons [26,34,35,36,37,38,39, 40,41,42,33,32]. Since the applications of the unitarization scheme [19,20,21,22,23,17] requires a detailed study of the analytic structure of any contribution to the generalized potential, it is instrumental to generate from a given chiral Lagrangian analytic expressions for such driving terms. In an initial step we decompose the scattering amplitude into invariant functions that are free of kinematical constraints [26,43,34,35,36,37,40,41,42,44]. Such amplitudes are expected to satisfy a Mandelstam’s dispersion-integral representation [45,34]. Like in the previous work [32] we will derive a projection algebra that allows the analytic derivation of contributions to the invariant amplitudes from a given chiral Lagrangian by means of a computer algebra program. In a second step the nontrivial transformation from the helicity to the covariant partial-wave amplitudes is derived. As a side product of such an analysis we generate specific polynomials in the 4- momenta and Dirac matrices that solve the various Bethe- Salpeter equations in the presence of short range interactions analytically. This generalizes and systematizes the results of previous works [3,2,46,47].

The work is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the conventions used for the kinematics of the various two-body reactions. The scattering amplitudes are decomposed into sets of invariant amplitudes free of kinematical constraints. In the following section the helicity partialwave amplitudes are constructed within the given convention. The transformation to partial-wave amplitudes free of kinematical constraints are derived, discussed and presented. Section 4 offers a short summary.

2 On-shell scattering amplitudes

We consider two-body reactions of a boson with J^P = 0^−, 1^− and a fermion with J^P =^1_2^+,^3_2^+ where we use the conventions introduced in [33,32] for the kinematics and wave functions. All derivations will be completely generic. A two-body reaction is characterized by the three Mandelstam variables s, t and u with

s + t + u = m^2 + M^2 + m̄^2 + M̄^2 , (2)

with the initial and final masses m, M and m̄, M̄ respectively. In the center-of-momentum frame the 4-momenta q and q̄ of the incoming and outgoing boson and those of the fermion, p and p̄ are determined by the scattering angle θ and the magnitudes of the initial and final threemomenta q_{cm} and q̄_{cm}. From [33,32] we recall the further useful notations

w^μ = q^μ + p^μ = q̄^μ + p̄^μ ,

k^μ = 1 2 (q^μ − p^μ) , r_μ = k_μ − 1 2 q^2 − p^2 s w_μ , k̄^μ = 1 2 (q̄^μ − p̄^μ) , r̄_μ = k̄_μ − 1 2 q̄^2 − p̄^2 s w_μ , r̄ · r̄ = −q̄^2_{cm} , r̄ · r = −q̄_{cm} q_{cm} cos θ , r · r = −q^2_{cm} , r̄ · w = 0 = w · r , w · w = s , (3)

where the two 4-vectors r_μ and r̄_μ are orthogonal to w_μ.

The on-shell production and scattering amplitudes are defined in terms of plane-wave matrix elements of the scattering operator where we do not make explicit internal degrees of freedom like isospin or strangeness quantum numbers for simplicity. We decompose the scattering amplitudes into sets of invariant functions. The merit of the decomposition lies in the transparent analytic properties of the functions F_n(s, t), which are expected to satisfy Mandelstam’s dispersion-integral representation [45,34]. For reactions involving non-zero spin particles it is not straight forward to identify such amplitudes.

We begin with the elastic scattering of a pseudoscalar boson off a spin-one-half fermion

T_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 (k̄, k, w) = F^+_1 ( √ s, t) ⟨P_+⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2

+ F^−_1 ( √ s, t) ⟨P_−⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 ,

⟨P_±⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 = ū(p̄, λ_{p̄}) P_± u(p, λ_p) , (4)

where the convention for the baryon wave functions u(p, λ_p) and ū(p̄, λ_{p̄}) with the helicity projections λ_p and λ_{p̄} is taken from [33]. In (4) we use the projection matrices P_± with P_± P_∓ = 0 and

P_± = 1 2 √ s (√ s ± /w ) , P_± P_± = P_± . (5)

The reaction is characterized by two scalar function. It is well studied in the literature (see e.g. [43,48,49]). The number of invariant amplitudes follows readily from the number of on-shell independent Dirac matrices. Further Dirac structures like /p or /p̄ are redundant

⟨/p P_±⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 = M ⟨P_±⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 ,

⟨P_± /p̄⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 = M̄ ⟨P_±⟩_0 1_{2 → 0} 1_2 . (6)

Owing to the MacDowell symmetry [43] it holds

F^−_1 (+ √ s, t) = F^+_1 (− √ s, t) . (7) While the functions F^±_1 depend on √ s and t the particular combinations

F_1(s, t) = F^+_1 ( √ s, t) + F^−_1 ( √ s, t) ,

F_2(s, t) = √ s ( F^+_1 ( √ s, t) − F^−_1 ( √ s, t) ) , (8)

depend on s and t and do satisfy Mandelstam’s dispersionintegral representation [45,34]. This implies that the functions F_n(s, t), unlike the functions F^±_1 ( √ s, t), do not have a square-root branch point at s = 0.

The invariant amplitudes F^±_1 can be derived by means of the following projection algebra 1 2 tr ( P_± Λ Q_± Λ̄ ) = 1 , Λ = /p + M , 1 2 tr ( P_± Λ Q_∓ Λ̄ ) = 0 , Λ̄ = /p̄ + M̄ , (9)

with

Q_± = s v^2 ( (r̄ · r) P_∓ − Ē_∓ E_∓ P_± ) , E_± = √ s 2 ( 1 − δ ) ± M , δ = m^2 − M^2 s , Ē_± = √ s 2 ( 1 − δ̄ ) ± M̄ , δ̄ = m̄^2 − M̄^2 s , v^2 = s ( (r̄ · r)^2 − r̄^2 r^2 ) = −s q̄^2_{cm} q^2_{cm} sin^2 θ . (10)

A slightly more complicated process involves one vector particle in the final state

T_0 1_{2 → 1} 1_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū(p̄, λ_{p̄}) T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄} u(p, λ_p) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄} = γ̂_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} = w_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄} = r_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 ,

(11)

where we use a notation analogous to the one introduced in [33]. The sign convention for the vector wave functions ϵ_μ(q, λ_q ) and ϵ_μ(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) are given in [32]. In (11) we use (5) and γ̂_μ = γ_μ − 1 s /w w_μ , P_± γ̂_μ = γ̂_μ P_∓ . (12)

For notational simplicity we do not introduce different notations for the invariant amplitudes F^±_n ( √ s, t) in the two reactions (4, 11).

The number of invariant on-shell amplitudes F^±_n with n = 1, 2, 3 follows from the number of helicity amplitudes. Since we are assuming parity conservation the total number of independent helicity amplitudes is 1 2 (2 S_q + 1) (2 S_p + 1) (2 S_{q̄} + 1) (2 S_{p̄} + 1) , (13)

where S_q, S_p and S_{q̄} , S_{p̄} are the spins of the initial and final particles.

Since the invariant amplitudes are supposed to be free of kinematical constraints the tensor structures should involve the minimal number of momenta. There is one structure, γ_{μ̄} i γ_5 which does not involve any momentum. Owing to the transversality of the spin-one wave functions with

ϵ_{μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) k^{μ̄} = 2 ϵ_{μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) w^{μ̄} , (14) there are three structures with one momentum involved, γ_{μ̄} /w i γ_5, i γ_5 r_{μ̄} and i γ_5 w_{μ̄}. Those 4 structures are part of our basis. It is left to identify the remaining two tensors, which involve necessarily two momenta. Our basis suggests the two structures /w i γ_5 r_{μ̄} and /w i γ_5 w_{μ̄}, but there are three more candidates built from the tensor ϵ_{μ̄μαβ} γ^μ contracted with two momenta. It is left to show that for on-shell conditions the latter three tensors can be decomposed into our basis without generating kinematical singularities. Indeed, it holds √ s ⟨ϵ_{μ̄μαβ} γ^μ P_± r̄^α r^β ⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} = ⟨± √ s Ē_± T^{(3)}_{∓,μ̄} − √ s Ē_± E_± T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄} + √ s (r̄ · r) T^{(1)}_{∓,μ̄} − (M̄ ∓ √ s ) E_± T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} ∓ (r̄ · r) T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} , 1 √ s ⟨ϵ_{μ̄μαβ} γ^μ P_± w^α r^β ⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} = ⟨− E_± T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄}

± T^{(3)}_{∓,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} , 1 √ s ⟨ϵ_{μ̄μαβ} γ^μ P_± r̄^α w^β ⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} = ⟨− Ē_∓ T^{(1)}_{∓,μ̄}

∓^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} . (15)

It is almost obvious that any tensor involving three or more momenta has a regular on-shell decomposition into our basis. For instance, consider the two additional structures v_μ P_± with

v_μ = ϵ_{ματ β} k̄^α w^τ k^β . (16)

The on-shell identity 1 √ s ⟨v_{μ̄} P_±⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} = ⟨± Ē_± E_± T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄} ∓ (r̄ · r) T^{(1)}_{∓,μ̄}

−^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) E_± T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} − Ē_± T^{(3)}_{∓,μ̄}⟩^{μ̄}_{0 12 → 1 12} , (17)

shows that such structures are linear dependent of the six tensors T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄} introduced in (11). We conclude that the particular choice (11) leads to invariant amplitudes F^±_n ( √ s, t) that are free of kinematical constraints and manifest the MacDowell relations with

F^−_n (+ √ s, t) = F^+_n (− √ s, t) . (18) It is useful to derive a suitable projection algebra analogous to the one displayed in (9). We find 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄} Λ Q^{μ̄}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄}_{±,n} = 0 ,

Q^{μ̄}_{±,1} = ± √ s v^2

P_± v^{μ̄} ,

Q^{μ̄}_{±,2} = − i γ_5 R_± w⌋^{μ̄} −^1_2 (1 + δ̄ ) √ s v^2

E_± Q_± v^{μ̄} ,

Q^{μ̄}_{±,3} = − i γ_5 R_± r⌋⌊^{μ̄} − √ s v^2

Ē_∓ Q_∓ v^{μ̄} , (19)

with

R_± = s v^2 ( Ē_∓ E_± P_± − (r̄ · r) P_∓ ) . (20)

Following [32] the 4-vectors r⌋⌊, w⌋ and w⌊ are suitable linear combinations of r̄, r and w as to have the convenient properties r⌋⌊ · r = 1 , r⌋⌊ · r̄ = 0 = r⌋⌊ · w , w⌋ · w = 1 , w⌋ · r = 0 = w⌋ · q̄ , w⌊ · w = 1 , w⌊ · r = 0 = w⌊ · p̄ . (21) The index ⌋ and ⌊ of a vector indicates whether it is orthogonal to the 4 momentum of the first or second particle respectively. The patched symbol ⌋⌊ implies the orthogonality to both 4 momenta. We recall the explicit form of the auxiliary vectors r⌋⌊, w⌋ and w⌊ from [32]. Given three 4-vectors a_μ, b_μ and c_μ we introduce a vector, a^μ_{b c} = a^μ_{c b}, as follows a^μ_{b c} a_{b c} · a_{b c} = a^μ − a · c c · c c^μ − a · (b −^{c·b}_{c·c} c) (b −^{c·b}_{c·c} c)^2 ( b^μ − c · b c · c c^μ ) , a^μ_{b c} a_μ = 1 , a^μ_{b c} b_μ = 0 , a^μ_{b c} c_μ = 0 . (22)

In the notation of (22) the desired vectors are identified with r⌋⌊^μ = r^μ_{r̄ w} , w⌋^μ = w^μ_{r q̄} , w⌊^μ = w^μ_{r p̄} , r̄⌋⌊^μ = r̄^μ_{r w} , w̄⌋^μ = w^μ_{r̄ q} , w̄⌊^μ = w^μ_{r̄ p} , (23)

where we introduced the additional vectors r̄⌋⌊, w̄⌋ and w̄⌊ that will turn useful below. In the derivation of (19) the following expressions are useful

v^2 = s ( (r̄ · r)^2 − r̄^2 r^2 ) , v^2 ( r⌋⌊ · r̄⌋⌊) = s (r̄ · r) , v^2 ( r⌋⌊ · r⌋⌊) = −s r̄^2 , s (w⌊ · w⌋) = 1 +^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) s (r̄⌋⌊ · r̄⌋⌊) , s (w⌊ · w̄⌋) = 1 +^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) s (r⌋⌊ · r̄⌋⌊) , v^2 ( r⌋⌊ · w⌋) = −^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s (r̄ · r) , v^2 ( r⌋⌊ · w⌊) = −^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s (r̄ · r) , (w⌋ · r̄) = −^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) , (w⌊ · r̄) = −^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) , (w̄⌋ · r) = −^1_2 (δ + 1) , (w̄⌊ · r) = −^1_2 (δ − 1) . (24)

We turn to the scattering of spin-one bosons off spinone-half fermions. The scattering amplitude takes the generic form

T_1 1_{2 → 1} 1_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄μ}⟩^{μ̄μ}_{1 12 → 1 12} ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄μ}⟩^{μ̄μ}_{1 12 → 1 12} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū(p̄, λ_{p̄}) × T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄μ} u(p, λ_p) ϵ^μ(q, λ_q ) , T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄μ} = ĝ_{μ̄μ} P_± , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(4)}_{±,μ̄μ} = w_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(5)}_{±,μ̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} P_± r̄_μ , T^{(6)}_{±,μ̄μ} = r_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(7)}_{±,μ̄μ} = w_{μ̄} P_± r̄_μ , T^{(8)}_{±,μ̄μ} = r_{μ̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(9)}_{±,μ̄μ} = w_{μ̄} P_± w_μ ,

(25) where we use ĝ_{μν} = g_{μν} − w_μ w_ν s . (26)

The invariant amplitudes F^±_n ( √ s, t) satisfy the MacDowell relations (18). At first there appear many possible tensor structures. Besides the 18 structures introduced in (25) there are for instance the tensors v_{μ̄} P_± v_μ, r_{μ̄} P_± r̄_μ and ϵ_{μ̄μαβ} r̄^α r^β P_± γ_5. They can be decomposed into our basis tensors with regular coefficients. As an example we display the identity

v_{μ̄} v_μ = v^2 [ g_{μ̄μ} − (w⌋ · w̄⌋) w_{μ̄} w_μ − (w⌋ · r̄⌋⌊) w_{μ̄} r̄_μ − (r⌋⌊ · w̄⌋) r_{μ̄} w_μ − (r⌋⌊ · r̄⌋⌊) r_{μ̄} r̄_μ ] . (27)

A derivation of the invariant amplitudes F^±_n ( √ s, t) for a given physical system turns more and more tedious as the spins of the involved particles and therewith the number of invariant amplitudes increases. For the considered case there are 18 amplitudes to be determined and without a systematized approach this appears prohibitively cumbersome. Fortunately it is possible to establish a projection algebra analogous to the one displayed in (9, 19) also for the more complicated cases. By means of computer algebra programs it is then straight forward to determine the amplitudes. We find 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄μ} Λ Q^{μ̄μ}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (28)

with q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , q_μ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,1} = 1 v^2 v^{μ̄} Q_± v^μ − Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} = r⌋⌊^{μ̄} [ P_± − 2 (r̄ · r) Q_∓ ] r̄⌋⌊^μ − (r̄⌋⌊ · r⌋⌊) 1 v^2 v^{μ̄} [ P_± − 2 (r̄ · r) Q_∓ ] v^μ + Ē_± √ s v^2 v^{μ̄} i γ_5 [ P_∓ + 2 (r̄ · r) R_± ] r̄⌋⌊^μ − E_± √ s v^2 r⌋⌊^{μ̄} i γ_5 [ P_± + 2 (r̄ · r) R_∓ ] v^μ , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,3} = ∓ √ s v^2 v^{μ̄} i γ_5 P_± w̄⌋^μ

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Ē_± Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} − (r̄ · r̄) E_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} ] , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,4} = ± √ s v^2 w⌋^{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 v^μ

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) E_± Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} − (r · r) Ē_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} ] , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,5} = ∓ √ s v^2 v^{μ̄} i γ_5 P_± r̄⌋⌊^μ ± s v^2 [ (r · r) Ē_± Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} − (r̄ · r) E_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} ] , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,6} = ± √ s v^2 r⌋⌊^{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 v^μ ± s v^2 [ (r̄ · r̄) E_± Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} − (r̄ · r) Ē_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} ] ,

Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,7} = Q_± ( w⌋^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ − (w⌋ · r̄⌋⌊) 1 v^2 v^{μ̄} v^μ )

± (r · r) Ē_∓ s v^2 [ Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,4} −^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,5} ]

∓ (r̄ · r) E_∓ s v^2 [ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,4} −^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,5} ] , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,8} = Q_± ( r⌋⌊^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ − (r⌋⌊ · w̄⌋) 1 v^2 v^{μ̄} v^μ )

± (r̄ · r̄) E_∓ s v^2 [ Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,3} −^1_2 (δ + 1) Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,6} ]

∓ (r̄ · r) Ē_∓ s v^2 [ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,3} −^1_2 (δ + 1) Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,6} ] , Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,9} = Q_± ( w⌋^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ − ( w⌋ · w̄⌋ − 1 s ) 1 v^2 v^{μ̄} v^μ )

−^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,2} − Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,2} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) E_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,3} − (r · r) Ē_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,3} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Ē_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{∓,4} − (r̄ · r̄) E_∓ Q^{μ̄μ}_{±,4} ] . We turn to the reactions involving the spin-three-half fermions. The simplest reaction is the production process

T_0 1_{2 → 0} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄} ⟩^{ν̄}_0 1_{2 → 0} 3_2 ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄} ⟩^{ν̄}_0 1_{2 → 0} 3_2 = ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄} u(p, λ_p) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄} = w_{ν̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(2)}_{±,ν̄} = r_{ν̄} P_± i γ_5 , (29)

where we refer to [33] for the convention used for the spinthree-half wave function ū_{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}). For the associated projection algebra we derive 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,ν̄} Λ Q^{ν̄}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , with Λ Q^{ν̄}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} Q^{ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 ,

Q^{ν̄}_{±,1} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄}_{∓,1} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{ν̄}_{±,1} ] , Q^{ν̄}_{±,2} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄}_{∓,2} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{ν̄}_{±,2} ] , (30)

where P^{ν̄}_{±,k} are designed to satisfy on-shell conditions as follows

Λ P^{ν̄}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} P^{ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 ,

P^{ν̄}_{±,1} = w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ,

P^{ν̄}_{±,2} = r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 .

There are left further reactions involving at least one spinthree-half particle. We derived complete lists of regular tensors and their associated projection algebras

T_1 1_{2 → 0} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄μ}⟩^{ν̄μ}_{1 12 → 0 32} ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄μ}⟩^{ν̄μ}_{1 12 → 0 32} = ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄μ} u(p, λ_p) ϵ^μ(q, λ_q ) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄μ} = ĝ_{ν̄μ} P_± , T^{(2)}_{±,ν̄μ} = w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(3)}_{±,ν̄μ} = r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(4)}_{±,ν̄μ} = w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_μ , T^{(5)}_{±,ν̄μ} = r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(6)}_{±,ν̄μ} = w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,ν̄μ} Λ Q^{ν̄μ}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (31)

with p̄_{ν̄} Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , q_μ Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 ,

T_0 1_{2 → 1} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄}_{0 12 → 1 32} ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄}_{0 12 → 1 32} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} u(p, λ_p) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(4)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(5)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(6)}_{±,μ̄ν̄} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄ν̄} Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (32)

with q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} ,

T_0 3_{2 → 0} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄ν} ⟩^{ν̄ν}_0 3_{2 → 0} 3_2 ,

⟨T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄ν} ⟩^{ν̄ν}_0 3_{2 → 0} 3_2 = ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) T^{(n)}_{±,ν̄ν} u^ν (p, λ_p) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} P_± , T^{(2)}_{±,ν̄ν} = w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_ν , T^{(3)}_{±,ν̄ν} = r_{ν̄} P_± w_ν , T^{(4)}_{±,ν̄ν} = w_{ν̄} P_± w_ν , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,ν̄ν} Λ Q^{ν̄ν}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (33) with p̄_{ν̄} Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , p_ν Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = γ_ν Λ Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ , T_1 1_{2 → 1} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ}⟩^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{1 12 → 1 32} , ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ}⟩^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{1 12 → 1 32} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) ×T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} u(p, λ_p) ϵ^μ(q, λ_q ) , T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} ĝ_{ν̄μ} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , T^{(4)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} ĝ_{ν̄μ} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(5)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± r̄_μ i γ_5 , T^{(6)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = r_{μ̄} ĝ_{ν̄μ} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(7)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(8)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(9)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_μ i γ_5 , T^{(10)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(11)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , T^{(12)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(13)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , T^{(14)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ i γ_5 , T^{(15)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , T^{(16)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_μ i γ_5 , T^{(17)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , T^{(18)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μ} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ i γ_5 , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄ν̄μ} Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (34)

with q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , q_μ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , T_0 3_{2 → 1} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{0 32 → 1 32} , ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{0 32 → 1 32} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄})T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} u^ν (p, λ_p) ,

T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} γ̂_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} w_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} r_{μ̄} P_± i γ_5 , T^{(4)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄μ̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , T^{(5)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = ĝ_{ν̄μ̄} P_± r̄_ν i γ_5 , T^{(6)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , T^{(7)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_ν i γ_5 , T^{(8)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , T^{(9)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , T^{(10)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_ν i γ_5 , T^{(11)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , T^{(12)}_{±,μ̄ν̄ν} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_ν i γ_5 , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄ν̄ν} Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (35)

with q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , p_ν Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = γ_ν Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ , T_1 3_{2 → 1} 3_2 (k̄, k, w) = ∑ ±,n F^±_n ( √ s, t) ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{1 32 → 1 32} , ⟨T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} ⟩^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{1 32 → 1 32} = ϵ^{†μ̄}(q̄, λ_{q̄} ) ū^{ν̄} (p̄, λ_{p̄}) ×T^{(n)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} u^ν (p, λ_p) ϵ^μ(q, λ_q ) , T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} ĝ_{μν} P_± , T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄μ} ĝ_{ν̄ν} P_± , T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} γ̂_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(4)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(5)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μν} γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(6)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ r̄_ν , T^{(7)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μν} γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(8)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} γ̂_{μ̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(9)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} w_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(10)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} γ̂_{μ̄} P_± r̄_μ , T^{(11)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} r_{μ̄} P_± γ̂_μ , T^{(12)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , T^{(13)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μν} w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(14)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± w_μ r̄_ν , T^{(15)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μν} w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(16)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μ̄ν̄} P_± r̄_μ r̄_ν , T^{(17)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{μν} r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± , T^{(18)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} w_{μ̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(19)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} w_{μ̄} P_± r̄_μ , T^{(20)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = ĝ_{ν̄ν} r_{μ̄} P_± w_μ , T^{(21)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(22)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ r̄_ν , T^{(23)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(24)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , T^{(25)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(26)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ r̄_ν , T^{(27)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(28)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_μ r̄_ν , T^{(29)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ w_ν , T^{(30)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = γ̂_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , T^{(31)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± γ̂_μ r̄_ν , T^{(32)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , T^{(33)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± w_μ r̄_ν , T^{(34)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , T^{(35)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = w_{μ̄} w_{ν̄} P_± r̄_μ r̄_ν , T^{(36)}_{±,μ̄ν̄μν} = r_{μ̄} r_{ν̄} P_± w_μ w_ν , 1 2 tr ( T^{(n)}_{a,μ̄ν̄μν} Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{b,k} Λ̄ ) = δ_{nk} δ_{ab} , (36) with q̄_{μ̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} = 0 , q_μ Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , p_ν Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} = 0 = γ_ν Λ Q^{μ̄ν̄μν}_{±,k} Λ̄ ,

Since the expressions for the projection algebras are increasingly tedious we refrain from detailing all of them in the main text. In Appendix A explicit expressions for the Q’s can be found for all reactions except for the most tedious case.

We summarize that all amplitudes satisfy the Mac- Dowell relations F^−_n (+ √ s, t) = F^+_n (− √ s, t) and the even amplitude combinations

F^+_n ( √ s, t) + F^−_n ( √ s, t) , √ s ( F^+_n ( √ s, t) − F^−_n ( √ s, t) ) (37)

as introduced in this section are truly uncorrelated and satisfy Mandelstam’s dispersion-integral representation [45, 34].

3 Partial-wave decomposition

The scattering operator, T , is decomposed into partialwave amplitudes characterized by the total angular momentum J. Following the seminal work of Jacob and Wick [25] we consider helicity projections λ_q , λ_p and λ_{q̄} , λ_{p̄} of the scattering matrix, where we apply the helicity wave functions in the convention as introduced in [33,32]. We write ⟨λ_{q̄} λ_{p̄}| T |λ_q λ_p⟩ = ∑ J (2 J +1) ⟨λ_{q̄}λ_{p̄}| T_J |λ_q λ_p⟩ d^{(J)}_{λ,λ̄}(θ) , d^{(J)}_{λ,λ̄}(θ) = (−)^{λ−λ̄} d^{(J)}_{−λ,−λ̄}(θ) = (−)^{λ−λ̄} d^{(J)}_{λ̄,λ}(θ) = d^{(J)}_{−λ̄,−λ}(θ) , (38) ⟨λ_{q̄} λ_{p̄}| T_J |λ_q λ_p⟩ = ∫_1 −1 d cos θ 2 ⟨λq̄ λp̄| T |λq λp⟩ d^{(J)}_{λ,λ̄}(θ) , with λ = λ_q − λ_p and λ̄ = λ_{q̄} − λ_{p̄}. In (38) we recall some general properties of the Wigner rotation functions, d^{(J)}_{λ,λ̄}(θ). The phase conventions assumed in this work imply the parity relations ⟨−λ_{q̄} , −λ_{p̄}| T | − λ_q , −λ_p⟩ = (−)^Δ ⟨λ_{q̄} , λ_{p̄}| T |λ_q , λ_p⟩ , with Δ = S_q − S_p − S_{q̄} + S_{p̄} + λ − λ̄ . (39)

The two parity sectors with P = ±1 are decoupled by introducing parity eigenstates of good total angular momentum J, formed in terms of the helicity states [25]. Following (38) we introduce the angular momentum projection, |λ_q , λ_p ⟩_J , of the helicity state |λ_q , λ_p ⟩. We write

|λ_q , λ_p ⟩_J , with T |λ_q , λ_p ⟩_J = T_J |λ_q , λ_p ⟩ . (40)

We introduce states, |n_±, J ⟩, that are eigenstates of the total angular momentum operator J and the parity operator P . The following state convention

|1_±, J ⟩_0 1_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ± | 0 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |1_±, J ⟩_1 1_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ∓ | 0 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) ,

|2_±, J ⟩_1 1_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | + 1 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ∓ | − 1 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |3_±, J ⟩_1 1_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | + 1 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ∓ | − 1 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |1_±, J ⟩_0 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ∓ | 0 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |2_±, J ⟩_0 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^3_2 ⟩_J ∓ | 0 , +^3_2 ⟩_J ) , |1_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ± | 0 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |2_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | + 1 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ± | − 1 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |3_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | − 1 , −^3_2 ⟩_J ± | + 1 , +^3_2 ⟩_J ) , |4_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | + 1 , −^1_2 ⟩_J ± | − 1 , +^1_2 ⟩_J ) , |5_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | 0 , −^3_2 ⟩_J ± | 0 , +^3_2 ⟩_J ) , |6_±, J ⟩_1 3_2 = 1 √ 2 ( | + 1 , −^3_2 ⟩_J ± | − 1 , +^3_2 ⟩_J ) , (41)

will be used, where we omit the sector index S_q S_p on the right-hand sides for notational convenience. It holds P |n_±, J ⟩_{Sq Sp} = ± (−1)^{J+ 12} |n_±, J ⟩_{Sq Sp} , (42) for all considered systems of this work. The helicity partialwave amplitudes, t^J_{±,ab}, that carry good angular momentum J and good parity P are defined by t^J_{±,ab} = ⟨a_±, J | T |b_±, J⟩ , (43) where a and b label the states in the convention (41). For sufficiently large s the unitarity condition takes the simple form ℑ [ t^J_± ]_{−1} ab = − q^{cm}_a M_a 4π √ s δ_{ab} , (44)

where M_a is the baryon mass in the channel a. According to (3) the momentum q^{cm}_a is the on-shell value of √ −r^2 in the channel a.

Helicity partial-wave amplitudes are correlated at specific kinematical conditions, see for example the review [41]. This is seen once the amplitudes t^J_{±,ab}( √ s) are expressed in terms of the invariant functions F^±_n ( √ s, t). In contrast covariant partial-wave amplitudes T^J_±(s) are free of kinematical constraints and can therefore be used efficiently in partial-wave dispersion relations. They are associated with covariant states and covariant projector polynomials which diagonalize the Bethe-Salpeter two-body scattering equation for local interactions [2,3,4,33,32]. We introduce

T^J_±( √ s ) = √ 4 M̄ M s Ē_± E_± ( s q̄_{cm} q_{cm}

)_{J−} 1_2 k n :^[a^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{11} k n :^[b^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{11}

+ 3 2 2 : √ 2 3 q^2_{cm} Ē_± E_∓ 2 (2 J + 2) s ( ∓(2 J + 3) Ē + (2 J − 3) M̄

∓(2 J − 1) ( √ s Ē_± − 2 q̄^2_{cm})/ √ s ) + 1 2 2 : − √ 2 3 q^2_{cm} 2 (2 J) ( ∓(2 J + 1) Ē + (2 J − 1) M̄

∓(2 J − 1) ( √ s Ē_± − 2 q̄^2_{cm})/ √ s )

+ 1 2 1 : ∓ √ 2 3 √ s Ē_± E_∓ − 1 2 1 : ± √ 2 3 s √ s

− 1 2 2 : √ 2 3 s E_∓ 2 (2 J + 2) Ē_∓ ( ∓(2 J + 1) Ē − (2 J − 3) M̄

±(2 J − 1) ( √ s Ē_± − 2 q̄^2_{cm})/ √ s ) − 3 2 2 : − √ 2 3 2 J − 1 2 J s^2 2 q^2_{cm} ( ∓Ē − M̄ ±( √ s Ē_± − 2 q̄^2_{cm})/ √ s )

k n :^[a^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{21} k n :^[b^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{21}

+ 3 2 2 : − ( q̄_{cm}q_{cm} s )_2 √

2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 Ē_± E_∓ 2 √ 2 (2 J + 2) + 1 2 2 : ( q̄_{cm}q_{cm} s )_2 √

2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 s 2 √ 2 (2 J)

− 1 2 2 : √ 2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 Ē_± E_∓ 2 √ 2 (2 J + 2) − 3 2 2 : − √ 2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 s 2 √ 2 (2 J)

Table 1. Non-vanishing coefficients a^{J+k}_{± n} and b^{J+k}_{± n} as introduced in (58) for the 0^{− 1}_2^+ → 0^{− 3}_2^+ reaction.

× [¯ C^J_±( √ s ) ]_T t^J_±( √ s ) C^J_±( √ s ) , (45)

with real triangular matrices C^J_±( √ s ) and C̄^J_±( √ s ) characterizing the transformation for the initial and final states from the helicity basis to the new covariant basis. We generate a convention in which the covariant partial-wave amplitudes T^J_±( √ s ) satisfy the MacDowell relations

T^J_−( √ s) = T^J_+(− √ s) , (46)

for all considered reactions. The transformation (45) implies a change in the phase-space distribution

ρ^J_±( √ s ) = −ℑ [ T^J_±( √ s ) ]_{−1} (47) = E_± 8 π √ s ( q_{cm} √ s )_{2 J} [

C^J_±( √ s ) ]_{−1}[ C^J_±( √ s ) ]_{T,−1} , where we remind the reader that the first line in (47) holds for sufficiently large s only.

We insist on transformation matrices that lead to an asymptotically bounded phase-space matrix, i.e. we require lim √ s→∞ ρ^J_±( √ s ) < ∞ , lim √ s→∞ det ρ^J_±( √ s) = const ≠ 0 . (48)

The condition (48) implies bounded partial-wave scattering amplitudes at asymptotically large √ s. In turn the dispersion-integral in the non-linear integral equation (1) requires at most one subtraction to render finite results. This can be seen from a rewrite ℑ T_{ab}( √ s ) = ∑ c,d T_{ac}( √ s ) ρ_{cd}( √ s ) T^†_{db}( √ s ) , (49) of the unitarity condition (47), where we suppress the reference to J and P for notational simplicity. In order to gain insight into the non-linear integral equation we derive the asymptotic behavior of the partial-wave amplitude. Assuming at first that the phase-space matrix ρ_{ab} ∼ δ_{ab} is diagonal the unitarity condition (49) implies the particular identity

[ℜ T_{aa}]^2 = ℑ T_{aa} ρ_{aa} − [ℑ T_{aa}]^2 − ∑ c≠a [ℑ T_{ac}]^2 + [ℜ T_{ac}]^2 ρ_{aa} ρ_{cc} >0 . (50)

From (50) it follows that | | |ℑ Taa | | | < | | | 1 ρ_{aa} | | | , | | |ℜ Taa | | | < | | | 1 ρ_{aa} | | | , (51)

the diagonal elements of the covariant partial-wave amplitudes are asymptotically bounded for large √ s. This holds if the phase-space matrix ρ_{aa} is bounded asymptotically by a non-vanishing constant. An identical conclusion may be drawn from (50) for the off-diagonal elements. Our conclusions can also be proven for a general triangular transformation matrix C^J_±( √ s ) that is asymptotically bounded and may lead to a non-diagonal phase-space matrix.

In a first step we reproduce the previous results of [2]. The transformation matrix for the 0^1_2 state is

C^J_{±, 0} 1_2 ( √ s ) = 1 . (52)

For the partial-wave amplitudes of the 0^{− 1}_2^+ → 0^{− 1}_2^+ reaction this leads to

T^J_±( √ s ) = ± √ s [ A^{J− 12}_{± 1} ( √ s ) − Ē_∓ E_∓ s A^{J+ 12}_{∓ 1} ( √ s ) ] ,(53)

Please give a shorter version with: \authorrunning and \titlerunning prior to \maketitle 9

k n :^[a^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{11} k n :^[b^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{11}

+ 3 2 3 : ±^{q2cm Ē± E∓} (√ s Ē_∓ − √ s ω̄ (2 J + 1) + q̄^2_{cm} (2 J − 1) ) (2 J + 2) s √ s + 1 2 3 : ∓^{q2cm} ( (2 J − 1) q̄^2_{cm} − (2 J) ω̄ √ s ) (2 J) √ s

+ 1 2 1 : E∓^(2 ω̄ −^¯E∓^) −^1_2 1 : s + 1 2 2 : ±^√s^¯E± E∓ −^1_2 2 : ∓s^√s − 1 2 3 : ∓ √ s E_∓ ( (2 J − 1) Ē_± + √ s ) (2 J + 2) − 3 2 3 : ±^{(2 J − 1) s} √ s (2 J)

k n :^[a^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{21} k n :^[b^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{21}

+ 3 2 3 : ( q̄_{cm}q_{cm} s )_2 √ 2 √ s E_∓ (2 J + 2) − 1 2 1 : ±^√2^√s + 1 2 1 : ∓ √ 2 Ē_∓ E_∓ √ s

− 1 2 3 : − √ 2 √ s E_∓ (2 J + 2)

k n :^[a^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{31} k n :^[b^{J+k}_{± n}^]_{31}

+ 3 2 3 : − ( q̄_{cm}q_{cm} s )_2 √ 2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 Ē_± E_∓ 2 √ 2 (2 J + 2) + 1 2 3 : ( q̄_{cm}q_{cm} s )_2 √

2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 s 2 √ 2 (2 J)

− 1 2 3 : √ 2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 Ē_± E_∓ 2 √ 2 (2 J + 2) − 3 2 3 : − √ 2 J − 1 √ 2 J + 3 s 2 √ 2 (2 J)

Table 2. Non-vanishing coefficients a^{J+k}_{± n} and b^{J+k}_{± n} as introduced in (58) for the 0^{− 1}_2^+ → 1^{− 1}_2^+ reaction.

with A^J_{± n}( √ s ) = ( s q̄_{cm} q_{cm} )_J

× ∫_1 −1 d cos θ 2 F^±_n ( √ s, t) P_J (cos θ) . (54)

The important merit of (53, 54) is the absence of kinematical constraints, with the possible exception at s = 0. A singularity at q̄_{cm} q_{cm} = 0 in (54) is not realized due to the properties of the Legendre polynomials P_J (cos θ). We recover the projector polynomials first derived in [2]. In a notation using (12) and the building blocks introduced in [3,33] we write ± √ s Y^J_±(r̄, r, w) = Y^{(1)}_{J+ 12} (r̄, r, w) P_± + 1 s Y^{(1)}_{J− 12} (r̄, r, w) (r̄ · γ̂) P_∓ (γ̂ · r) , (55)

with the generic polynomials

Y^{(k)}_n (r̄, r, w) =

( q̄_{cm} q_{cm} s )n−k ( d d cos θ )_k P_n(cos θ) , with cos θ = − r̄ · r q̄_{cm} q_{cm} = − r̄ · r √ r̄^2 r^2

, (56)

regular at q̄_{cm} q_{cm} = 0. A projector polynomial Y^J_± has the defining property that if partial-wave expanded via (38) it contributes exclusively to a single partial-wave amplitude with T^J_±( √ s ) = 1.

A projector is defined for off-shell conditions with q^2 ≠ m^2, p^2 ≠ M^2 and q̄^2 ≠ m̄^2, p̄^2 ≠ M̄^2 and is independent on any mass parameter. This is because only then a projector structure generates an analytic solution of its associated Bethe-Salpeter equation, where a particular renormalization program built on dimensional regularization must be assumed [3,4,50]. The projectors as given in (55) are minimal in the sense that any possible alternative has necessarily a higher mass dimension. A projector appropriately multiplied by positive powers of q^2, γ ·p or q̄^2, γ ·p̄ has all properties we insist on a projector to have. Negative powers are prohibited since they would destroy the property that the projector has to solve the Bethe-Salpeter equation. A singular behaviour at for instance q^2 = 0 or γ · p = 0 renders the Bethe-Salpeter equation ill-defined.

10 Please give a shorter version with: \authorrunning and \titlerunning prior to \maketitle

(1, 1) : m M s E_∓ E_± (2, 1) : ∓ M s (ω − E_±) √ 2 E_∓ E_±

(2, 2) : √ 2 J + 3 M √ s 2 √ 2 E_∓

(3, 1) : √ 2 3 ω ( ω s E_∓ E_± + M (M ± √ s) s 2 ω E_∓E_± ∓ (M ± √ s) s E_∓ E_± − 2 (δ − 1) √ s ) (3, 2) : √ 2 J + 3 M √ s 2 √ 6 E_∓ (3, 3) : √ 2 J + 3 2 √ 2

(4, 1) : √ 2 J − 1

2 J + 3 ( 2 √ 2 M √ s ∓ M s (M ± √ s) √ 2 E_∓ E_± ) (4, 2) : ∓ √ 2 J − 1 M √ s 2 √ 2 E_∓ (4, 4) : ± 1 2

(5, 1) : ± √ 2 J − 1

2 J + 3 1 √ 3 ( − m (±(δ − 1) √ s − M) s E_∓ E_± ± 2 m √ s ∓ 4 m E_∓ ∓ 8 m E_± + 2 M [ m ∓ M (ω − E_±) m ])

(5, 2) : ± √ 2 J − 1 √ 3 ( m ∓ M (ω − E_±) m ) (5, 3) : − √ 2 J − 1 (ω − E_±) 2 m (5, 4) : (ω − E_±) √ 6 m (5, 5) : ± E_± m √ s

(6, 1) : √ 2 3 √ (2 J − 3) (2 J − 1) (2 J + 3) (2 J + 5) ω √ s E_∓ E_± ( − 3 s + 2 ω √ s + (M ± √ s) (±2 √ s − 3 M) √ s 2 ω )

∓ √ 2 3 √ (2 J − 3) (2 J − 1) (2 J + 3) (2 J + 5) ( (2 M ± √ s) √ s ∓ 4 (m^2 + M^2 ) + 2 ω [( M^4 m^2 s − M^2 s − 5 ) (M ± √ s) +

2 ω (M ± 4 √ s) √ s ])

(6, 2) : ± √ (2 J − 3) (2 J − 1) 2 J + 5 1 √ 6 √ s ( ∓ M s 2 E_∓ + 2 ω [ − (M ± √ s) M^3 m^2 s ± M √ s + m^2 s ] √ s − 4 (m^2 + M^2 ) )

(6, 3) : ± √ (2 J − 3) (2 J − 1) 2 J + 5 ω √ 2 √ s ( 4 M ω^2 m^2 √ s ∓ M^2 m^2 − 4 M ∓ √ s √ s − √ s (M ± √ s) (ω − E_∓) 2 m^2 ω )

(6, 4) : √ 2 J − 3 2 J + 5 ω √ 3 M √ s ( − (m^2 − M^2 ) (M ± √ s) m^2 + √ s (M ± 2 √ s) 2 ω ∓ 4 (m^2 + M^2) E_∓ E_± m^2 √ s )

(6, 5) : ∓ √ 2 J − 3 2 J + 5 √ 2 (ω − E_∓) E_± m^2 √ s (6, 6) : E_∓ E_± m^2 M s

Table 3. Non-zero elements of the transformation matrices [ C^J_{±, 1} 3_2 ( √ s ) ] ab

As emphasized before the dimension of a projector must not be altered by a multiplication with any mass parameter. The only other available scale √ s can not be used, since that would alter the asymptotic property (48).

We proceed with the more complicated 0^3_2 , 1^1_2 and 1^3_2 states. According to (41) for a given J and P there are two, three and six possible partial-wave states respectively. For the first two cases the transformation matrices take the form

C^J_{±, 0} 3_2 ( √ s ) = ( M^{√s}_{E∓} 0 √ n^{(2 E∓M) √s−4 E± E∓} √ 3 √ n+2 E_∓ ± E_±√ s ) , (57)

C^J_{±,1} 1_2 ( √ s ) = −^{m √s}_{E∓} 0 0 ± √ s ( 1−^ω_{E∓} ) √ 2 1 0 √_{2 J−1} 2 J+3 ( √_{sω} E∓ −4E_±+ √ s ) √ 2 ± √_{2 J−1} 2 J+3 ± E_±√ s ,

with J = n + 1/2, E = E_± ∓ M and ω + E = √ s. The energies E_± were introduced already in (10). For the most complicated case the non-zero elements of the transformation matrix are given in Tab. 3. The transformation matrices are not unitary and therefore the associated phasespace matrices ρ^J_±( √ s ) are not diagonal. In contrast to the helicity states the phase-space matrix in the covariant states does have off-diagonal elements. The quest for the elimination of kinematical constraints leads necessarily to off-diagonal elements. Note that the condition of minimal projectors leads possibly to distinct dimensions of the different columns in a transformation matrix. The asymptotic property of the phase-space matrix (48) is readily confirmed using the explicit form (57) and Tab. 3. To the best knowledge of the authors the transformation matrices C^J_± presented here are novel and were not derived in the literature before.

In order to verify the acclaimed properties of the transformation matrices it suffices to consider the 0^1_2 → 0^3_2 , 0^1_2 → 1^1_2 and 0^1_2 → 1^3_2 reactions. Nevertheless, we cross checked our results against all considered two-body reactions. Our derivations rely on extensive use of computer algebra programs that indeed verify our claims. While we obtained explicit expressions for all of such reactions, which are useful in numerical applications, the results are too tedious to be shown fully here.

The decomposition of the covariant partial-wave amplitudes in terms of the invariant amplitudes F^±_n should not lead to a singular behavior. Following previous works [33,32] we introduce the convenient notation

T^J_±( √ s ) = ∑ k,n a^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) A^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) + ∑ k,n b^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) A^{J+k}_{∓ n} ( √ s ) , (58)

where we introduced the functions A^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) already in

(54). The coefficient functions a^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) and b^{J+k}_{± n} ( √ s ) for 0^1_2 → 0^3_2 and 0^1_2 → 1^1_2 are shown in Tab. 1 and Tab. 2.

We turn to the associated projector polynomials. They do not depend on any mass parameter and are regular in particular at r^2 = 0, r̄^2 = 0 and r̄ · r = 0. Since they should have minimal dimension they may come with different dimensions. Their derivation involves repeated use of the on-shell identities

ū(p̄) (r̄ · γ̂) P_± = ± Ē_∓ ū(p̄) P_± ,

P_± (γ̂ · r) u(p) = ± E_∓ P_± u(p) . (59)

We recall that if a projector Y^J_{±,ab}(r̄, r, w) is partial-wave

expanded via (38) it contributes exclusively to a single partial-wave amplitude with T^J_{±,ab}( √ s ) = 1. Since the explicit expressions are rather lengthy not all of them are shown here. We provide explicit results for the two production cases 0^1_2 → 0^3_2 , 1^1_2 . The projector polynomials are expressed in terms of the tensor structures introduced in (29, 11), where the two sectors are discriminated by the use of specific Lorentz indices. We find

Y^{n+ 12}_{±,11,ν̄} (r̄, r, w) = ± √ 3 2 1 s^{3/2} Y^{(1)}_{n+1} T^{(1)}_{∓,ν̄} ∓ √ 3 2 1 s^{5/2} Y^{(1)}_n (r̄ · γ̂) T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄} (γ̂ · r) , Y^{n+ 12}_{±,21,ν̄} (r̄, r, w) = √ n n + 2 2 √ 2 s Y^{(1)}_{n+1} T^{(1)}_{∓,ν̄} − √ 2 √ n (n + 2)s

Y^{(2)}_{n+1} T^{(2)}_{∓,ν̄} − r^2 (q̄^2 − p̄^2 − s) √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s^4

Y^{(2)}_{n−1} (r̄ · γ̂) T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄} (γ̂ · r)

+ Y^{(2)}_n ( r^2 (q̄^2 − p̄^2 − s) √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s^3

T^{(1)}_{∓,ν̄} + √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s^2

(r̄ · γ̂) T^{(2)}_{±,ν̄} (γ̂ · r) )

± √ 2 Y^{(1)}_n (√ n n + 2

(±2 /p̄ √ s + q̄^2 − p̄^2 − s) s^{5/2} + 1 √ n (n + 2) s^{3/2} ) T^{(1)}_{±,ν̄} (γ̂ · r) ,

Y^{n+ 12}_{±,11,μ̄}(r̄, r, w) = ∓ 1 s^{3/2} Y^{(1)}_{n+1} T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄} ± 1 s^{5/2} Y^{(1)}_n (r̄ · γ̂) T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r) ,

Y^{n+ 12}_{±,21,μ̄} (r̄, r, w) = Y^{(1)}_{n+1} ( ± 1 √ 2 √ s T^{(1)}_{∓,μ̄} + 1 √ 2 s T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄} )

± Y^{(1)}_n ( ( ± 2 /p̄ √ s + 3 q̄^2 − 3 p̄^2 + s ) 2 √ 2 s^{5/2}

T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r) + 1 √ 2s^{3/2}

(r̄ · γ̂) T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄}(γ̂ · r) ) ,

Y^{n+ 12}_{±,31,μ̄}(r̄, r, w) = − √ n n + 2 2 √ 2 s Y^{(1)}_{n+1} T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄} − √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s

Y^{(2)}_{n+1} T^{(3)}_{∓,μ̄} − r^2 (s − p̄^2 + q̄^2) √ 2 √ n (n + 2)s^4

Y^{(2)}_{n−1} (r̄ · γ̂) T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r)

+ Y^{(2)}_n ( √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s^2

(r̄ · γ̂) T^{(3)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r) + r^2 (s − p̄^2 + q̄^2) √ 2 √ n (n + 2) s^3

T^{(2)}_{∓,μ̄} )

+ Y^{(1)}_n (√ n n + 2 2 √ 2 s^2

(r̄ · γ̂) T^{(2)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r) − √ 2 √ n (n + 2)s

T^{(1)}_{±,μ̄} (γ̂ · r) ) . (60)

4 Summary

In this work we studied the generic properties of two-body reactions that are of central importance for the computation of the resonance spectrum of baryons in the hadrogenesis conjecture. We have constructed covariant partialwave amplitudes for two-body reactions with J^P = 0^−, 1^− and J^P =^1_2^+,^3_2^+ particles which are free from kinematical constraints. Those covariant partial-wave amplitudes are conveniently used in partial-wave dispersion relations. Explicit transformations from the conventional helicity states to the covariant states were derived and presented in this work. It was illustrated that the covariant partialwave amplitudes are associated with projector polynomials that generate analytic solutions of the Bethe-Salpeter equation in the presence of short-range interactions.

In an initial step we identified complete sets of invariant functions that parameterize the considered reaction amplitudes and are expected to satisfy Mandelstam’s dispersion-integral representation. A convenient projection algebra was constructed that is instrumental in a derivation of the invariant amplitudes by means of computer algebra codes.

M.F.M.L. thanks E.E. Kolomeitsev for collaboration at an early stage of the project.

Appendix A

In this Appendix we specify the projectors introduced in (31- 35). The various sectors are discriminated by the use of specific Lorentz indices. While the presence of the index μ and μ̄ signals a spin-one particle, the indices ν and ν̄ a spin-three-half particle in the initial and final state respectively. For the (31) system we find Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} = − √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ]

∓ 1 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,3} ] , Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,2} = ± w P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,4} ± 1 √ s Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ∓^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ] , Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,3} = ± s v^2 √ s (r̄ · r) [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,1} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} ]

± s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{±,2} − Ē_± E_± P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ] , Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,4} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,5} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄μ}_{±,5} ]

∓ s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,2} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ]

−^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} ,

Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,5} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,3} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄μ}_{±,3} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,3} ]

−^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} , Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,6} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄μ}_{∓,6} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄μ}_{±,6} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{∓,2} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,2} ]

−^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} , where p̄_{ν̄} P^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ P^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , q_μ P^{ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,1} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] v^μ/v^2 , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,2} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,3} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] w̄⌋^μ , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,4} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] v^μ/v^2 , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,5} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{ν̄μ}_{±,6} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] w̄⌋^μ . For the (32) case Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} = ± √ s M̄ [ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,5} + √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,4} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,2} = ± (1/Ē_∓) P^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,5}

±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r) Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,3} = ∓ √ s P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} ∓ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,4} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,6} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,6} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,2} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,2} ]

+^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} , Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,5} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,3} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,3} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,3} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,3} ]

+^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} , Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,6} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,2} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,2} ]

∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{∓,3} ]

+ s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Q^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} , where

p̄_{ν̄} P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , q̄_{μ̄} P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,k} = 0 ,

P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,1} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] v^{μ̄}/v^2 ,

P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,2} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} , P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,3} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] w⌋^{μ̄} , P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,4} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] v^{μ̄}/v^2 ,

P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,5} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} , P^{μ̄ν̄}_{±,6} = [ w⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] w⌋^{μ̄} . For the (33) case Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} = P^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} − s v^2

2 Ē_∓ E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_± P^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ] , Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,2} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄ν}_{∓,3} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄ν}_{±,3} ]

− √ s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} ] , Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,3} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄ν}_{∓,2} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄ν}_{±,2} ]

− √ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} ] , Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,4} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{ν̄ν}_{∓,4} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{ν̄ν}_{±,4} ] − (1/s) Q^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} +^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) √ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]

±^1_2 (δ − 1) √ s v^2 M̄ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ] , where p̄_{ν̄} P^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ P^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , p_ν P^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = γ_ν Λ P^{ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ , P^{ν̄ν}_{±,1} = r⌋⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν (s/v^2) Ē_± E_± P_∓/v^2 − r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ , P^{ν̄ν}_{±,2} = r⌋⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓

− r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± ± M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M Ē_∓ P_±)/v^2 , P^{ν̄ν}_{±,3} = w⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν P_± − w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± i γ_5 P_±

+ v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 , P^{ν̄ν}_{±,4} = w⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν [ (1/s) P_∓ ∓^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_± P_∓)

∓^1_2 (δ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M̄ ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_± P_∓)

+^1_2 (δ̄ − 1)^1_2 (δ − 1) (s/v^2) Ē_± E_± P_∓ ] /v^2 − w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± ± M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 .

For the (34) case

Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} = 3 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 √ s M̄ (r · r) Ē_∓ [ s Ē_± E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ] + √ s E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ]

− √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} ] + [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} ]]

+ 4 s v^2 √ s M̄ (r̄ · r̄) E^∓ [ s Ē_∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} ] + √ s E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} ] − √ s Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,10} ] + [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} ]]

+ 2 (δ̄ − 1) √ s M̄ E^∓ [ s Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + √ s E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} − √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} + P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} ]

± E_∓ [ − s Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + √ s E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} + √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} + P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} ]

+ (r̄ · r) 1 M̄ [ s Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + √ s E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} − √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} + P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ]

− s M̄ √ s Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} − 3 Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} ]

− s M̄ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} − 3 Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} ]

+ 2 √ s M̄ Ē_∓ [ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} − √ s Ē_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,10} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} = − (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 √ s M̄ (r · r) Ē_± [ s Ē_∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ] + √ s E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ] − √ s Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} ] + [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ]]

− 2 s v^2 √ s M̄ (r̄ · r̄) E^± [ s Ē_± E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} ] + √ s E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} ] − √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,10} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} ] + [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} ]] +^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s M̄ Ē_± E_± [ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} − √ s E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ]

± √ s (r̄ · r) [ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} − √ s E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ]

+ 1 M̄ Ē_± E_± [ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} + √ s E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ]

− √ s M̄ Ē_± [ s Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} + √ s E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} − √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} + P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} ] ,

Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} = ± √ s M̄ [ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,17} − √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,16} ]

∓^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 √ s M̄ (r̄ · r) [

(r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,6} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} = √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,3} ]

+^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) [ − E_± Ē_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ±,8} ± s v^2 (r̄ · r) Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ]

± s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ]]

∓ 1 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,12} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,12} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} = √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} ]

∓ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) + Ē_∓ E_∓ (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ]

∓ 1 Ē_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ±,2} − E_± Ē_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ±,8} , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} = 2 (δ̄ − 1) 1 (r · r) [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} ]

+ 2 (δ̄ − 1) Ē_∓ E_∓ [ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} ± 1 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,9} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,9} ]]

∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) + Ē_± E_± (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) ]

∓ 1 E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + (r̄ · r) (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} = s [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) + Ē_± E_± (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) ]

∓ 1 √ s (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} = s [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ]

∓ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) + Ē_∓ E_∓ (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,9} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} ∓ 1 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5}

+^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_± [ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} ]]

− √ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ∓ M̄ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} ]

∓ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} = ∓ √ s P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,6} ± 1 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} +^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ∓^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,4} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_∓ [[ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} ]

± 1 √ s [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ± M̄ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ]] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,13} −^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r̄) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ∓ Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ]] ∓ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,3} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,12} = ∓ s v^2 √ s (r̄ · r) [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,3} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} ]

± s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,9} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,9} ]

+^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ± (r̄ · r) Ē_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} ± E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ]] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,13} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,16} ∓ 1 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} −^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ Ē_± [(r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} ] − M̄ √ s [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ]] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,14} = ± 1 E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} ∓ 1 E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} ∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,6} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ) + Ē_± E_∓ (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} ) ]

− s v^2 Ē_∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ]

± s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,5} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,15} = s v^2 ((r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,18} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,18}) ∓^1_8 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) ( s v^2

)_2 [

(r · r) Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} ] − (r̄ · r) E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ]] +^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} −^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} −^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 [ 2 (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} − Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,13} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,13} ]

±^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,10} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,16} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,12} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,12} ]

+^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 (r · r) [ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} ± s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) + Ē_∓ E_∓ (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ]] −^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2

(r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} −^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [ (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,7} ∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,9} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,9} ]] ∓ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,10} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,17} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,15} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,15} ]

−^1_4 (δ̄ + 1) (δ + 1) s v^2 [ [ 2 (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} − Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} ] ± s v^2

Ē_∓ [(r̄ · r) ((r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} )

+ Ē_± E_± ((r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) ]] +^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} ± E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} ]] −^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r̄) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} ∓ Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,12} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,12} ]] , Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,18} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,14} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,14} ]

−^1_2 (δ + 1) s v^2 [ (r̄ · r̄) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,8} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} ) ∓ Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,14} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,14} ] ± s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} ) + Ē_± E_± (Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} + Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,2} ) ]] + s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} ∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{∓,11} ] , where q̄_{μ̄} P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 , q_μ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 p̄_{ν̄} P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} ,

P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,1} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] v^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,2} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,3} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] w⌋^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,4} = [ − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2

+ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± ] v^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,5} = [ v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} P_± ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,6} = [ v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} P_± ] w⌋^{μ̄} v^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,7} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] v^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,8} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,9} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] w⌋^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,10} = [ v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} P_± ] v^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,11} = [ − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2

+ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,12} = [ − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2

+ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± ] w⌋^{μ̄} r̄⌋⌊^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,13} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} P_± + v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] v^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,14} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,15} = [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ ] w⌋^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,16} = [ v^{ν̄} i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} P_± ] v^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ/v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,17} = [ − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2

+ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± ] r⌋⌊^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ , P^{μ̄ν̄μ}_{±,18} = [ − v^{ν̄} ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2

+ w⌊^{ν̄} i γ_5 P_± ] w⌋^{μ̄} w̄⌋^μ . For the (35) case

Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} = − (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 √ s M̄ (r · r) Ē_± [ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ] − √ s Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]]

− 2 s v^2 √ s M̄ (r̄ · r̄) E^± [[ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,7} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,7} ] − √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,3} − Ē_∓ E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} ]] +^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s M̄ Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ± √s (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + 1 M̄ Ē_± [ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} − √ s P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,7} + E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} = − 2 s v^2 Ē_∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,9} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,9} ] + P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,9} ±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_± [[ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} ]

∓ Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} − Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ]] +^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} = − 2 s v^2 Ē_∓ E_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} − Ē_± E_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} ] + P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} ∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [[ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ] ± Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} − Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} ]] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} = ± √ s M̄ [ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,8} − √ s Ē_∓ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} ]

∓^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) (δ − 1) √ s M̄ [ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} + s v^2 Ē_∓ E_± [(r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} ] ]

∓ (δ − 1) s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]

∓ (r̄ · r) M̄ w Q^{μ̄ν̄ν∓,3} ± M √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} ± 2 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} = √ s Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} − Ē_± E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ] ∓ 1 Ē_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν±,1} , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,6} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} + 1 s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ∓ 1 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} ±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) √ s v^2 M [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,4} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} ]

+^1_2 (δ − 1) √ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} − Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]

∓ M √ s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,7} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} ∓ 1 √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,5} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ]

+ √ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} − Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,8} = ± √ s P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} ∓ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,4} ]

+ √ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} − Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,9} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,12} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,12} ] − 1 s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} +^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} +^1_2 (δ − 1) √ s v^2 Ē_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} ]

±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) 1 v^2 [ s E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,6} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,6} ] − √ s M [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} ] − E_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} − M̄ M E_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} ]]

± √ s v^2 M [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} + Ē_∓ E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,10} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,11} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,11} ]

+^1_4 (δ̄ − 1) (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 (r · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} ±^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 E_± [ − E_∓ √ s Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} + [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,7} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,7} ]]

− √ s v^2 E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,11} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,10} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,10} ]

+^1_2 (δ̄ + 1) s v^2 [[ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} ∓ 1 √ s Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} ] ± E_± [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,8} + Ē_∓ E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,8} ]]

− √ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,2} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} ] , Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,12} = s v^2 [ (r̄ · r) P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,6} − Ē_∓ E_± P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,6} ]

∓ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,8} + Ē_± E_± Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,8} ]

− √ s v^2 Ē_∓ [ (r̄ · r) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,3} + Ē_± E_∓ Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} ]

+ s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} ∓ √ s v^2 (r̄ · r̄) Q^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{∓,1} , where q̄_{μ̄} P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 , p̄_{ν̄} P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = Λ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ γ_{ν̄} , p_ν P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} = 0 = γ_ν Λ P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,k} Λ̄ , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,1} = v^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν (s/v^2) Ē_± E_± P_∓/v^2 − r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓ ] /v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,2} = v^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 P_∓

− r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± ± M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M Ē_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] /v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,3} = v^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν P_± − w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± i γ_5 P_±

+ v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_± ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] /v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,4} = v^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν { (1/s) P_∓ +^1_2 (δ̄ − 1)^1_2 (δ − 1) (s/v^2) Ē_± E_± P_∓

∓^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_± P_∓)

∓^1_2 (δ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M̄ ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_± P_∓) } /v^2 − w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± ± M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] /v^2 , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,5} = r⌋⌊^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ P_± − v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ + r⌋⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν (s/v^2) Ē_± E_∓ i γ_5 P_∓/v^2 ] ,

P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,6} = r⌋⌊^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ + r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ((r̄ · r) P_± ∓ M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ∓ M Ē_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,7} = r⌋⌊^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ P_± − v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,8} = r⌋⌊^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν { (1/s) i γ_5 P_∓

±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_∓ P_∓) ∓^1_2 (δ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M̄ i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_∓ P_∓)

+^1_2 (δ̄ − 1)^1_2 (δ − 1) (s/v^2) Ē_± E_∓ i γ_5 P_∓ } /v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ((r̄ · r) P_± ∓ M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 − v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,9} = w⌋^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ P_± − v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ + r⌋⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν (s/v^2) Ē_± E_∓ i γ_5 P_∓/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,10} = w⌋^{μ̄} [ r⌋⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± − v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± P_∓ + r⌋⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ((r̄ · r) P_± ∓ M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) Ē_± i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ∓ M Ē_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,11} = w⌋^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ P_± − v^{ν̄} r̄⌋⌊^ν ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 + v^{ν̄} v^ν ( √ s/v^2) E_∓ i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_± P_±)/v^2 ] , P^{μ̄ν̄ν}_{±,12} = w⌋^{μ̄} [ w⌊^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν i γ_5 P_± + v^{ν̄} v^ν { (1/s) i γ_5 P_∓

±^1_2 (δ̄ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_∓ P_∓)

∓^1_2 (δ − 1) ( √ s/v^2) M̄ i γ_5 ((r̄ · r) P_± − Ē_± E_∓ P_∓) +^1_2 (δ̄ − 1)^1_2 (δ − 1) (s/v^2) Ē_± E_∓ i γ_5 P_∓ } /v^2 + w⌊^{ν̄} v^ν ((r̄ · r) P_± ∓ M Ē_± P_∓)/v^2 − v^{ν̄} w̄⌊^ν ((r̄ · r) P_∓ ± M̄ E_∓ P_±)/v^2 ] . References

1. M.F.M. Lutz and E.E. Kolomeitsev. Covariant meson baryon scattering with chiral and large N(c) constraints. Found.Phys., 31:1671–1702, 2001.

2. M.F.M. Lutz and E.E. Kolomeitsev. Relativistic chiral SU(3) symmetry, large N(c) sum rules and meson baryon scattering. Nucl.Phys., A700:193–308, 2002.

3. M.F.M. Lutz, G. Wolf, and B. Friman. Scattering of vector mesons off nucleons. Nucl.Phys., A706:431–496, 2002.

4. M.F.M. Lutz and E.E. Kolomeitsev. On meson resonances and chiral symmetry. Nucl.Phys., A730:392–416, 2004.

5. E.E. Kolomeitsev and M.F.M. Lutz. On baryon resonances and chiral symmetry. Phys.Lett., B585:243–252, 2004.

6. M.F.M. Lutz, E.E. Kolomeitsev, and C.L. Korpa. Chiral symmetry, strangeness and resonances. Prog.Theor.Phys.Suppl., 156:51–71, 2004.

7. M.F.M. Lutz and E.E. Kolomeitsev. Baryon resonances from chiral coupled-channel dynamics. Nucl.Phys., A755:29–39, 2005.

8. Matthias F.M. Lutz and Madeleine Soyeur. Radiative and isospin-violating decays of D(s)-mesons in the hadrogenesis conjecture. Nucl.Phys., A813:14–95, 2008.

9. M.F.M. Lutz and S. Leupold. On the radiative decays of light vector and axial-vector mesons. Nucl.Phys., A813:96– 170, 2008.

10. C. Terschlüsen, S. Leupold, and M.F.M. Lutz. Electromagnetic Transitions in an Effective Chiral Lagrangian with the η^′ and Light Vector Mesons. Eur.Phys.J., A48:190, 2012.

11. Norbert Kaiser, P.B. Siegel, and W. Weise. Chiral dynamics and the S11 (1535) nucleon resonance. Phys.Lett., B362:23–28, 1995.

12. C. Garcia-Recio, M.F.M. Lutz, and J. Nieves. Quark mass dependence of s wave baryon resonances. Phys.Lett., B582:49–54, 2004.

13. M.F.M. Lutz, C. Garcia-Recio, E.E. Kolomeitsev, and J. Nieves. Quark mass dependence of baryon resonances. Nucl.Phys., A754:212–220, 2005.

14. C. Ordonez, L. Ray, and U. van Kolck. The Two nucleon potential from chiral Lagrangians. Phys.Rev., C53:2086– 2105, 1996.

15. Matthias Lutz. Effective chiral theory of nucleon-nucleon scattering. Nucl.Phys., A677:241–312, 2000.

16. Evgeny Epelbaum, Hans-Werner Hammer, and Ulf- G. Meissner. Modern Theory of Nuclear Forces. Rev.Mod.Phys., 81:1773–1825, 2009.

17. A.M. Gasparyan, M.F.M. Lutz, and E. Epelbaum. Twonucleon scattering: Merging chiral effective field theory with dispersion relations. Eur.Phys.J., A49:115, 2013.

18. O. Romanets, L. Tolos, C. Garcia-Recio, J. Nieves, L.L.

Salcedo, et al. Charmed and strange baryon resonances with heavy-quark spin symmetry. Phys.Rev., D85:114032, 2012.

19. A. Gasparyan and M.F.M. Lutz. Photon- and pion-nucleon interactions in a unitary and causal effective field theory based on the chiral Lagrangian. Nucl.Phys., A848:126–182, 2010.

20. I.V. Danilkin, A.M. Gasparyan, and M.F.M. Lutz.

On causality, unitarity and perturbative expansions. Phys.Lett., B697:147–152, 2011.

21. A.M. Gasparyan, M.F.M. Lutz, and B. Pasquini. Compton scattering from chiral dynamics with unitarity and causality. Nucl.Phys., A866:79–92, 2011.

22. I.V. Danilkin, L.I.R. Gil, and M.F.M. Lutz. Dynamical light vector mesons in low-energy scattering of Goldstone bosons. Phys.Lett., B703:504–509, 2011.

23. I.V. Danilkin, M.F.M. Lutz, S. Leupold, and C. Terschlusen. Photon-fusion reactions from the chiral Lagrangian with dynamical light vector mesons. Eur.Phys.J., C73:2358, 2013.

24. L.D. Landau. On analytic properties of vertex parts in quantum field theory. Nucl.Phys., 13:181–192, 1959.

25. M. Jacob and G.C. Wick. On the general theory of collisions for particles with spin. Annals Phys., 7:404–428, 1959.

26. G.F. Chew, M.L. Goldberger, F.E. Low, and Yoichiro Nambu. Relativistic dispersion relation approach to photomeson production. Phys.Rev., 106:1345–1355, 1957.

27. Noboru Nakanishi. Integral representations for production amplitudes in perturbation theory. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 3(6):1139–1146, 1962.

28. Frits A. Berends, A. Donnachie, and D.L. Weaver. Photoproduction and electroproduction of pions. 1. Dispersion relation theory. Nucl.Phys., B4:1–53, 1967.

29. M.F.M. Lutz and C.L. Korpa. Selfconsistent propagation of hyperons and anti-kaons in nuclear matter based on relativistic chiral SU(3) dynamics. Nucl.Phys., A700:309–329, 2002.

30. M.F.M. Lutz, C.L. Korpa, and M. Moller. Antikaons and hyperons in nuclear matter with saturation. Nucl.Phys., A808:124–159, 2008.

31. C.L. Korpa, M.F.M. Lutz, and F. Riek. Covariant and self consistent vertex corrections for pions and isobars in nuclear matter. Phys.Rev., C80:024901, 2009.

32. M.F.M. Lutz and I. Vidana. On Kinematical Constraints in Boson-Boson Systems. Eur.Phys.J., A48:124, 2012.

33. S. Stoica, M.F.M. Lutz, and O. Scholten. On kinematical constraints in fermion-antifermion systems. Phys.Rev., D84:125001, 2011.

34. James Stutsman Ball. Application of the Mandelstam Representation to Photoproduction of Pions from Nucleons. Phys.Rev., 124:2014–2028, 1961.

35. Asim O. Barut, Ivan Muzinich, and David N. Williams.

Construction of Invariant Scattering Amplitudes for Arbitrary Spins and Analytic Continuation in Total Angular Momentum. Phys.Rev., 130:442–457, 1963.

36. Yasuo Hara. Analyticity Properties of Helicity Amplitudes and Construction of Kinematical Singularity-Free Amplitudes for Any Spin. Phys.Rev., 136:B507–B514, 1964.

37. J. D. Jackson and G. E. Hite. Kinematic singularities and threshold relations for helicity amplitudes. Phys. Rev., 169:1248–1274, May 1968.

38. Ling-Lie Chau Wang. General method of constructing helicity amplitudes free from kinematic singularities and zeros. Phys. Rev., 142:1187–1194, Feb 1966.

39. Jerrold Franklin. Threshold kinematic constraints and correlations of helicity amplitudes. Phys. Rev., 170:1606– 1618, Jun 1968.

40. M.D. Scadron and H.F. Jones. Covariant m functions for higher spin. Phys.Rev., 173:1734–1744, 1968.

41. G Cohen-Tannoudji, A Morel, and H Navelet. Kinematical singularities, crossing matrix and kinematical constraints for two-body helicity amplitudes. Annals of Physics, 46(2):239 – 316, 1968.

42. William A. Bardeen and W.K. Tung. Invariant amplitudes for photon processes. Phys.Rev., 173:1423–1433, 1968.

43. S.W. MacDowell. Analytic Properties of Partial Amplitudes in Meson-Nucleon Scattering. Phys.Rev., 116:774– 778, 1959.

44. F.F.K. Cheung and Fei Shian Chen-Cheung. Uniqueness of amplitudes satisfying the mandelstam representation. Phys.Rev., D5:970–980, 1972.

45. S. Mandelstam. Determination of the pion - nucleon scattering amplitude from dispersion relations and unitarity. General theory. Phys.Rev., 112:1344–1360, 1958.

46. J. Nieves and E. Ruiz Arriola. The S(11) - N(1535) and - N(1650) resonances in meson baryon unitarized coupled channel chiral perturbation theory. Phys.Rev., D64:116008, 2001.

47. Peter C. Bruns, Maxim Mai, and Ulf G. Meissner. Chiral dynamics of the S11(1535) and S11(1650) resonances revisited. Phys.Lett., B697:254–259, 2011.

48. William R. Frazer and Jose R. Fulco. Partial-Wave Dispersion Relations for Pion-Nucleon Scattering. Phys.Rev., 119:1420–1426, 1960.

49. Yu-Chien Liu and I.J. Mcgee. Dispersion sum rules for fixed-u pi n scattering amplitudes. Phys.Rev., D3:183–189, 1971.

50. A. Semke and M.F.M. Lutz. Baryon self energies in the chiral loop expansion. Nucl.Phys., A778:153–180, 2006.