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Abstract

Unitarity imposes coupled constraints on elastic and inelastic amplitudes. Satisfying them
requires resummation of the self-energy contributions from both elastic and inelastic chan-
nels. Inelastic channels generate anti-Hermitian contributions that can be consistently de-
duced from the unitarity relation underlying the optical theorem, leading to non-local separa-
ble potentials and a compact unitarization scheme in the non-relativistic regime. We present
two alternative derivations of the anti-Hermitian kernel, from the continuity equation and by
integrating out inelastic channels. We further extend this framework to treat non-analytic
and non-convergent behavior of inelastic amplitudes in the complex momentum plane and to
incorporate bound states. For non-convergent amplitudes, we demonstrate a simple renormal-
ization procedure in which anti-Hermitian separable potentials necessarily induce Hermitian
separable counterterms, yielding finite cross sections consistent with unitarity. These results
provide a general tool for non-relativistic scattering problems, with clear applications to dark-
matter phenomenology.
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1 Introduction

Unitarity plays a central role in particle physics. A direct consequence of it, the optical theorem
imposes coupled constraints on elastic and inelastic partial-wave scattering amplitudes. Because
the optical theorem and the resulting bounds are non-linear in the amplitudes, they cannot be
exactly satisfied in calculations truncated at any finite order in perturbation theory. Preserving
unitarity therefore requires resummation of the relevant interactions. In the presence of elastic
interactions only, the self-energy kernel of a (multiparticle) state is Hermitian, and its resumma-
tion ensures consistency with the unitarity constraint on elastic amplitudes. Inelastic channels,
however, generate anti-Hermitian contributions to self-energy kernels that encode the probability
flux into other states. Consistency with the coupled unitarity constraints on elastic and inelastic
amplitudes then requires a resummation of these contributions as well.

The anti-Hermitian part of the self-energy kernel can be deduced directly from the unitar-
ity condition underpinning the optical theorem. On this basis, Ref. [1] formulated a unitarization
scheme in the non-relativistic regime for both elastic and inelastic amplitudes. The anti-Hermitian
potential obtained in this way has a distinctive structure: it is a sum of non-local but separable
potentials, a consequence of the fact that it originates from contracting inelastic amplitudes at dif-
ferent momenta. Remarkably, this structure permits compact analytic solutions that can be readily
applied in phenomenological investigations, accommodating all partial waves and multiple inelas-
tic channels. The form of the anti-Hermitian potential constitutes an important difference between
Ref. [1] and other unitarization approaches that include imaginary self-energy contributions in the
computation of inelastic amplitudes, either with [2–5] or without resummation [6, 7].

The goal of this work is twofold. First, we generalize aspects of the formalism introduced in
Ref. [1] to establish a solid foundation for phenomenological applications. In particular, we de-
velop a framework that consistently encodes possible non-analytic and non-convergent behavior
of inelastic amplitudes in the complex momentum plane, which, as already recognized in Ref. [1],
affects unitarization. When such amplitudes generate UV-divergent separable optical potentials,
we demonstrate a renormalization procedure and show that the absorptive (anti-Hermitian) sep-
arable interactions necessarily induce dispersive (Hermitian) separable counterterms. Including
these Hermitian separable contributions is essential for renormalizability, and it extends the solu-
tion of Ref. [1] beyond the purely absorptive case; the reverse implication does not hold in general,
i.e. Hermitian separable terms need not generate anti-Hermitian ones of the same form. Second,
we expand on the theoretical underpinnings of the unitarization framework. We incorporate the
possible presence of bound states, which introduce poles that contribute to the analytic structure,
and present two alternative ways to derive the anti-Hermitian potential: one based on the conti-
nuity equation and LSZ reduction, and one based on the Feshbach formalism for integrating out
states. Throughout the paper, we clarify various subtle points of the previous analysis.

The impetus for unitarizing inelastic cross sections arose in large part from renewed interest
in long-range interactions in the non-relativistic regime in the context of dark matter. Long-range
interactions play an important role in several dark-matter frontiers, including multi-TeV thermal-
relic dark matter [8], self-interacting dark matter [9], and primordial black holes [10]. A strong
connection has been drawn between long-range interactions and the saturation of non-relativistic
unitarity bounds [1, 11, 12].

However, unitarity violations have been identified in several settings. Inelastic processes that
are Sommerfeld-enhanced by light but massive mediators can exhibit parametric resonances that
grow with decreasing velocity faster than unitarity allows [2]. Attractive Coulomb-like potentials
can violate inelastic unitarity bounds at sufficiently large coupling [11, 13]. Even more striking
unitarity violations, for arbitrarily small couplings, occur in radiative transitions between states
governed by different Coulomb-like potentials, as in bound-state formation with emission of a
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charged scalar [14–17] or a non-Abelian gauge boson [18–20]. These issues have highlighted
theoretical deficiencies and impelled the development of a systematic and consistent unitarization
procedure. The phenomenological significance of the unitarization prescription of Ref. [1] has
already been demonstrated in the context of dark-matter production via thermal freeze-out [21].

The paper is structured as follows. Starting with the unitarity relation, in Section 2, we re-
produce the bounds on elastic and inelastic processes and extract the anti-Hermitian part of the
self-energy kernel. In Section 3 we review the unitarization formalism of Ref. [1], provide ad-
ditional justification for the anti-Hermitian kernel from the continuity equation and LSZ reduc-
tion, and extend the formalism to systematically incorporate possible non-analyticities and non-
convergence of inelastic amplitudes, exhibiting a renormalization procedure for the latter case in
Section 4. In Section 5, we incorporate bound states into the unitarization scheme, using the Jost
function formalism. In Section 6, we review the optical potential via the Feshbach projection,
from where we derive, in a third way, the anti-Hermitian self-energy kernel in terms of inelastic
amplitudes. We conclude in Section 7 by discussing the implications of this work, with a focus on
dark-matter-motivated examples. For convenience, Section A collects useful mathematical proofs
and identities, while Section B compiles the notation used in this document with references to the
defining equations.
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2 Partial-wave bounds and self-energy kernel from unitarity

Setting S = 1 + iT, as is standard, the unitarity of the S matrix, SS† = S†S = 1, implies

−i(T −T†) = T†T = TT†. (2.1)

We shall use this relation in two ways: first, to reproduce the known constraints on partial-wave
amplitudes and cross sections for elastic and inelastic processes; and second, to predict the con-
tribution to the self-energy kernel generated by inelastic processes [1]. For the latter purpose, the
T-matrix will be evaluated at general kinematics that do not necessarily satisfy the on-shell con-
ditions. While asymptotic states obey on-shell conditions, we can use the operator relation (2.1) to
compute or constrain off-shell Green’s functions or interaction kernels. Our analysis in this section
largely follows Ref. [1], but we provide additional details and clarify the conjugation properties of
the interaction kernel.

2.1 General analysis

In what follows, we denote by Mab(τa, τb) the amplitude for the transition from state a to state
b, where τ collectively represents the particle momenta of each state in the center-of-momentum
(CM) frame. For two-particle states, only one independent momentum exists, and we therefore
write τ→ p. For simplicity, we neglect spin throughout.

Partial-wave expansion for 2-particle states

For transitions between the 2-particle states a and b, with momenta pa and pb in the CM frame,
we analyze the amplitudes as follows

Mab(pa, pb) = 16π
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Pℓ(p̂a · p̂b)Mab
ℓ (pa, pb), (2.2a)

Mab
ℓ (pa, pb) =

2
(8π)3

∫
dΩa dΩbPℓ(p̂a · p̂b)Mab(pa, pb). (2.2b)

where p = |p| denotes the magnitude of the corresponding 3-momentum.1 Note that if the in-
coming and/or outgoing particles are off-shell, pa and pb are in general different, and cannot be
related to the total energy of the system, parametrized by the first Mandelstam variable, s. We
leave implicit the dependence of the off-shell amplitudes on the zeroth components of the CM
momenta.

Unitarity

Projecting Eq. (2.1) on the 2-particle state a, for different outgoing and incoming momenta, p and
p′, respectively, and inserting a complete set of on-shell states betweenT andT† on the right-hand
side, we obtain

−
i

2
[
Maa(p′, p) −Maa∗(p, p′)

]
=

∑
c: on-shell

Xac(p′, p) =
∑

c: on-shell

X̃ac(p′, p), (2.3)

with

Xac(p′, p) ≡
1
2

∫
dτcMac∗(p, τc)Mac(p′, τc), (2.4a)

X̃ac(p′, p) ≡
1
2

∫
dτcMca(τc, p)Mca∗(τc, p′), (2.4b)

1We assume the orthonormality condition
∫

dΩ Yℓm(Ω) Y∗ℓ′m′ (Ω) = δℓℓ′δmm′ for the spherical harmonics, and recall
the useful decomposition Pℓ(â · b̂) = [(4π)/(2ℓ + 1)]

∑ℓ
m=−ℓ Yℓm(Ωa)Y∗ℓm(Ωb) for the Legendre polynomials.
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where τc denotes collectively all the momentum variables that characterize the on-shell state c,
consisting of Nc particles, and dτc stands for the corresponding phase-space element with the
energy-momentum conservation included,

dτc ≡
1
cc

Nc∏
j=1

d3k j

(2π)3 2E j
(2π)δ

√s −
∑

j

(k j)0

 (2π)3δ3

∑
j

k j

 . (2.5)

Here, E j =
√

k2
j + m2

j is the on-shell energy for the jth particle, and cc is the symmetry factor of
the state c that ensures the phase space is not multiply counted (c = j1! j2! · · · if a state contains j1,
j2, etc identical particles of species 1, 2, etc). For 1-particle and 2-particle states, the phase-space
elements are

1-particle states : dτc = 2π δ(s − m2
c), (2.6a)

2-particle states : dτc =
kc

cc 16π2 √s
dΩc. (2.6b)

For the inverse decay processes, mc is the mass of the intermediate particle, while for the 2-particle
intermediate states, the magnitude of the momentum, kc, is fully specified by s and the masses of
the particles involved. We emphasize that in Xac, defined Eq. (2.4a), the c states are always on-
shell, with their phase space fully integrated.

Acting on Eq. (2.3) with (8π)−2
∫

dΩp′ dΩpY∗ℓm(Ωp′)Yℓm(Ωp), and using Eqs. (2.2) and (2.4a),
the unitarity relation becomes

−
i

2

[
Maa

ℓ (p′, p) −Maa∗
ℓ (p, p′)

]
=

∑
c: on-shell

Xac
ℓ (p′, p), (2.7)

where

Xac
ℓ (p′, p) ≡

2
(8π)3

∫
dΩp′dΩp Pℓ(p̂′ · p̂)Xac(p′, p), (2.8a)

Xac(p′, p) = 16π
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1) Pℓ(p̂′ · p̂)Xac
ℓ (p′, p). (2.8b)

For 1-particle and 2-particle states intermediate states, Eqs. (2.4a), (2.6) and (2.8) yield

Xac
ℓ (p′, p) =


δℓ,0

16
δ(s − m2

c)Mac ∗(p, 0)Mac(p′, 0), 1-particle,

2kc

cc √s
Mac ∗

ℓ
(p, kc)Mac

ℓ
(p′, kc), 2-particle.

(2.9)

Note that in the absence of spin or other internal degrees of freedom, the inverse-decay amplitudes
cannot depend on the orientation of the three-momenta p and p′ by rotational invariance, so only
the ℓ = 0 mode is present. Higher-ℓ modes can appear for resonances with spin or internal angular
momentum (e.g. for composite states).

Rescaling of amplitudes

For the 2-particle states a and b, it is convenient to define the rescaled partial-wave amplitudes,

Mab
ℓ (pa, pb) ≡

√
4pa pb

cacbs
Mab

ℓ (pa, pb). (2.10)
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For a 2-particle state a and an on-shell state c of any multiplicity, we also define

Xac
ℓ (p′, p) ≡

√
4p′p

(ca)2s
Xac
ℓ (p′, p)

c: 2-particle state
−→ Mac∗

ℓ (p, kc) Mac
ℓ (p′, kc), (2.11)

where the last expression was obtained using Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10).

Cross sections

To compute cross sections, we evaluate the amplitudes on-shell. The cross section for a 2-to-N
process a→ c, is

σa→c(k) =
1

4k
√

s

∫
dτc |Mac(k, τc)|2 =

1
4k
√

s
2Xac(k, k) =

8π
k
√

s

∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Xac
ℓ (k, k), (2.12)

where k is the on-shell momentum in the CM frame of the state a, determined by s, and we used
Eqs. (2.4a) and (2.8b). As in Ref. [1], we define the unitarity cross section

σU
ℓ (k) = cℓ

4π(2ℓ + 1)
k2 , (2.13)

where cℓ is the symmetry factor of the incoming state. Although the symmetry factor does not
depend on the partial wave, we introduce the index ℓ to indicate that cℓ = 1 for distinguishable
particles, cℓ = 2 for identical particles in allowed partial waves, while cross-sections for other
partial waves vanish. With this, the partial-wave cross section can be expressed as

σa→c
ℓ (k) = σU

ℓ (k)
(

2k
cℓ
√

s
Xac
ℓ (k, k)

)
= σU

ℓ (k) Xac
ℓ (k, k)

c: 2-particle state
−→ σU

ℓ (k) |Mac
ℓ (k, kc)|2, (2.14)

where the rescaled quantities, Mac
ℓ

and Xac
ℓ

, have been defined in Eqs. (2.10) and (2.11).

2.2 Partial-wave optical theorem and unitarity bounds

We now return to the partial-wave unitarity relation (2.7), which we rescale using Eqs. (2.10)
and (2.11). Taking the incoming and outgoing particles be on-shell, p = p′ → k, and setting
Melas
ℓ

(k) ≡ Maa
ℓ

(k, k), we obtain

Im[Melas
ℓ (k)] =

∑
c

Xac
ℓ (k, k) = σtot

ℓ (k)/σU
ℓ (k), (2.15)

where the total partial-wave cross section σtot
ℓ

includes all elastic and inelastic processes, and we
used Eq. (2.14). This is the partial-wave optical theorem. Equation (2.15) also implies that the
rescaled elastic scattering amplitude obeys the inequality

Im[Melas
ℓ (k)] ⩾ |Melas

ℓ (k)|2, (2.16)

or, equivalently, it is bounded by the unitarity circle centered on i/2 on the complex plane,

|Melas
ℓ (k) − i/2| ⩽ 1/2, (2.17)

with the equality holding in the absence of inelastic processes. For inelastic scatterings, the
rescaled amplitudes lie within a circle of radius 1/2 centered on zero on the complex plane,∑

c,a

Xac
ℓ = Im(Maa

ℓ ) − |Maa
ℓ |

2 ⩽ Im(Maa
ℓ ) − [Im(Maa

ℓ )]2 ⩽ 1/4. (2.18)
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We can deduce a stronger, coupled constraint between elastic and inelastic processes, considering
that (

σelas
ℓ + σinel

ℓ

)
/σU

ℓ =
∑

c

Xac
ℓ = ImMaa

ℓ ⩽ |M
aa
ℓ | =

(
σelas
ℓ /σU

ℓ

)1/2
, (2.19)

or equivalently

σinel
ℓ /σU

ℓ ⩽
√
σelas
ℓ
/σU

ℓ

(
1 −

√
σelas
ℓ
/σU

ℓ

)
. (2.20)

The unitarity constraint (2.20) implies the global upper bounds2

σelas
ℓ /σU

ℓ ⩽ 1 and σinel
ℓ /σU

ℓ ⩽ 1/4. (2.21)

Notably, the constraint (2.20) implies also a lower bound on σelas
ℓ

that depends on σinel
ℓ

, attesting
to the fact that inelastic interactions generate elastic scattering.

2.3 Anti-Hermitian instantaneous self-energy kernel

To properly compute the self energy of a state, the irreducible kernel must be first identified. For
a 2-particle state, this consists of all 4-point diagrams that cannot be separated into two 4-point
sub-diagrams (contributing to the same 4-point function) by cutting two internal propagators, and
are thus 2-particle irreducible (2PI).

In the instantaneous approximation, any dependence of the kernel on the zeroth components
of the incoming and outgoing CM momenta is neglected. Moreover, in the non-relativistic regime,
the total energy in the CM frame is approximated by the total mass of the interacting particles,
√

s→ mT (see e.g. Ref. [22]).
The unitarity relations (2.3) and (2.7) imply that inelastic processes participate in the self

energy of a state. Their anti-Hermitian contribution can be deduced directly from the unitarity
relation underpinning the optical theorem [1]. In particular, Eq. (2.3) implies that, under the
instantaneous approximation, inelastic processes generate contributions to the self-energy kernel
that satisfy the equation

−
i

2
[
Kaa(p′, p) − Kaa ∗(p, p′)

]
=

1
2

∑
c: on-shell

∫
dτcAac ∗(p, τc)Aac(p′, τc)

=
1
2

∑
c: on-shell

∫
dτcAca(τc, p)Aca ∗(τc, p′),

(2.22a)

(2.22b)

where Aac(p, τc) are the inelastic amplitudes, with all initial-state 2PI factors amputated.3 The
incoming and outgoing states on the left-hand side of Eqs. (2.22) are in general off-shell. On the

2If the incoming particles carry spins, the orbital angular momentum in the unitarity constraints (2.20) and (2.21)
should be replaced by the total angular momentum, ℓ → j. We may then attempt to derive constraints on the cross
sections for a given ℓ by averaging over all possible spin configurations. Considering that

1
(2s1 + 1)(2s2 + 1)

s1+s2∑
s=|s1−s2 |

ℓ+s∑
j=|ℓ−s|

(2 j + 1) = 2ℓ + 1,

with s1 and s2 being the spins of the two interacting particles, the global constraints (2.21) remain valid for the spin-
averaged cross sections for a given orbital angular momentum, ℓ. This implies that the upper bounds on the mass of
thermal-relic dark matter for a given ℓ remain as in [1, Section 8].

3Ainel is often termed the ‘hard-scattering’ amplitude, since it typically involves large momentum transfers, in
contrast to the low-momentum (soft) interactions usually resummed in the wavefunction. However, some inelastic pro-
cesses, such as bound-state formation with emission of an ultrasoft boson, involve only small momentum transfers. We
thus avoid this terminology here, and will instead refer toAinel as ‘inelastic vertex’ or ‘irreducible inelastic amplitude’.
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other hand, the products of the inelastic interactions (i.e. the intermediate states on the right-hand
sides of Eqs. (2.22)), are on-shell, as mandated by the insertion of a complete set of physical states
in the operator relation (2.1). The momenta of the intermediate states, collectively denoted by τc,
are thus constrained by the energy imparted in the system and the on-shell dispersion relations.

We may analyze the kernel in Hermitian and anti-Hermitian contributions,

Kaa(p′, p) = Kaa
H (p′, p) +Kaa

A (p′, p), (2.23a)

Kaa
H (p′, p) ≡

1
2

[
Kaa(p′, p) +Kaa †(p′, p)

]
, (2.23b)

Kaa
A (p′, p) ≡

1
2

[
Kaa(p′, p) − Kaa †(p′, p)

]
, (2.23c)

where

Kaa †(p′, p) = Kaa ∗(p, p′). (2.24)

Evidently, Kaa †
H (p′, p) = Kaa

H (p′, p) and Kaa †
A (p′, p) = −Kaa

A (p′, p). We emphasize that the Her-
mitian and anti-Hermitian components of the kernel are not in general real and imaginary, re-
spectively. They become so only under time-reversal invariance (TRI), which sets K(p′, p) TRI

=

K(−p,−p′) = K(p,p′), where the last equality holds for spinless particles due to rotational invari-
ance. We shall not assume TRI in this work.

Clearly, the left-hand side of Eqs. (2.22) is equal to −iKA(p′, p). In terms of partial waves,
Eq. (2.22a) becomes

− iKaa
A,ℓ(p′, p) =

1
(8π)3

∑
c: on-shell

∫
dτc

∫
dΩp′ dΩp Pℓ(p̂′ · p̂)Aac ∗(p, τc)Aac(p′, τc)

⊃
∑

r: 1-particle

δℓ,0

16
δ(s − m2

r )Aar ∗(p, 0)Aar(p′, 0) +
∑

b: 2-particle

2kb

cb √s
Aab ∗
ℓ (p, kb)Aab

ℓ (p′, kb),

(2.25a)

(2.25b)

where in the last line we included the phase-space integrated forms due to 1-particle and 2-particle
intermediate states, following directly from Eq. (2.9).
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3 Resummation

3.1 Schrödinger equation with a non-Hermitian non-local potential

Because unitarity implies a non-linear relation between scattering amplitudes, as seen directly
from Eq. (2.1), it cannot be exactly satisfied by calculations truncated at a finite order in per-
turbation theory. Ensuring consistency of the scattering amplitudes with Eq. (2.1) necessitates
the appropriate resummation of all interaction kernels entering a calculation. The resummation
consistently determines the self energies of the participating states, which in turn affect all scat-
tering amplitudes. It is evident that elastic interactions contribute to the self-energy of a state. As
discussed in the previous section, inelastic interactions contribute as well.

In the following, we shall denote byK 2PI(p′, p) the 2PI kernel of the state under consideration,
with p′ and p being, respectively, the incoming and outgoing momenta of the particles in the CM
frame. Under the instantaneous approximation, the resummation of the self-energy kernel amounts
to solving the Schrödinger equation. We consider Schrödinger’s equation, in both momentum and
position space, for a potential that is not assumed to be local,4

p2

2µ
ψ̃(p) −

1
4mTµ

∫
d3 p′

(2π)3K
2PI(p′, p) ψ̃(p′) = Eψ̃(p), (3.1a)

−
∇2

2µ
ψ(r) +

∫
d3r′V(r′, r)ψ(r′) = Eψ(r), (3.1b)

where E ≡ E − mT , with E being the total energy of the state, mT and µ are the total and re-
duced masses of the interacting particles. The Fourier transformations of the wavefunction and
interaction kernel relating Eqs. (3.1a) and (3.1b) are

ψ(r) =
∫

d3 p
(2π)3 eip·rψ̃(p), (3.2)

V(r′, r) = −
1

4mTµ

∫
d3 p′

(2π)3

d3 p
(2π)3 e+ip·rK 2PI(p′, p) e−ip

′·r′ . (3.3)

Note that in the non-relativistic approximation leading to Schrödinger’s equation, the total
energy in the CM frame in the interaction term is set to

√
s→ mT (see e.g. Ref. [22]). We therefore

do not indicate any dependence of K 2PI or V on s. This approximation ensures that the potential
does not depend on E, and Eqs. (3.1) are linear eigenvalue equations. This, in turn, permits the
spectral decomposition of the Green’s function associated with Eqs. (3.1) for a Hermitian potential,
that we will introduce in Section 3.2. A strong dependence of the Hermitian kernel on the incoming
energy would introduce a non-linear eigenvalue problem, and require a different treatment that we
do not attempt here.

Partial-wave expansion

We shall assume for simplicity that K 2PI(p′, p) does not depend on any external vector, such as a
spin direction or a background field. We may then expand it into partial waves in accordance to

4We draw attention to the fact that the incoming momentum in the kernel should be the one on which the state is
projected, i.e. the momentum that is being integrated over.
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Eq. (2.2a),

K 2PI(p′, p) = 16π
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Pℓ(p̂′ · p̂)K 2PI
ℓ (p′, p), (3.4a)

V(r′, r) =
1

4π

∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Pℓ(r̂′ · r̂)Vℓ(r′, r), (3.4b)

Vℓ(r′, r) = −
1

4mTµ

16
π2

∫ ∞

0
dp′ p′2 jℓ(p′r′)

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 jℓ(pr) K 2PI

ℓ (p′, p). (3.4c)

where jℓ are the spherical Bessel functions of first kind.
Equations (3.1) admit a 3-dimensional continuum of scattering-state solutions, ψk(r) and

ψ̃k(p), with the wavevector k = µvrel denoting the (classical) momentum of the interacting par-
ticles in the CM frame, vrel being their relative velocity. The energy eigenvalues Ek = k2/2µ
correspond to the kinetic energy of the system in the CM frame. Depending on the potential,
Eqs. (3.1) may also admit a discrete spectrum of bound-state solutions, with E < 0 being the bind-
ing energy; we shall enumerate these solutions with the discrete quantum number n. We analyze
the scattering-state and bound-state wavefunctions in partial waves as follows

ψ̃k(p) =
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Pℓ(k̂ · p̂)ψ̃k,ℓ(p), ψ̃nℓm(p) = ψ̃nℓ(p)Yℓm(Ωp), (3.5a)

ψk(r) =
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)Pℓ(k̂ · r̂)ψk,ℓ(r), ψnℓm(r) = ψnℓ(r)Yℓm(Ωr), (3.5b)

ψk,ℓ(r) =
iℓ

2π2

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 ψ̃k,ℓ(p) jℓ(pr), ψnℓ(r) =

iℓ

2π2

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 ψ̃nℓ(p) jℓ(pr), (3.5c)

where k = |k| and p = |p|. With the above, and setting

uk,ℓ(r) = k r ψk,ℓ(r) and unℓ(r) = r ψnℓ(r), (3.6)

for the scattering and bound states, we obtain the radial Schrödinger equation(
−

1
2µ

d2

dr2 +
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

2µ r2

)
uℓ(r) +

∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′ rVℓ(r′, r) uℓ(r′) = E uℓ(r), (3.7)

where we omitted the principal quantum number, k or n, for generality. Note that for the discrete
spectrum, the energy eigenvalues may depend both on n and ℓ, E → Enℓ.

Central potentials

If K 2PI(p′, p) = K 2PI(|p′ − p|), then we obtain a central potential,V(r′, r) = V(r) δ3(r′ − r), with5

V(r) = −
1

4mTµ

∫
d3q

(2π)3 e−iq·rK 2PI(q) = −
1

4mTµ

1
2π2r

∫ ∞

0
dq qK 2PI(q) sin(qr). (3.8)

Upon analyzing into partial waves according to Eqs. (3.4a) and (3.4b), we find

Vℓ(r′, r) =
1

4π

∫
dΩr′ dΩr Pℓ(r̂′ · r̂)V(r′, r) =

δ(r′ − r)
r2 V(r), (3.9a)

K 2PI
ℓ (p′, p) = −mTµ

∫ ∞

0
dr r2 jℓ(p′r) jℓ(pr) V(r). (3.9b)

Evidently, central potentials entail correlations among different partial waves [1, 23], and there-
fore cannot, in general, account for the self-energy kernels arising from independent inelastic
processes [1].

5The more relaxed assumption K 2PI(p′, p) = K 2PI(p′ − p) leads to local but not necessarily central potentials,
V(r′, r) = V(r) δ3(r′ − r). In this case, the scalar kernel K 2PI(p′ − p) must depend also on an external vector, which
renders the partial-wave analysis of Eqs. (3.4) inapplicable.
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Decomposition of the potential

As in Section 2.3, the kernel and the potential can be decomposed in Hermitian and anti-Hermitian
components,

K(p′, p) = KH(p′, p) +KA(p′, p), V(r′, r) = VH(r′, r) +VA(r′, r), (3.10a)

KH(p′, p) ≡
1
2

[
K(p′, p) +K†(p′, p)

]
, VH(r′, r) ≡

1
2

[
V(r′, r) +V†(r′, r)

]
, (3.10b)

KA(p′, p) ≡
1
2

[
K(p′, p) − K†(p′, p)

]
, VA(r′, r) ≡

1
2

[
V(r′, r) −V†(r′, r)

]
, (3.10c)

where

K†(p′, p) = K∗(p, p′) and V†(r′, r) = V∗(r, r′). (3.11)

We reiterate that, in general, the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts of the potentials are not real
and imaginary, respectively. This would require TRI, which imposes K(p, p′) = K(p′, p) and
V(r, r′) = V(r′, r). No such assumption is made here.

We analyze the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian components of the kernel and the potential in
partial waves analogously to Eqs. (3.4).

3.2 Hermitian potential

Considering a Hermitian potential only, V(0)(r′, r), we denote by u(0)
ℓ

(r) the solution to the corre-
sponding radial Schrödinger equation,

Sℓu
(0)
k,ℓ(r) = Eu(0)

k,ℓ(r) (3.12)

where Sℓ is the integro-differential operator

Sℓu
(0)
ℓ

(r) ≡
(
−

1
2µ

d2

dr2 +
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

2µ r2

)
u(0)
ℓ

(r) +
∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′ rV(0)

ℓ
(r′, r) u(0)

ℓ
(r′). (3.13)

In most phenomenological applications, the Hermitian potential is dominated by contributions
that are central, and is therefore also real, V(0)

ℓ
(r′, r) → [V(r)/r2] δ(r′ − r), with V(r) ∈ R. How-

ever, non-local contributions to the Hermitian potential can be generated by on-shell and off-
shell inelastic interactions, as suggested by the Feshbach projection that we discuss in Section 6
(cf. Eq. (6.9a)). The potential V(0)(r′, r) will thus not be the only part of the Hermitian potential.
We return to this point in Section 3.4.

Scattering-state and bound-state wavefunctions

Following the conventions of Ref. [1], we denote by Fk,ℓ(r) and Gk,ℓ(r) the two independent
scattering-state solutions of Eq. (3.12), corresponding to the regular and irregular families, re-
spectively. We also introduce the linear combinations H (±)

k,ℓ (r) = Fk,ℓ(r) ± iGk,ℓ(r), which repre-
sent outgoing and incoming waves. The potential may additionally support bound-state solutions,
which we denote by Bnℓ(r). All solutions are characterized by their asymptotic behavior at r → 0
and/or r → ∞, and are defined precisely in Section 5.1. Their normalization is chosen such that,
for the solutions corresponding to physical states, Fk,ℓ and Bnℓ, it reproduces the standard condi-
tions for the full wavefunctions governed by Hermitian potentials. For distinguishable particles,
these are

∫
d3rψk(r)ψ∗k′(r) = (2π)3δ3(k − k′),

∫
d3rψnℓm(r)ψ∗n′ℓ′m′(r) = δnn′δℓℓ′δmm′ , as well as∫

d3rψnℓm(r)ψ∗k,ℓ′(r) = 0. Appropriate symmetry factors for identical particles arise as described
e.g. in [16, Appendix A].
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Green’s function

We will be interested in the Green’s function of the operator corresponding to Eq. (3.12), i.e., the
solution to the differential equation,

(Sℓ − Ek)Gk,ℓ(r, r′) = δ(r − r′), (3.14)

that behaves as a regular solution at r → 0 and an outgoing wave at r → ∞. It is possible
to explicitly construct the Green’s function, and to derive its spectral decomposition using the
complete set of eigenstates obtained from solving Eq. (3.12). These two methods yield

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) = +
2µi
cℓk
F ∗k,ℓ(r<)H (+)

k,ℓ (r>)

=
2µ
cℓ

1
π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
Fq,ℓ(r)F ∗q,ℓ(r

′)

q2 − k2 − iϵ
−

∑
n

Bnℓ(r)B∗nℓ(r
′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

 ,
(3.15a)

(3.15b)

where r< ≡ min{r, r′}, r> ≡ max{r, r′}, κ2
nℓ = −2µEnℓ > 0 and ϵ → 0+. Equations (3.15) are

both very important for the unitarization prescription, we therefore derive them in Section 5.3, and
prove their equivalence.

3.3 Anti-Hermitian potential

Unitarity relation

Inelastic processes generate anti-Hermitian contributions to the 2PI kernel that must be resummed
in order to obtain the complete wavefunctions. The anti-Hermitian part of the potential can be
deduced from the unitarity relation underpinning the optical theorem [1], as reviewed in Section 2.
Although we do not assume TRI in the following, we show the additional relations that would
apply if it were imposed.

As in [1], we shall consider for simplicity 2-to-2 inelastic processes only. From Eqs. (2.25),

K 2PI
A,ℓ(p′, p) = i

∑
j

2k j

c j√s
A

inel, j ∗
ℓ

(p, k j)Ainel, j
ℓ

(p′, k j) (3.16a)

TRI
= i

∑
j

2k j

c j√s
A

inel, j
ℓ

(p, k j)Ainel, j ∗
ℓ

(p′, k j), (3.16b)

where the index j denotes the inelastic channel and encompasses all relevant discrete indices that
characterize it. We recall from Section 2.3 that Ainel, j

ℓ
(p, k j) is the corresponding inelastic vertex,

i.e. the inelastic amplitude with all initial-state 2PI factors amputated, and that the products of the
inelastic interaction are on-shell; the magnitude of their momenta, k j, is thus fully determined by
the total energy imparted in the system, parametrized by s → m2

T . c j stands for the symmetry
factor of the final state. We reiterate that Eq. (3.16b) assumes TRI and we do not make use of it
here. Equations (3.4c) and (3.16) imply that the partial-wave imaginary potential in position space
is a sum6 of non-local, separable potentials [1]

VA,ℓ(r′, r) = −i
∑

j

(η j
A,ℓ)

2 ν
j
ℓ
(r′) ν j∗

ℓ
(r) TRI
= −i

∑
j

(η j
A,ℓ)

2 ν
j∗
ℓ

(r′) ν j
ℓ
(r), (3.17)

6Inverse decay (2-to-1) processes can also be accommodated by the form (3.17) of the imaginary potential, as
follows from Eq. (2.25b). On the other hand, inelastic channels with final states of multiplicity ⩾ 3 render the imaginary
potential an integro-sum of separable potentials, as seen from Eq. (2.25a). While this can be incorporated in the
regularization procedure, it introduces technical complications that would obscure the primary goal of the present
analysis, which is encoding the non-analytic behavior of inelastic amplitudes. We leave this extension for future work.
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where

η
j
A,ℓ ν

j
ℓ
(r) ≡ (−i)ℓ

√
8k j

c jπ2m2
Tµ

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 jℓ(pr)Ainel, j

ℓ
(p, k j). (3.18)

In Eqs. (3.17) and (3.18), η j
A ∈ R parametrize the strength of the anti-Hermitian potentials; we

have factored these parameters outside the functions ν j
ℓ
(r) for later convenience.7

Continuity equation

The form (3.17) of the imaginary potential with the specification of Eq. (3.18) is also supported
by the continuity equation and LSZ reduction. Considering the probability current, jk(r) ≡
Im[ψ∗k(r)∇ψk(r)]/µ, the total inelastic cross section is the loss of flux through a closed surface
S , normalized to the incoming flux,

σinel = −
µ

k

∮
S

dS · jk(r) = −
µ

k

∫
d3r∇ · jk(r) (3.19a)

= −
µ

k

∫
d3r d3r′ 2 Im

[
ψ∗k(r)V(r′, r)ψk(r′)

]
(3.19b)

= +
1

4mT k

∫
d3p

(2π)3

d3p′

(2π)3 2 Im
[
ψ̃∗k(p)K 2PI(p′, p) ψ̃k(p′)

]
(3.19c)

= −
i

4mT k

∫
d3p

(2π)3

d3p′

(2π)3 ψ̃
∗
k(p)

[
K 2PI(p′, p) − K 2PI∗(p, p′)

]
ψ̃k(p′), (3.19d)

where (3.19a) arises from Gauss’ divergence theorem, (3.19b) expresses the continuity equation
obtained using the Schrödinger Eq. (3.1), and (3.19c) is found by Fourier transforming according
to Eqs. (3.2) and (3.3). To reach the final form (3.19d), we expanded Im[· · · ] in terms of the
difference between the conjugate quantities, and then swapped the integration variables.

On the other hand, the inelastic amplitudes can be expressed as the convolution of the in-
elastic vertex, i.e. the part of the amplitude that involves the inelastic interaction only, with the
wavefunction of the incoming state (see e.g. [22] for derivation via LSZ reduction),

Minel, j(k, τ j) =
∫

d3p
(2π)3 ψ̃k(p)Ainel, j(p, τ j), (3.20)

with the total inelastic cross section given by the standard expression

σinel(k) =
1

4mT k

∑
j

∫
dτ j |Minel, j(k, τ j)|2, (3.21)

where the phase-space element dτ j has been defined in Eq. (2.5), and we used the non-relativistic
approximation for the flux factor,

√
s→ mT . Comparing Eq. (3.19d) to Eqs. (3.20) and (3.21), we

can identify

−i
[
K 2PI(p′, p) − K 2PI ∗(p, p′)

]
=

∑
j

∫
dτ jAinel, j ∗(p, τ j)Ainel, j(p′, τ j), (3.22)

which agrees exactly with the expression (2.22a) deduced from the unitarity relation.

7Allowing for complex values of η j
A would mean that (η j

A,ℓ)
2 in Eq. (3.17) should be replaced by |η j

A,ℓ |
2. Since all of

our results depend on |η j
A,ℓ |

2, we set η j
A ∈ R and include complex phases in the ν j

ℓ(r) factors, without loss of generality.
The factors η j

A,ℓν
j
ℓ(r) are specified by Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17), and Eq. (3.4c) that relates them, up to an r-independent

phase. In Eq. (3.18), the phase (−i)ℓ is chosen to simplify subsequent expressions, in particular Eqs. (3.36) below.
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3.4 Full potential and solution of the Schrödinger equation

As already pointed out in Ref. [1] and will be discussed in more detail in the following sections,
inelastic amplitudes that do not decrease at large momenta generate separable potentials of the
type (3.17) that lead to divergences and require renormalization. In Section 4, we will see that
the renormalization of these potentials generates Hermitian potentials of the same type. This is
to be expected, as on- and off-shell inelastic interactions generate Hermitian contributions to the
2PI kernel, a fact that becomes explicit in the optical potential derived via the Feshbach projection
that we review in Section 6. To account for these terms and properly treat the divergences, we
introduce these Hermitian separable potentials explicitly, by generalizing Eq. (3.17) to complex
couplings. The full potential we consider is, therefore,

Vℓ(r′, r) = V(0)
ℓ

(r′, r) −
∑

j

(η j
ℓ
)2 ν

j
ℓ
(r′) ν j∗

ℓ
(r), (3.23)

with [V(0)
ℓ

(r′, r)]† = V(0)
ℓ

(r′, r) as in Section 3.2, and

η
j
ℓ
≡ η

j
R,ℓ + iη

j
I,ℓ, (3.24a)

η
j
R,ℓ ≡


√

(η j
H,ℓ)

2 + (η j
A,ℓ)

4 + η
j
H,ℓ

2


1/2

and η
j
I,ℓ ≡


√

(η j
H,ℓ)

2 + (η j
A,ℓ)

4 − η
j
H,ℓ

2


1/2

, (3.24b)

such that

(η j
ℓ
)2 = (η j

R,ℓ + iη
j
I,ℓ)

2 = η
j
H,ℓ + i(η

j
A,ℓ)

2, (3.24c)

with η j
H,ℓ, η

j
A,ℓ ∈ R, where η j

H,ℓ parametrizes the strength of the Hermitian separable potential. The
chosen parametrization permits ηH,ℓ , 0 even when ηA,ℓ = 0, and accommodates either ηH,ℓ sign.

Considering this potential, the radial Schrödinger equation (3.7) for scattering states becomes

(Sℓ − Ek) uk,ℓ(r) = +
∑

j

{
(η j
ℓ
)2 r ν j∗

ℓ
(r)

∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′ ν j

ℓ
(r′) uk,ℓ(r′)

}
. (3.25)

To solve it, we proceed as in Ref. [1]. We first define

M̂ j
ℓ,unreg(k) ≡

√
2µ
cℓk

∫ ∞

0
dr r Fk,ℓ(r)ν j

ℓ
(r), (3.26a)

M̂ j
ℓ,reg(k) ≡

√
2µ
cℓk

∫ ∞

0
dr r uk,ℓ(r)ν j

ℓ
(r), (3.26b)

where the pre-factor of the integrals is introduced for later convenience. With this, we can write
an implicit solution of Eq. (3.25) as follows

uk,ℓ(r) = Fk,ℓ(r) +
∑

j

[
(η j
ℓ
)2

∫ ∞

0
dr′r′Gk,ℓ(r, r′)ν

j∗
ℓ

(r′)
]√

cℓk
2µ

M̂ j
ℓ,reg(k), (3.27)

Defining the regularization matrixNℓ(k),

[Nℓ(k)]i j ≡ δi j − ηi
ℓη

j
ℓ

∫ ∞

0
dr r

∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′

[
νi
ℓ(r) Gk,ℓ(r, r′) ν

j∗
ℓ

(r′)
]
, (3.28)
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Eq. (3.27) implies ∑
j

[Nℓ(k)]i jη
j
ℓ
M̂ j
ℓ,reg(k) = ηi

ℓM̂
i
ℓ,unreg(k), (3.29)

Inverting Eq. (3.29), we obtain the solution to Eq. (3.25),

uk,ℓ(r) = Fk,ℓ(r)

+
∑
i, j

ηi
ℓη

j
ℓ

(∫ ∞

0
dr′′ r′′Gk,ℓ(r, r′′)νi∗

ℓ (r′′)
) [
N
−1
ℓ (k)

]i j
(∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′ Fk,ℓ(r′)ν

j
ℓ
(r′)

)
. (3.30)

Equation (3.30) generalizes the solution of Ref. [1], to include both Hermitian and anti-Hermitian
separable potentials, as given by Eq. (3.23).

Note that the sum of separable potentials appearing in Eq. (3.23), is an operator of rank lower
or equal to the number of inelastic channels (assuming ν j

ℓ
(r) ∈ L2). By Weyl’s theorem on the

essential spectrum [24], a finite-rank perturbation of an operator leaves its essential spectrum
unchanged. In particular, the continuous spectrum of Sℓ is preserved. Consequently, the energies
of the scattering eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian span the same continuum as those of Sℓ, while
the eigenfunctions are modified according to Eq. (3.30).

3.5 Regulated phase shift and inelastic amplitudes

For convenience in the following, we opt for matrix notation, wherever possible. The inelastic
amplitudes, in the various versions that will be defined below, will constitute vectors in the space
spanned by inelastic channels. We also define the diagonal matrices ηℓ and ηA,ℓ, with elements

η
i j
ℓ
≡ ηi

ℓδ
i j, η

i j
A,ℓ ≡ η

i
A,ℓδ

i j, η
i j
H,ℓ ≡ η

i
H,ℓδ

i j. (3.31)

It follows from Eqs. (3.24) that

η†A,ℓ = ηA,ℓ, η†H,ℓ = ηH,ℓ, η2
ℓ = ηH,ℓ + iη

2
A,ℓ. (3.32)

Phase shift

To compute the regulated elastic cross section, arising from the full potential (3.23), we need the
phase shift for the solution of Eq. (3.30), found by expanding in the r → ∞ limit. Considering the
asymptotic behaviors for Fk,ℓ(r) and Gk,ℓ(r, r′), provided in Section 5 (cf. Eqs. (5.24) and (5.44)),
we obtain

uk,ℓ(r)
r→∞
−→ +

√
cℓ

2i

(
eikre2i∆ℓ(k) − e−i(kr−ℓπ)

)
, (3.33)

with

∆ℓ ≡ θℓ + δℓ, (3.34)

where θℓ is the phase shift of Fk,ℓ, and

e2iδℓ(k) = 1 + 2i M̂†
ℓ,unreg(k)ηℓN−1

ℓ (k)ηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg(k). (3.35)

Note that δℓ is in general complex.
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Inelastic amplitudes

We define the unregulated and regulated inelastic amplitudes as

M
inel, j
ℓ,unreg(k) ≡

1
2π2

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 ψ̃(0)

k,ℓ(p)Ainel, j
ℓ

(p, k j) =
η

j
A,ℓ

k

√
c jm2

Tµ

2k j

∫ ∞

0
dr r Fk,ℓ(r)ν j

ℓ
(r),

(3.36a)

M
inel, j
ℓ,reg (k) ≡

1
2π2

∫ ∞

0
dp p2 ψ̃k,ℓ(p)Ainel, j

ℓ
(p, k j) =

η
j
A,ℓ

k

√
c jm2

Tµ

2k j

∫ ∞

0
dr r uk,ℓ(r)ν j

ℓ
(r), (3.36b)

where the former neglects the separable potentials and the latter includes them. Both include
the potential of Section 3.2. The rescaled versions of Eqs. (3.36) can be obtained according to
Eq. (2.10),

Minel, j
ℓ,(un)reg(k) ≡

√
4kk j

cℓc jm2
T

M
inel, j
ℓ,(un)reg(k). (3.37)

Moreover,

Minel
ℓ,(un)reg(k) = ηA,ℓ M̂ℓ,(un)reg(k), (3.38a)

Minel
ℓ,(un)reg(k) = ηA,ℓ M̂ℓ,(un)reg(k), (3.38b)

where we used matrix notation and omitted the channel indices. Equation (3.38a) constitutes
the definition of M̂ j

ℓ,(un)reg(k), while Eq. (3.38b) arises from Eqs. (3.26), (3.36) and (3.37). The

regulated and unregulated amplitudes, in all four versions introduced above (Minel
ℓ

, M̂ℓ, Minel
ℓ

and M̂ℓ) , are related by the regularization matrix defined in Eq. (3.28), using Eq. (3.29) and its
inversion, expressed in matrix form as follows

M̂ℓ,unreg(k) = η−1
ℓ Nℓ(k)ηℓ M̂ℓ,reg(k), (3.39a)

M̂ℓ,reg(k) = η−1
ℓ [Nℓ(k)]−1 ηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg(k). (3.39b)

TheNℓ matrix and its inverse

To compute the regulated inelastic and elastic cross sections from Eqs. (3.35) and (3.39), we first
examine regularization matrix, Nℓ, defined in Eq. (3.28). Using the position-space expression for
the Green’s function, Eq. (3.15a) and the unregulated inelastic amplitudes (3.26), we find

Nℓ(k) = 1 − iηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg(k) M̂†
ℓ,unreg(k)ηℓ + ηℓWℓ(k)ηℓ, (3.40)

where the matrixWℓ(k) is defined as (cf. Eq. (5.22a))

[Wℓ(k)]i j ≡
2µ
cℓk

∫ ∞

0
dr r

∫ ∞

0
dr′ r′F ∗k,ℓ(r<)Gk,ℓ(r>)νi

ℓ(r)ν j∗
ℓ

(r′). (3.41)

Considering that Fk,ℓ and Gk,ℓ are real up to the same r-independent phase (cf. Eq. (5.27c)), it is
easy to show thatWℓ(k) is Hermitian,

W
†

ℓ
(k) =Wℓ(k). (3.42)

17



We emphasize that the Hermiticity of Wℓ does not presuppose TRI. The inverse of Eq. (3.40) is
obtained from the Sherman–Morrison formula [25],

N
−1
ℓ = (1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 + i

(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1ηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg M̂†
ℓ,unreg ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1

1 − i M̂†
ℓ,unreg ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓ M̂

ℓ,unreg

. (3.43)

As we shall discuss in Section 3.7, the W matrix encodes the non-analytic and non-convergent
behavior of the inelastic amplitudes in the complex momentum plane. Equation (3.43) generalizes
the simpler expression found in Ref. [1] in the limitW → 0 and η j

H,ℓ → 0.

Phase shift and inelastic amplitudes, revisited

The form (3.43) of N−1
ℓ enables us to express the regulated inelastic amplitudes and the complex

phase shift δℓ, Eqs. (3.35) and (3.39), as follows

M̂ℓ,reg = η−1
ℓ

(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg

1 − i M̂†
ℓ,unreg ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓ M̂

ℓ,unreg

,

e2iδℓ =
1 + i M̂†

ℓ,unreg ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓ M̂ℓ,unreg

1 − i M̂†
ℓ,unreg ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓ M̂

ℓ,unreg

.

(3.44a)

(3.44b)

From these results, we can derive expressions for the regulated elastic and inelastic cross sections.
To cast them into a more practical form, we define

w j
A,ℓ ≡

∣∣∣∣[ηA,ℓ η
−1
ℓ (1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1 ηℓM̂ℓ,unreg

] j∣∣∣∣2 , (3.45a)

wℓ ≡ −
i

2
M̂†
ℓ,unreg

[
ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1ηℓ − h.c.

]
M̂ℓ,unreg, (3.45b)

w̃ℓ ≡ +
1
2

M̂†
ℓ,unreg

[
ηℓ(1 + ηℓWℓ ηℓ)−1ηℓ + h.c.

]
M̂ℓ,unreg, (3.45c)

where by construction w j
A,ℓ,wℓ, w̃ℓ ∈ R. Moreover,

∑
j w j

A,ℓ = wℓ (we provide the proof in Sec-
tion A.1). With these definitions, Eqs. (3.44) yield

∣∣∣∣Minel, j
ℓ,reg

∣∣∣∣2 = w j
A,ℓ

(1 + wℓ)2 + w̃2
ℓ

, (3.46a)

e2iδℓ =
1 − (wℓ − iw̃ℓ)
1 + (wℓ − iw̃ℓ)

=
1 − w2

ℓ − w̃2
ℓ + i2w̃ℓ

(1 + wℓ)2 + w̃2
ℓ

. (3.46b)

3.6 Regulated cross sections

For convenience, we first define the cross sections normalized to the unitarity limit,

xℓ,(un)reg ≡ σ
elas
ℓ,(un)reg/σ

U
ℓ , (3.47a)

y j
ℓ,(un)reg ≡ σ

inel, j
ℓ,(un)reg/σ

U
ℓ , (3.47b)

yℓ,(un)reg ≡
∑

j

y j
ℓ,(un)reg, (3.47c)

18



Equation (3.46a) gives y j
ℓ,reg. To obtain xℓ,reg from Eq. (3.46b), we consider the relations [1, 26]8

xℓ,reg + yℓ,reg =
1
2

[
1 − Re

(
ei2∆ℓ

)]
, yℓ,reg =

1
4

(
1 − e−4Im∆ℓ

)
, (3.48a)

xℓ,unreg =
1
2

[
1 − Re

(
ei2θℓ

)]
. (3.48b)

Recalling that ∆ℓ = θℓ + δℓ, we find

xℓ,reg =
1
2

[
1 − Re

(
ei2θℓ

)
Re

(
ei2δℓ

)
+ Im

(
ei2θℓ

)
Im

(
ei2δℓ

)]
− yℓ,reg. (3.49)

The θℓ-dependent factors are related to the unregulated elastic cross section as follows

Re
(
ei2θℓ

)
= cos(2θℓ) = 1 − 2xℓ,unreg, (3.50a)

Im
(
ei2θℓ

)
= sin(2θℓ) = ±

√
1 − cos2(2θℓ) = ±2

√
xℓ,unreg(1 − xℓ,unreg), (3.50b)

where the sign in (3.50b) is fixed by sgn(Re Melas
ℓ,unreg), and cannot be inferred fromσelas

ℓ,unreg(k) alone.
Collecting the above, we arrive at

xℓ,reg =
xℓ,unreg + (1 − xℓ,unreg)(w2

ℓ + w̃2
ℓ ) ± 2w̃ℓ

√
xℓ,unreg(1 − xℓ,unreg)

(1 + wℓ)2 + w̃2
ℓ

,

y j
ℓ,reg =

w j
A,ℓ

(1 + wℓ)2 + w̃2
ℓ

,

yℓ,reg =
wℓ

(1 + wℓ)2 + w̃2
ℓ

.

(3.51a)

(3.51b)

(3.51c)

Equations (3.51) encapsulate the result of the unitarization procedure. We recall that the parame-
ters wA,ℓ,wℓ, w̃ℓ are defined in Eqs. (3.45), and note for completeness that y j

ℓ,unreg = |[ηA,ℓM̂ℓ,unreg] j|2

and yℓ,unreg = M̂†
ℓ,unregη

2
A,ℓM̂ℓ,unreg.

Illustrative limits

Single channel. Considering both dispersive and absorptive couplings, η2
ℓ = ηH,ℓ + iη

2
A,ℓ, we find

wA,ℓ = wℓ = yℓ,unreg[(1 + η2
H,ℓWℓ)

2 + η4
A,ℓW

2
ℓ ]−1 and w̃ℓ = wℓ [(η2

H,ℓ + η
4
A,ℓ)Wℓ + ηH,ℓ]/η

2
A,ℓ.

Fully elastic interactions. For ηA,ℓ → 0, the inelastic cross sections vanish, wA,ℓ = wℓ = 0 and
y j
ℓ,reg = yℓ,reg = 0. The parameter w̃ℓ, found from Eq. (3.45c) with η2

ℓ = ηH,ℓ ∈ R, encodes
the effect of the Hermitian separable potential. Equation (3.51a), reducing to

xℓ,reg =

(√xℓ,unreg ± w̃ℓ

√
1 − xℓ,unreg

)2

1 + w̃2
ℓ

, (3.52)

gives the elastic cross section analytically, with the effect of any long-range (or non-separable)
potential integrated in xℓ,unreg. ForV(0)(r′, r)→ 0, xℓ,unreg → 0. This limit applies to a pure
ϕ4 theory, where the self-energy kernel arises from the elastic four-point vertex, yielding an
exactly contact interaction,V(r′, r) ∝ δ3(r)δ3(r′), which is both central and separable.

8The unregulated cross sections violate unitarity, this is why Eq. (3.48a) with ∆ℓ → θℓ ∈ R implies σinel
ℓ,unreg → 0 even

when Minel
ℓ,unreg is non-zero.
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Convergent and analytic separable potentials. ForWℓ → 0, Eqs. (3.45) yield

w j
A,ℓ = y j

ℓ,unreg, wℓ = yℓ,unreg, w̃ℓ = M̂†
ℓ,unregηH,ℓM̂ℓ,unreg. (3.53)

The regularized cross sections obtained from Eqs. (3.51) using (3.53) generalize the results
of Ref. [1] to provide analytic treatment of Hermitian separable potentials. Considering
further the fully absorptive case, ηH,ℓ → 0, sets w̃ℓ → 0, leading to [1]

xℓ,reg =
xℓ,unreg + (1 − xℓ,unreg)y2

ℓ,unreg

(1 + yℓ,unreg)2 , y j
ℓ,reg =

y j
ℓ,unreg

(1 + yℓ,unreg)2 . (3.54)

3.7 Impact of analytic structure of inelastic amplitudes on unitarization

To shed light on the origin and content of theWℓ matrix contributing toNℓ, as per Eq. (3.40), we
now examine Nℓ, defined in Eq. (3.28), using the spectral decomposition of the Green’s function
(3.15b), rather than its integrated form (3.15a) that led to Eq. (3.40). Considering the contribution
to the Green’s function (3.15b) from the scattering states,

[Nℓ(k)]i j ⊃ −
1
π
ηi
ℓη

j
ℓ

√
4ki

cicℓ m2
T

√
4k j

c jcℓ m2
T

∫ ∞

−∞

dq q2
M̂i

ℓ,unreg(q)M̂ j⋆
ℓ,unreg(q)

q2 − k2 − iϵ
, (3.55)

where for q ∈ R we define

M̂
j⋆
ℓ,unreg(q) ≡ Re

[
M̂

j
ℓ,unreg(q)

]
− i Im

[
M̂

j
ℓ,unreg(q)

]
. (3.56)

We make the distinction between M̂ j⋆
ℓ,unreg(q) and M̂ j∗

ℓ,unreg(q) to ensure that, when the above inte-
gral is extended to the complex plane, the momentum q is not subject to complex conjugation and
the integrand is a meromorphic function of q. For q ∈ R, M̂ j⋆

ℓ,unreg(q) = M̂ j∗
ℓ,unreg(q).

Re(q)

Im(q)

CΛ

0
×
+k

×
−k

×q1

×q2

×q3

×q4

Figure 1: Example sketch of a contour (red line) required to compute the integral in Eq. (3.55).
The scaling of the unregulated inelastic amplitudes at |q| → ∞, and their singularities on the upper
complex q plane (poles or branch cuts) determine theWℓ matrix and affect regularization.

Doing so, the integral in Eq. (3.55) can be evaluated by applying the Cauchy residue theorem.
Assuming, as an example, that the integrand has only poles in the upper plane, as illustrated in
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Fig. 1, this yields the following contributions9

[Nℓ(k)]i j ⊃ − iηi
ℓη

j
ℓ
M̂i
ℓ,unreg(k)M̂ j∗

ℓ,unreg(k) (3.57a)

− 2iηi
ℓη

j
ℓ

∑
qρ,k

Res

 qρ
q2
ρ − k2

M̂i
ℓ,unreg(qρ)M̂ j⋆

ℓ,unreg(qρ)

 (3.57b)

+
1
π
ηi
ℓη

j
ℓ

√
4ki

cicℓ m2
T

√
4k j

c jcℓ m2
T

lim
Λ→∞

∫
CΛ

dq q2
M̂i

ℓ,unreg(q)M̂ j⋆
ℓ,unreg(q)

q2 − k2 . (3.57c)

Several points are in order:

• The term (3.57a) arises from the pole of the integrand of Eq. (3.55) at q = +k. In it, we
recognize the contribution to the Nℓ matrix from the regular wavefunctions, identified in
Eq. (3.40).

• The terms (3.57b) arise from poles of the inelastic amplitudes at q = qρ , ±k.

If the Hermitian potential accommodates bound states with binding energies Enℓ = −κ
2
nℓ/2µ,

then the scattering-state wavefunctionsFq,ℓ(r), and by consequence the unregulated inelastic
amplitudes, exhibit poles at q = ±iκnℓ. The contributions of these poles to (3.57b) cancel
exactly with the contribution to the spectral decomposition of the Green’s function from the
bound-state wavefunctions, shown in Eq. (3.15b). We prove this point in Section 5.

• The term (3.57c) arises from the arc CΛ at infinity. This is nonzero ifMinel, j
ℓ,unreg(|q| → ∞) ∝ qγ

with γ ⩾ 0. Should this be the case, renormalization is required to render the regulated cross
sections finite. This will be demonstrated explicitly in Section 4.

We note that if the inelastic amplitudes exhibit branch cuts, the integration contour may
need to be deformed accordingly, and corresponding contributions will arise.

The terms (3.57b) and (3.57c) represent the two types of contributions to Wℓ. The Wℓ matrix,
which depends on the irregular solution of the Hermitian potential at large distances, according to
its definition (3.41), encodes the non-analytic structure and the large-|q| behavior of the unregu-
lated inelastic amplitudes.

Two important implications of the Wℓ matrix are worth highlighting. First, the non-diagonal
elements of Wℓ imply that an inelastic amplitude may be generated via loops that contain other
inelastic channels, even if it vanishes at tree level. Second, in the fully absorptive case (η2

ℓ →

iη2
A,ℓ) and for a single channel, the leading fractional corrections in the regulated cross sections of

Eqs. (3.51), with respect to theW → 0 limit of Eq. (3.54) are of order

±
2yℓ,unreg

√
xℓ,unreg(1 − xℓ,unreg)

xℓ,unreg + (1 − xℓ,unreg)y2
ℓ,unreg

η2
A,ℓWℓ +

yℓ,unreg

(1 + yℓ,unreg)2

2xℓ,unreg + yℓ,unreg(2xℓ,unreg − 1)

xℓ,unreg + (1 − xℓ,unreg)y2
ℓ,unreg

η4
A,ℓW

2
ℓ ,

(3.58a)

−
η4

A,ℓW
2
ℓ

(1 + yℓ,unreg)2 , (3.58b)

for the elastic and inelastic cases, respectively. This helps assess the importance of the corrections.

In summary, Wℓ collects contributions from non-analytic and high-momentum behavior of
the inelastic amplitudes, and mixes different inelastic channels at loop level.

9We retain M̂ j
ℓ,unreg inside the integrals, rather than using the more convenient rescaled versions, M̂ j

ℓ,unreg that absorb
the prefactors, because the rescaling by

√
q that defines M̂ j

ℓ,unreg generally disrupts the analytic properties of M̂ j
ℓ,unreg.
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4 Renormalization

Inelastic interactions can give rise to contact optical potentials that produce divergent contribu-
tions to the unitarization prescription, as discussed in Section 3.7. We now discuss how these
divergences can be renormalized within our unitarization scheme.

4.1 Setup

For simplicity, we consider a single inelastic channel. If the Hermitian potentialV(0)(r′, r) is well
behaved at r → 0, satisfying the convergence condition (5.2), then the inelastic amplitude at large
momenta is insensitive toV(0) and is determined by the irreducible inelastic amplitudeAinel

ℓ
. We

shall assume that at large |q|,

Minel
ℓ (q)

|q|→∞
≃ Ainel

ℓ (q) = ηA (q/µ)γ, (4.1)

where ηA ∈ R is a dimensionless constant, and γ ∈ Z⩾0.10 We do not specify γ further, but note
that for standard contact annihilations of non-relativistic particles into relativistic final states, the
perturbative inelastic vertex carries the scaling (4.1) with γ = ℓ. Extrapolated into the UV for
the purpose of evaluating WΛ, such growth generates divergences, which will be computed and
renormalized below.

At finite momenta,Minel
ℓ

(q) is affected by the potentialV(0), we thus set

Minel
ℓ (q) = ηA h(q) (q/µ)γ with lim

q→∞
|h(q)| = 1. (4.2)

We leave the detailed form of h(q) unspecified, requiring only, for simplicity, that it has no sin-
gularities, except perhaps for poles emanating from bound-state solutions of V(0), which do not
contribute to the regularization matrix,Nℓ, due to the cancellation described in Section 3.7. As in
Eq. (3.23), we allow for a Hermitian and anti-Hermitian coupling,

η2 = ηH + iη
2
A, ηH , ηA ∈ R, (4.3)

for the separable potential. This will be a minimal setup to exhibit the renormalization procedure.
In this setup,

M̂ℓ,unreg(q) = h(q)
(

q
µ

)γ
and M̂ℓ,unreg(q) =

√
4µk f

cℓc f m2
T

h(q)
(

q
µ

)γ+1/2

, (4.4)

where, as previously, cℓ and c f are the initial-state and final-state symmetry factors, and k f is the
final-state CM momentum, with k f ≃ mT/2 for fully relativistic species. The matricesNℓ andWℓ

reduce to a complex and a real number, respectively, with (cf. Eq. (3.40))

Nℓ(k) = 1 − iη2|M̂ℓ,unreg(k)|2 + η2WΛ(k), (4.5)

where WΛ(k) arises from the integration along the CΛ arc, as described in Section 3.7, and we
compute it shortly. The parameters defined in Eqs. (3.45) are

wℓ(k) = wA,ℓ(k) =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k)|2
(

k
µ

)1+2γ η2
A

1 + 2ηHWΛ + (η2
H + η

4
A)W2

Λ

, (4.6a)

w̃ℓ(k) =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k)|2
(

k
µ

)1+2γ (η2
H + η

4
A)WΛ + ηH

1 + 2ηHWΛ + (η2
H + η

4
A)W2

Λ

, (4.6b)

10To simplify the notation, we drop the index ℓ in most couplings and functions we introduce in this section, as there
is no risk of confusion.
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where we also note that

yℓ,unreg(k) = η2
A|M̂ℓ,unreg(k)|2 =

2µ
cℓc f mT

η2
A |h(k)|2

(
k
µ

)1+2γ

. (4.7)

With Eqs. (4.6), the regularized elastic and inelastic cross sections can be deduced using Eqs. (3.51).

4.2 Divergence

The arc contribution to theWℓ matrix is (cf. Eqs. (3.40) and (3.57c))

WΛ(k) =
2

πc fcℓ mT

∫
CΛ

dq q2
M̂ℓ,unreg(q)M̂⋆

ℓ,unreg(q)

q2 − k2 =
2

πc fcℓ

1
mTµ2γ

∫
CΛ

dq
q2+2γ

q2 − k2 , (4.8)

where we used the large-|q| behavior (4.1). We parameterize the upper semicircle as q = Λeiϕ,
ϕ ∈ [0, π], so that dq = iΛeiϕ dϕ, and expand with respect to k/Λ, to obtain∫

CΛ
dq

q2+2γ

q2 − k2 = iΛ
1+2γ

∞∑
n=0

(
k2

Λ2

)n ∫ π

0
dϕ ei(1+2γ−2n)ϕ = Λ1+2γ

∞∑
n=0

(
k2

Λ2

)n ei(1+2γ−2n)π − 1
1 + 2γ − 2n

. (4.9)

Only the terms with non-negative powers of Λ survive in the limit Λ → ∞, which, for γ ∈ Z⩾0,
implies n ⩽ γ. Hence, the divergent contribution from the arc is

WΛ(k) Λ→∞= −
4

πc fcℓ

1
mTµ2γ

γ∑
n=0

Λ1+2γ−2n

1 + 2γ − 2n
k2n. (4.10)

This is a real polynomial in k2 of degree γ with coefficients dn(Λ) that diverge as powers of Λ. In
the following, we consider the cases γ = 0 and γ > 0 separately.

4.3 Renormalizable theories: γ = 0

We first focus on γ = 0, which is a case of particular physical significance. The partial-wave uni-
tarity bounds discussed in Section 2 imply that a UV-complete theory cannot sustain an amplitude
that grows at large |q|, thereby imposing γ ⩽ 0. Hence, γ = 0 is the only asymptotic scaling of a
contact interaction compatible with unitarity.

As seen in Eq. (4.10), γ = 0 makes WΛ momentum-independent,

WΛ(k) = −
4

πc fcℓ

Λ

mT

, (4.11)

so renormalization requires only a finite set of parameters. In particular, all UV sensitivity will be
absorbed into ηH and ηA. This is in contrast to the γ > 0 case, that will be discussed in Section 4.4.
The scaling γ = 0 corresponds therefore to the unique fully renormalizable contact interaction.

Before proceeding, we note that for ℓ = 0 and a momentum-independent Ainel
ℓ

, as hypothe-
sized here, using the distributional limit

∫ ∞
0 dp p2 j0(pr) = (π/2)δ(r)/r2, Eq. (3.18), yields νℓ=0(r) ∝

δ(r)/r2 ∝ δ3(r). This is the case considered in the unitarization analysis of Ref. [2]. The δ-function
potential,V(r, r′) ∝ δ3(r− r′)δ3(r′), is the unique example of a both local and separable potential.
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Renormalization conditions

At a reference momentum k = k⋄, the renormalization scale, we set

w⋄ ≡ wℓ(k⋄) =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k⋄)|2
(
k⋄
µ

)
η2

A

1 + 2ηHWΛ + (η2
H + η

4
A)W2

Λ

, (4.12a)

w̃⋄ ≡ w̃ℓ(k⋄) =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k⋄)|2
(
k⋄
µ

)
(η2

H + η
4
A)WΛ + ηH

1 + 2ηHWΛ + (η2
H + η

4
A)W2

Λ

. (4.12b)

where WΛ is given by Eq. (4.11), and the bare couplings ηH and ηA depend on the cutoff, Λ, such
that w⋄ and w̃⋄ do not. It is evident from Eqs. (4.12) that, had we assumed only the absorptive
coupling, setting ηH → 0, w⋄ and w̃⋄ could not be kept finite and non-zero for any choice of
ηA = ηA(Λ). Indeed, the only scaling that can retain finite w⋄ and w̃⋄ is

ηH = −
1

WΛ
− b

w̃⋄
w2
⋄ + w̃2

⋄

1
W2
Λ

+ O(W−3
Λ ), η2

A = b
w⋄

w2
⋄ + w̃2

⋄

1
W2
Λ

+ O(W−3
Λ ) (4.13)

with b = 2k⋄|h(k⋄)|2/(cℓc f mT ). In terms of W−1
Λ

expansion, |ηH | ∼ O(ηA). The above attests
to the fact that on-shell inelastic contact interactions generate both absorptive and conservative
potentials, a notion that becomes explicit in the Feshbach formalism for the optical potential,
which we review in Section 6. On the other hand, in Eqs. (4.12) and (4.13), it is possible to set
ηA → 0, or equivalently w⋄ → 0, while keeping ηH , 0 and w̃⋄ , 0. Physically, this situation
can arise from inelastic vertices where the interaction products are kinematically forbidden from
going on-shell.

Renormalized cross sections

From Eqs. (4.6) and Eq. (4.12), it follows that

wℓ(k) = w⋄
k
k⋄

|h(k)|2

|h(k⋄)|2
and w̃ℓ(k) = w̃⋄

k
k⋄

|h(k)|2

|h(k⋄)|2
. (4.14)

With this, the regularized and renormalized cross sections can be found from Eq. (3.51). The
resulting relations, evaluated at k = k⋄,

x⋄ =
x⋄,unreg + (1 − x⋄,unreg)(w2

⋄ + w̃2
⋄) ± 2w̃⋄

√
x⋄,unreg(1 − x⋄,unreg)

(1 + w⋄)2 + w̃2
⋄

, (4.15a)

y⋄ =
w⋄

(1 + w⋄)2 + w̃2
⋄

, (4.15b)

with

x⋄ ≡ xℓ,reg(k⋄), y⋄ ≡ yℓ,reg(k⋄), (4.16a)

x⋄,unreg ≡ xℓ,unreg(k⋄), y⋄,unreg ≡ yℓ,unreg(k⋄), (4.16b)

can be inverted to express the renormalization parameters w⋄ and w̃⋄ in terms of the elastic and
inelastic cross sections at k = k⋄.

Running

The regularized and renormalized cross sections must not depend on the renormalization scale, k⋄,
which results in the running of w⋄ and w̃⋄. We find this by requiring

dwℓ(k)
dk⋄

=
dw̃ℓ(k)

dk⋄
= 0, ∀k ⩾ 0, (4.17)
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which yield the renormalization group equations for w⋄ and w̃⋄,

1
w⋄

dw⋄(k⋄)
dk⋄

=
1

w̃⋄

dw̃⋄(k⋄)
dk⋄

=
1

k⋄|h(k⋄)|2
d
(
k⋄|h(k⋄)|2

)
dk⋄

. (4.18)

The running of w⋄ and w̃⋄ can be attributed to running of the couplings ηH and ηA. Defining the
renormalized couplings ηA,⋄ and ηH,⋄, such that

w⋄ =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k⋄)|2
(
k⋄
µ

)
η2

A,⋄, (4.19a)

w̃⋄ =
2µ

cℓc f mT

|h(k⋄)|2
(
k⋄
µ

)
ηH,⋄, (4.19b)

we find the trivial renormalization group equations,

d η2
A,⋄

dk⋄
=

d ηH,⋄

dk⋄
= 0. (4.20)

Renormalized cross sections, revisited

Considering Eq. (4.7), we identify the renormalized unregulated cross section as

yren
ℓ,unreg(k) =

2µ
cℓc f mT

η2
A,⋄ |h(k)|2

(
k
µ

)
= wℓ(k). (4.21)

Moreover, considering Eqs. (4.14), (4.19) and (4.21),

w̃ℓ(k) =
w̃⋄
w⋄

wℓ(k) =
ηH,⋄

η2
A,⋄

yren
ℓ,unreg(k). (4.22)

Setting β⋄ ≡ ηH,⋄/η
2
A,⋄, we arrive via Eq. (3.51) to

xren
ℓ,reg =

xℓ,unreg + (1 − xℓ,unreg) (yren
ℓ,unreg)2 (1 + β2

⋄) ± 2β⋄ yren
ℓ,unreg

√
xℓ,unreg(1 − xℓ,unreg)

(1 + yren
ℓ,unreg)2 + β2

⋄ (yren
ℓ,unreg)2

,

yren
ℓ,reg =

yren
ℓ,unreg

(1 + yren
ℓ,unreg)2 + β2

⋄ (yren
ℓ,unreg)2

.

(4.23a)

(4.23b)

The dispersive coupling ηH,⋄ comes from the principal-value part of the same short-distance in-
elastic physics that generates η2

A,⋄, as seen explicitly in the optical-potential picture (cf. Section 6).
It can be fixed by matching to an observable, either the elastic or inelastic cross section at a chosen
scale, thus determined from experimental input. In a multichannel system, determining the full set
of dispersive couplings requires either measurements of the corresponding inelastic cross sections,
or, equivalently, elastic cross section measurements at multiple momenta.

We close this analysis by noting that the result (4.23) is of the same form as that obtained from
the general solution (3.51) by setting Wℓ → 0 (cf. Eq. (3.53)), with the bare couplings replaced
by their renormalized versions.
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4.4 Effective theories: γ > 0

Next, we consider γ > 0. Equation Eq. (4.10) shows that the arc term WΛ(k) acquires cutoff
divergences multiplying successive powers of k2, forming in particular a polynomial of degree γ.
Canceling these divergences requires contact counterterms with up to 2γ derivatives, and hence a
growing set of renormalization conditions as γ increases. This UV growth also violates partial-
wave unitarity at large momentum. In this framework, the loss of unitarity tracks the loss of
renormalizability: a contact interaction with γ > 0 cannot represent the true UV behavior and
must be replaced above some scale by dynamics that softens the high-momentum growth. When
such scaling appears in UV-complete theories, it is an artifact of the approximations employed.

Renormalization conditions at several momenta

To renormalize the polynomial UV sensitivity in WΛ(k), we may impose a set of conditions on
both wℓ and w̃ℓ at several reference momenta k = kn, with n ∈ [0, γ], in direct analogy with match-
ing successive terms of the effective-range expansion in contact effective field theories [27, 28].
Concretely, we fix w⋄,n ≡ wℓ(kn) and w̃⋄,n ≡ w̃ℓ(kn), which provides 2(1+γ) renormalization condi-
tions. The resulting renormalized parameters depend on the chosen set {kn}, and the corresponding
renormalization-group flow can be viewed as a multi-parameter (or multi-scale) generalization of
the γ = 0 running.

Low-momentum truncation

If one truncates WΛ(k) to leading order in k2, i.e., keeps only the n = 0 term in Eq. (4.10), then
WΛ becomes effectively momentum-independent. In such an approximation, the renormalization
reduces to the γ = 0 analysis, with only two parameters required to absorb the UV sensitivity. This
corresponds to treating the interaction as an effective field theory valid below the scale where the
higher-k2 divergences become relevant.
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5 Analytic properties of radial wave functions for real potentials

In this section we examine the analytic properties of solutions to the radial Schrödinger equation
with a Hermitian potential that we shall assume to be central, therefore also real, with the ultimate
goal of understanding the Green’s function necessary for our unitarization prescription. The fol-
lowing discussion only examines the analytic properties necessary for our analysis. For a more
detailed and complete look at the analytic properties of radial wave functions, we refer to [29–32].

5.1 Radial Schrödinger equation and solutions

We begin with the radial Schrödinger equation with a real central potential, V(r) ∈ R,[
d2

dr2 −
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

r2 + k2
]
uk,ℓ(r) = 2µV(r)uk,ℓ(r). (5.1)

with uk,ℓ(r) ≡ krψk,ℓ(r). In the following, we investigate the solutions of Eq. (5.1) for k ∈ C. Physi-
cally meaningful scattering-state solutions correspond to k ⩾ 0, while, as we shall see, bound-state
solutions may arise for discrete values of purely imaginary k.

In particular, we are interested in studying potentials which satisfy∫ ∞

0
dr r |V(r)| < ∞. (5.2)

While the Coulomb potential does not strictly meet this criterion, it shares many, if not all, of the
analytic properties we will deduce. For a potential that satisfies the condition (5.2), hence growing
more slowly than 1/r2 at r → 0, Eq. (5.1) admits two independent solutions, scaling as u(r) ∝ rℓ+1

and r−ℓ near the origin, which we now discuss.

5.1.1 Regular solution

We define the regular solution, φk,ℓ(r), that vanishes at the origin, with its normalization deter-
mined by

lim
r→0

{
(2ℓ + 1)!! r−(ℓ+1) φk,ℓ(r)

}
= 1. (5.3)

Crucially, the regular solution is real since the differential equation and the boundary conditions
are real. Furthermore, φk,ℓ is a function of k2 only, since k enters into Eq. (5.1) via k2 and the
boundary condition (5.3) is k-independent [30–32]. That is,

[φk,ℓ(r)]∗ = φk∗,ℓ(r), (5.4a)

φ−k,ℓ(r) = φk,ℓ(r). (5.4b)

5.1.2 Jost solution

We define another solution to Eq. (5.1), the Jost solution Hk,ℓ(r), that satisfies

lim
r→∞

{
e−iπℓ/2e−ikrHk,ℓ(r)

}
= 1. (5.5)

It can be shown that the Jost solution is an analytic function of k in the upper half complex
plane [31]. As such, for Im k > 0 the boundary condition (5.5) implies that

H−k,ℓ(r) = (−1)ℓ[Hk∗,ℓ(r)]∗
k∈R
−→ (−1)ℓH∗k,ℓ(r). (5.6)
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From Eq. (5.5) we can compute the Wronskian11

W
{
Hk,ℓ(r),H−k,ℓ(r)

}
= (−1)ℓ+12ik, (5.7)

which demonstrates that for k , 0 the solutions H±k,ℓ(r) are independent.

5.1.3 Jost function

The independence of Hk,ℓ(r),H−k,ℓ(r) allows us to expand the regular solution as

φk,ℓ(r) =
i

2
k−(ℓ+1)

[
fℓ(k)H−k,ℓ(r) − (−1)ℓfℓ(−k)Hk,ℓ(r)

]
, (5.8)

where we took into account that φk,ℓ(r) = φ−k,ℓ(r). The function fℓ(k) is known as the Jost
function. This function can be directly defined through the Wronskian12

fℓ(k) ≡ (−k)ℓW
{
Hk,ℓ(r), φk,ℓ(r)

}
. (5.9)

Considering Eqs. (5.4), (5.6) and (5.9) the Jost function satisfies

fℓ(−k) Im k⩾0
= [fℓ(k∗)]∗

k∈R
−→ f∗ℓ (k). (5.10)

The restriction in the first equality is due to the fact that the Jost solution, Hk,ℓ(r), is only analytic
in the upper-half plane [31]. For real momenta, we define the phase shift, θℓ(k), via

fℓ(k) = |fℓ(k)| e−iθℓ(k), k ∈ R. (5.11)

By virtue of Eq. (5.10),

θℓ(−k) = −θℓ(k), k ∈ R, (5.12)

up to integer multiples of 2π. From the above, we find the asymptotic behavior of the regular
solutions at r → ∞,

φk,ℓ(r)
r→∞
−→

i

2kℓ+1

[
fℓ(k)e−i(kr−πℓ/2) − fℓ(−k)ei(kr−πℓ/2)

]
(5.13a)

k∈R
−→
|fℓ(k)|
kℓ+1 sin[kr − ℓπ/2 + θℓ(k)]. (5.13b)

We may similarly determine the asymptotic behavior of the Jost solution, Hk,ℓ(r) at r → 0. In
this limit, we expand in the irregular and regular solutions, as follows

Hk,ℓ(r)
r→0
−→ αk,ℓr−ℓ + βk,ℓ φk,ℓ(r), (5.14)

where

αk,ℓ = lim
r→0

W
{
Hk,ℓ(r), φk,ℓ(r)

}
W

{
r−ℓ, φk,ℓ(r)

} =
(2ℓ − 1)!!fℓ(k)

(−k)ℓ
. (5.15)

Because this is non-zero, except at the zeros of the Jost function (cf. Section 5.2), we need not
consider the contribution from the regular solution, which is subdominant in the r → 0 limit.
Thus,

Hk,ℓ(r)
r→0
−→ (2ℓ − 1)!!fℓ(k) (−kr)−ℓ. (5.16)

11By Abel’s identity, the Wronskian of two solutions to Eq. (5.1) is r-independent. Thus, it is sufficient to only
examine the r → ∞ limit.

12The definition of the Jost function varies across the literature. We follow the convention of Ref. [30] where the
zeros of the Jost function lie in the upper half complex plane.
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5.1.4 Orthonormality of regular and Jost solutions

For any two solutions, uk,ℓ(r) and uk′,ℓ(r), Schrödinger’s Eq. (5.1) implies

d
dr
W

{
uk,ℓ(r), uk′,ℓ(r)

}
= (k2 − k′2) uk,ℓ(r)uk′,ℓ(r). (5.17)

From this, and taking into account the asymptotic behavior of the regular and Jost solutions at the
origin and at infinity, Eqs. (5.3), (5.5), (5.13) and (5.16), we find∫ ∞

0
dr φk,ℓ(r)φk′,ℓ(r) =

limr→∞W
{
φk,ℓ(r), φk′,ℓ(r)

}
k2 − k′2

=
i

4(kk′)ℓ+1 lim
r→∞

[
fℓ(k)fℓ(−k′) e−i(k−k′)r − fℓ(−k)fℓ(k′) e+i(k−k′)r

k − k′

+ (−1)ℓ
fℓ(−k)fℓ(−k′) e+i(k+k′)r − fℓ(k)fℓ(k′) e−i(k+k′)r

k + k′

]
, (5.18a)

∫ ∞

0
dr Hk,ℓ(r) H∗k′,ℓ(r) = (−1)ℓ

limr→∞W
{
Hk,ℓ(r),H−k′,ℓ(r)

}
k2 − k′2

= −i lim
r→∞

ei(k−k′)r

k − k′
, (5.18b)

∫ ∞

0
dr φk,ℓ(r) Hk′,ℓ(r) =

limr→∞W
{
φk,ℓ(r),Hk′,ℓ(r)

}
+ (−k′)−ℓfℓ(k′)

k2 − k′2
(5.18c)

= −
1

2kℓ+1 lim
r→∞

[
(−1)ℓ

fℓ(k)e−i(k−k′)r

k − k′
+
fℓ(−k)ei[(k+k′)r]

k + k′

]
+

fℓ(k′)
(−k′)ℓ(k2 − k′2)

.

For real momenta, k, k′ ∈ R, considering the distributional limit

lim
r→+∞

e±iqr

q
= ±iπδ(q), q ∈ R, (5.19)

and Eq. (5.10), we find∫ ∞

0
dr φk,ℓ(r)φk′,ℓ(r) =

|fℓ(k)|2

k2ℓ+2

π

2
[δ(k − k′) + δ(k + k′)], (5.20a)∫ ∞

0
dr Hk,ℓ(r) H∗k′,ℓ(r) = π δ(k − k′), (5.20b)∫ ∞

0
dr φk,ℓ(r) Hk′,ℓ(r) = −

iπ

2(−k′)ℓ+1

[
fℓ(k) δ(k − k′) + fℓ(k′) δ(k + k′)

]
+

fℓ(k′)
(−k′)ℓ(k2 − k′2)

.

(5.20c)

For momenta at which the Jost function vanishes, which, as we shall see, occurs for bound
states, Eqs. (5.18) do not suffice to determine the normalization. The normalization of bound
states is discussed in Section 5.2.
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5.1.5 Physical, incoming-wave, outgoing-wave and irregular solutions

We now define the solutions to Eq. (5.1),

Fk,ℓ(r) ≡
√
cℓ
i
ℓkℓ+1

fℓ(k)
φk,ℓ(r), (5.21a)

H
(+)
k,ℓ (r) ≡

√
cℓ (−i)ℓ+1 fℓ(−k)

fℓ(k)
Hk,ℓ(r), (5.21b)

H
(−)
k,ℓ (r) ≡

√
cℓ i

ℓ+1H−k,ℓ(r), (5.21c)

Gk,ℓ(r) ≡
1
2i

[
H

(+)
k,ℓ (r) −H (−)

k,ℓ (r)
]
. (5.21d)

Note that

H
(±)
k,ℓ = Fk,ℓ ± iGk,ℓ, (5.22a)

F−k,ℓ(r) = (−1)ℓ+1 fℓ(k)
fℓ(−k)

Fk,ℓ(r), (5.22b)

H
(+)
−k,ℓ(r) = (−1)ℓ+1 fℓ(k)

fℓ(−k)
H

(−)
k,ℓ (r), (5.22c)

G−k,ℓ(r) = (−1)ℓ
fℓ(k)
fℓ(−k)

Gk,ℓ(r). (5.22d)

Considering the asymptotic behaviors of φk,ℓ and Hk,ℓ, given by Eqs. (5.3), (5.5), (5.13) and (5.16),
the asymptotic behavior of the solutions (5.21) are the following:

Fk,ℓ(r)
r→0
−→ +

√
cℓ i

ℓ ×
1

fℓ(k)
(kr)ℓ+1

(2ℓ + 1)!!
, (5.23a)

H
(+)
k,ℓ (r)

r→0
−→ −

√
cℓ i

ℓ+1 × fℓ(−k) (2ℓ − 1)!! (kr)−ℓ, (5.23b)

H
(−)
k,ℓ (r)

r→0
−→ +

√
cℓ i

ℓ+1 × fℓ(−k) (2ℓ − 1)!! (kr)−ℓ, (5.23c)

Gk,ℓ(r)
r→0
−→ −

√
cℓ i

ℓ × fℓ(−k) (2ℓ − 1)!! (kr)−ℓ, (5.23d)

and

Fk,ℓ(r)
r→∞
−→ +

√
cℓ

2i

[
fℓ(−k)
fℓ(k)

eikr − e−i(kr−ℓπ)
]

k∈R
−→ +

√
cℓ

2i

(
eikre2iθℓ(k) − e−i(kr−ℓπ)

)
, (5.24a)

H
(+)
k,ℓ (r)

r→∞
−→ −

√
cℓ i

fℓ(−k)
fℓ(k)

eikr k∈R
−→ −

√
cℓ ie+i[kr+2θℓ(k)], (5.24b)

H
(−)
k,ℓ (r)

r→∞
−→ +

√
cℓ ie−i(kr−ℓπ), (5.24c)

Gk,ℓ(r)
r→∞
−→ −

√
cℓ

2

[
fℓ(−k)
fℓ(k)

eikr + e−i(kr−ℓπ)
]

k∈R
−→ −

√
cℓ

2

(
eikre2iθℓ(k) + e−i(kr−ℓπ)

)
. (5.24d)

Fk,ℓ is the physical scattering-state solution and belongs to the family of regular wavefunctions,
owing to its normalization (see below). Gk,ℓ is a purely irregular solution, while H+k,ℓ and H−k,ℓ
represent outgoing and incoming waves, respectively. From Eq. (5.23a), we see that the amplitude
of the Jost function is related directly to the Sommerfeld factors for annihilation, via [33]

S ℓ(k) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (2ℓ + 1)!!
√
cℓ kℓ+1(ℓ + 1)!

dℓ+1

drℓ+1 Fk,ℓ(r)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 = |fℓ(k)|−2. (5.25)
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The wavefunctions Fk,ℓ(r) and Gk,ℓ(r) are real up to the same ℓ- and k-dependent (but r-
independent) phase. In particular,

[Fk,ℓ(r)]∗ = (−1)ℓ
fℓ(k∗)
fℓ(−k∗)

Fk∗,ℓ(r), (5.26a)

[Gk,ℓ(r)]∗ = (−1)ℓ
fℓ(k∗)
fℓ(−k∗)

Gk∗,ℓ(r), (5.26b)

where we used Eqs. (5.4) and (5.6). This, in turn, implies

Fk,ℓ(r) [Fk,ℓ(r′)]∗ = [Fk,ℓ(r)]∗ Fk,ℓ(r′), (5.27a)

Gk,ℓ(r) [Gk,ℓ(r′)]∗ = [Gk,ℓ(r)]∗ Gk,ℓ(r′), (5.27b)

Fk,ℓ(r) [Gk,ℓ(r′)]∗ = [Fk,ℓ(r)]∗ Gk,ℓ(r′). (5.27c)

For real momenta, k, k′ ∈ R, the solutions (5.21) obey the following orthonormality condi-
tions, derived from Eqs. (5.20),∫ ∞

0
drFk,ℓ(r)F ∗k′,ℓ(r) = cℓ

π

2
[δ(k − k′) + δ(k + k′)], (5.28a)∫ ∞

0
drGk,ℓ(r)G∗k′,ℓ(r) = cℓ

π

2
[δ(k − k′) + δ(k + k′)], (5.28b)∫ ∞

0
drH (+)

k,ℓ (r) [H (+)
k′,ℓ(r)]∗ =

∫ ∞

0
drH (−)

k,ℓ (r) [H (−)
k′,ℓ(r)]∗ = cℓ π δ(k − k′). (5.28c)

5.1.6 Bound states

Possible bound-state solutions to Eq. (5.1) may arise at (discrete) imaginary values of the momen-
tum, k → iκnℓ, with κnℓ ∈ R, as we shall see in Section 5.2. We shall denote these solutions by
unℓ(r) → B̂nℓ(r) ≡ Bnℓ(r)/(iκnℓ). The solutions Bnℓ, must be regular at the origin and vanish at
infinity. We define them via the boundary conditions

lim
r→0

[r−ℓ−1Bnℓ(r)] = bnℓ ∈ C, and lim
r→∞
Bnℓ(r) = 0, (5.29)

such that ∫ ∞

0
drBnℓ(r)B∗n′ℓ(r) = cℓ δnn′ . (5.30)

In Eq. (5.30), we have incorporated the orthogonality condition arising from Eq. (5.17) when ap-
plied to different bound-state solutions. Similarly, from Eq. (5.17), applied to a physical scattering-
state and a bound-state solution, we obtain∫ ∞

0
drBnℓ(r)F ∗k,ℓ(r) = 0. (5.31)

5.2 Analytic properties of Jost functions

We now examine the zeros of the Jost function. We focus on solutions in the upper complex plane,

f(k0) = 0, k0 ∈ C+. (5.32)
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From Eq. (5.9) it follows that, when k = k0, the regular and Jost solutions are linearly dependent,

Hk0,ℓ(r) = c0φk0,ℓ(r). (5.33)

In view of the asymptotic behavior (5.5) of Hk,ℓ at r → ∞, the left-hand side of Eq. (5.33) vanishes
at infinity for Im k0 > 0. The boundary conditions of the regular solution further imply that the
right-hand side of Eq. (5.33) vanish at the origin. Hence, both sides of Eq. (5.33) are square
integrable. Since k2

0 is an eigenvalue of a Hermitian operator, as per Eq. (5.1), corresponding to a
square-integrable function, k2

0 must be real. This implies that k0 is purely imaginary.
We will now prove that the zeros of the Jost functions are simple zeros, i.e., that f′ℓ(k0) , 0.

Differentiating Eq. (5.9) with respect to k and evaluating the subsequent expression at k = k0,
yields

f′ℓ(k0) = c−1
0 (−k0)ℓW

{
H′k0,ℓ

(r),Hk0,ℓ(r)
}
+ c0(−k0)ℓW

{
φk0,ℓ(r), φ′k0,ℓ

(r)
}

(5.34)

where ′ ≡ d/dk. In order to evaluate the Wronskians, we consider Eq. (5.17) for {φk,ℓ, φk′,ℓ} and
for {Hk,ℓ,Hk′,ℓ} differentiate them with respect to k′ and set k = k′ = k0, to obtain

d
dr
W

{
φk0,ℓ(r), φ′k0,ℓ

(r)
}
= −2k0

[
φk0,ℓ(r)

]2, (5.35a)

d
dr
W

{
H′k0,ℓ

(r),Hk0,ℓ(r)
}
= +2k0[Hk0,ℓ(r)]2. (5.35b)

Integrating both sides, recalling that φk0,ℓ(0) = 0 and limr→∞ Hk0,ℓ(r) = 0, we find

W
{
φk0,ℓ(r), φ′k0,ℓ

(r)
}
= −2k0

∫ r

0
dr′

[
φk0,ℓ(r

′)
]2, (5.36a)

W
{
H′k0,ℓ

(r),Hk0,ℓ(r)
}
= −2k0

∫ ∞

r
dr′

[
Hk0,ℓ(r

′)
]2. (5.36b)

Combining Eqs. (5.33), (5.34) and (5.36) gives

f′ℓ(k0) = 2c0 (−k0)ℓ+1
∫ ∞

0
dr

[
φk0,ℓ(r)

]2. (5.37)

Due to the boundary condition (5.5), c0 , 0. Furthermore, since the regular solution is a function
of k2, φk0,ℓ(r) is real for purely imaginary k0. This implies that Eq. (5.37) cannot vanish. Since
f′ℓ(k0) , 0 when fℓ(k0) = 0, we conclude that the zero at k0 is always simple.

The solutions (5.33), being square-integrable with energies E = k2
0/(2µ) < 0, correspond to

bound states. Setting k0 → iκnℓ, with κnℓ > 0, and defining

|Nnℓ|
2 ≡

∫ ∞

0
dr

[
φiκnℓ,ℓ(r)

]2
=

f′ℓ(iκnℓ)

2cnℓ(−iκnℓ)ℓ+1 . (5.38)

the bound-state wavefunctions normalized according to Eq. (5.30) are simply

Bnℓ(r) ≡
√
cℓ φiκnℓ,ℓ(r)

Nnℓ
. (5.39)

Note that the complex phase of Nnℓ is arbitrary, and can render the wavefunctions Bnℓ(r) complex.

If the Jost function has no zeros, then there are no regular solutions that vanish at spatial
infinity (cf. Eq. (5.13)), that is, the potential does not support bound levels.
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5.3 The Green’s Function

5.3.1 Position space

Having developed the above machinery, we will now use the regular solution, the Jost solution and
the Jost function to construct the Green’s function corresponding to Eq. (5.1). In particular, we
want to solve

[Sℓ(r) − Ek]Gk,ℓ(r, r′) = δ(r − r′), (5.40)

where

Sℓ(r) ≡ −
1

2µ
d2

dr2 +
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

2µr2 + V(r). (5.41)

The Green’s function is a solution of Schrödinger’s equation for r , r′, continuous at r = r′ with
discontinuous derivative, as follows from Eq. (5.40),

d
dr

Gk,ℓ(r, r′)
∣∣∣∣∣r=r′+ϵ

r=r′−ϵ
= −2µ. (5.42)

We are interested in a Green’s function that is regular at r → 0 and behaves as an outgoing
(incoming) wave for k > 0 (k < 0) at r → ∞. It follows that

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) =

ak,ℓ(r′)φk,ℓ(r), r < r′,

bk,ℓ(r′)Hk,ℓ(r), r > r′.
(5.43)

Continuity at r = r′ gives ak,ℓ(r) = ck,ℓHk,ℓ(r) and bk,ℓ(r) = ck,ℓφk,ℓ(r), while the discontinuity
(5.42) implies ck,ℓ = 2µ/W

{
Hk,ℓ(r), φk,ℓ(r)

}
= 2µ(−k)ℓ/fℓ(k). Collecting the above, the Green’s

function can be concisely written as

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) =
2µ(−k)ℓ

fℓ(k)
φk,ℓ(r<)Hk,ℓ(r>)

k∈R
−→

i 2µ
cℓ k
F ∗k,ℓ(r<)H (+)

k,ℓ (r>), (5.44)

where r< = min{r, r′}, r> = max{r, r′}, and in the second step, we used the solutions defined in
Eqs. (5.21). This reproduces the Green’s function presented in (3.15a).

5.3.2 Spectral decomposition

For k ∈ R, the r dependence of the Green’s function can be expanded in terms of the eigenfunc-
tions of the Hermitian operator Sℓ that are consistent with the desired asymptotic scalings (5.43).
Considering the small r behavior, we write

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) =
∫ ∞

−∞

dq gk,ℓ(q, r′)φq,ℓ(r) +
∑

n

gk,ℓ(n, r′)Bnℓ(r), (5.45)

where we can take gk,ℓ(−q, r) = gk,ℓ(q, r), since φq,ℓ(r) is even in q (cf. Eq. (5.4b)) and we inte-
grate over a symmetric q interval. The functions gk,ℓ(q, r′) will determine the large r behavior of
Eq. (5.45). Inserting Eq. (5.45) into Eq. (5.40) gives∫ ∞

−∞

dq gk,ℓ(q, r′)[Eq − Ek]φq,ℓ(r) +
∑

n

gk,ℓ(n, r′)[Enℓ − Ek]Bnℓ(r) = δ(r − r′). (5.46)
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Acting with
∫ ∞

0 dr φq̃,ℓ(r) and
∫ ∞

0 drB∗ñℓ(r) to project on scattering and bound states, and using the
orthonormality Eqs. (5.20a), (5.30) and (5.31), valid for real momenta, yields

1
2

[gk,ℓ(q, r) + gk,ℓ(−q, r)] = gk,ℓ(q, r) =
1
π

q2ℓ+2

|fℓ(q)|2
φq,ℓ(r)
Eq − Ek

=
2µ
π

q2ℓ+2

|fℓ(q)|2
φq,ℓ(r)
q2 − k2 , (5.47a)

gk,ℓ(n, r) =
1
cℓ

B∗nℓ(r)
Enℓ − Ek

= −
2µ
cℓ

B∗nℓ(r)

κ2
nℓ + k2

. (5.47b)

Combining the above, and exchanging φq,ℓ for Fq,ℓ according to Eq. (5.21a), leads to the spectral
decomposition of the Green’s function presented in Eq. (3.15b),

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) =
2µ
cℓ
×

1
π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
Fq,ℓ(r)F ∗q,ℓ(r

′)

q2 − k2 − iϵ
−

∑
n

Bnℓ(r)B∗nℓ(r
′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

, k > 0, (5.48)

where the prescription ϵ → 0+ ensures the desired asymptotic behavior at large r given in Eq. (5.43),
for the physical range, k > 0, as we show next.

5.3.3 Equivalence of Green’s function representations

Our principal goal is to now demonstrate the equivalence of Eqs. (5.44) and (5.48). To do so, we
must evaluate the integral

I ≡
1

cℓπ

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
Fq,ℓ(r)F ∗q,ℓ(r

′)

q2 − k2 − iϵ
=

1
π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
q2ℓ+2

|fℓ(q)|2
φq,ℓ(r)φq,ℓ(r′)
q2 − k2 − iϵ

, (5.49)

where in the second equality, we used Eq. (5.21a).
We begin by assuming that r < r′ and expanding φq,ℓ(r′) in terms of Jost solutions

I =
1
π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
q2ℓ+2

|fℓ(q)|2
φq,ℓ(r)

q2 − k2 − iϵ

i

2
q−(ℓ+1)

[
fℓ(q)H−q,ℓ(r′) − (−1)ℓfℓ(−q)Hq,ℓ(r′)

]
. (5.50)

To continue, we define

I1 ≡
i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
qℓ+1

fℓ(−q)
φq,ℓ(r)H−q,ℓ(r′)

q2 − k2 − iϵ
=

[
(−1)ℓ+1 i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
qℓ+1

fℓ(q)
φq,ℓ(r)Hq,ℓ(r′)
q2 − k2 + iϵ

]∗
, (5.51a)

I2 ≡ (−1)ℓ+1 i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq
qℓ+1

fℓ(q)
·
φq,ℓ(r)Hq,ℓ(r′)
q2 − k2 − iϵ

, (5.51b)

such that I = I1 + I2. We may evaluate these integrals using Cauchy’s Residue theorem. To select
the appropriate contour, we must consider the asymptotic behavior at infinity of the Jost solutions,
given in Eq. (5.5).

We evaluate I∗1 and I2 by closing the integration contour in the upper half of the complex
q plane, since Hq,ℓ(r′) ∼ exp

[
+iqr

]
. The poles within the contour are q = −k + iϵ and q =

+k + iϵ for I∗1 and I2, respectively, in addition to those due to the simple zeros of the Jost function
(cf. Section 5.2), at q = iκnℓ. Therefore, we find

I∗1 = −
iℓ

√
cℓ 2k

F−k,ℓ(r)H−k,ℓ(r′) +
∑

n

(−iκnℓ)ℓ+1

f′
ℓ
(iκnℓ)

φ
iκnℓ,ℓ

(r)H
iκnℓ,ℓ

(r′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

, (5.52a)

I2 = +
iℓ

√
cℓ2k

F+k,ℓ(r)H+k,ℓ(r′) +
∑

n

(−iκnℓ)ℓ+1

f′
ℓ
(iκnℓ)

·
φ
iκnℓ,ℓ

(r)H
iκnℓ,ℓ

(r′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

. (5.52b)
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From this, it follows that I1 = I2, where we used the properties of the wavefunctions described
in the previous sections, including (cf. Eqs. (5.6) and (5.10)): [H

iκnℓ,ℓ
(r′)]∗ = (−1)ℓH

iκnℓ,ℓ
(r′) and

[fℓ(ix)]∗ = fℓ(ix) for x ∈ R, thus by Taylor expanding in x, [f′ℓ(iκnℓ)]∗ = −f′ℓ(iκnℓ). The above
imply that

I =
i

cℓ k
F ∗k,ℓ(r)H (+)

k,ℓ (r′) +
1
cℓ

∑
n

Bnℓ(r)B∗nℓ(r
′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

, r < r′, k ∈ R, (5.53)

where we made use of Eqs. (5.21), (5.26a), (5.33) and (5.39). Performing a similar calculation of
I for r > r′, we obtain the same result with r ↔ r′. Therefore, we conclude that

I =
i

cℓk
F ∗k,ℓ(r<)H (+)

k,ℓ (r>) +
1
cℓ

∑
n

Bnℓ(r)B∗nℓ(r
′)

κ2
nℓ + k2

. (5.54)

After inserting this result into Eq. (5.48), we recover Eq. (5.44).

5.4 The Coulomb wave functions

Next, we illustrate how the Jost function formalism manifests for a Coulomb potential,

VC(r) = −α/r. (5.55)

The superscript C here and below indicates that the solutions correspond to a Coulomb potential.
We define ζ ≡ µα/k. For α > 0 (α < 0) the potential is attractive (repulsive).

The regular and the Jost solutions are

φC
k,ℓ(r) =

2ℓΓ(ℓ + 1)
Γ(2ℓ + 2)

rℓ+1e+ikr
1F1(1 + ℓ − iζ; 2ℓ + 2;−2ikr), (5.56a)

HC
k,ℓ(r) = −ie−πζ/2(2kr)ℓ+1e+ikrU(1 + ℓ − iζ; 2ℓ + 2;−2ikr). (5.56b)

where 1F1 and U are the confluent hypergeometric functions of the first and second kind, respec-
tively (see Ref. [34]).13 From Eq. (5.9), we may find the Jost function,

fC
ℓ (k) =

ℓ! e−πζ/2

Γ(1 + ℓ − iζ)
, (5.57)

whose zeros correspond to k → iκn = iµα/n, or iζ → n, with n = 1, 2, . . . and n ⩾ ℓ + 1, if α > 0.
There are no zeros for α < 0, since a repulsive Coulomb potential does not support bound states.
As expected from Eq. (5.25), 1/|fC

ℓ
(k)|2 coincides exactly with the well-known expression for the

Coulomb Sommerfeld factor for annihilation [33].
The physical solutions are found by Eq. (5.21a),

F C
k,ℓ(r) =

√
cℓ

(2i)ℓeπζ/2

Γ(2ℓ + 2)
Γ(1 + ℓ − iζ) (kr)ℓ+1 e+ikr

1F1(1 + ℓ − iζ; 2ℓ + 2;−2ikr). (5.58)

The Coulomb phase shift is

θC
ℓ (k) ≡ − arg[fC

ℓ (k)] = arg[Γ(1 + ℓ − iζ)]. (5.59)

13Despite its appearance, φC
k,ℓ is a real function. This can be demonstrated with one of Kummer’s transformations,

i.e., Eq. (A.5)
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At r → ∞, these three solutions behave asymptotically as

F C
k,ℓ(r)→

√
cℓ i

ℓ eiθℓ(k) sin[kr + ζ ln(2kr) − ℓπ/2 + θℓ(k)], (5.60)

φC
k,ℓ(r)→

ℓ!e−πζ/2

kℓ+1 |Γ(1 + ℓ − iζ)|
sin[kr + ζ ln(2kr) − ℓπ/2 + θℓ(k)], (5.61)

HC
k,ℓ(r)→ ei[kr+ζ ln(2kr)+ℓπ/2]. (5.62)

This behavior is consistent with our definitions of each solution up to the logarithmic phase shift
which appears for the Coulomb potential.

We are interested in determining the bound-state wave functions from the regular solutions.
To do so, we must calculate the normalization factor (5.38). This requires determining the relative
constant which appears when the regular and Jost solutions are evaluated at a zero of the Jost
function. Using Eq. (A.6) one can show that

cnℓ =
HC
iκnℓ

(r)

φC
iκnℓ

(r)
= (−i)n+1 2(n + ℓ)!

ℓ!
(−iκn)ℓ+1. (5.63)

Additionally, we must use the fact that

d
dk

fC
ℓ (k)

∣∣∣∣∣
k=iκn

= in(−1)n−ℓ n (n − ℓ − 1)! ℓ! (−iκn)−1 (5.64)

It follows then that,

|Nnℓ|
2 =

f′ℓ(iκn)

2cnℓ(−iκnℓ)ℓ+1 =
n(ℓ!)2(n − ℓ − 1)!

4(n + ℓ)!
1

κ2ℓ+3
n

. (5.65)

The normalized bound-state solution is then found from Eqs. (5.39) and (5.56a)

BC
nℓ(r) =

√
cℓ

κ1/2
n

Γ(2ℓ + 2)

√
Γ(n + ℓ + 1)
n Γ(n − ℓ)

(2κnr)ℓ+1e−κnr
1F1(1 + ℓ − n; 2ℓ + 2;+2κnr)

=
√
cℓ κ

1/2
n

√
Γ(n − ℓ)

n Γ(n + ℓ + 1)
(2κnr)ℓ+1e−κnrL2ℓ+1

n−ℓ−1(2κnr). (5.66)

where we rewrote the expression in terms of associated Laguerre polynomials using Eq. (A.7).
With the aid of Eq. (A.8), it is easy to show that BC

nℓ(r) is normalized according to Eq. (5.30).
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6 Optical potential

In a Hermitian theory, the contribution of inelastic processes to the self-energy kernel can be
obtained by isolating the state of interest and integrating out all other degrees of freedom, namely
the final states of the inelastic interactions, using the Feshbach projection [35, 36]. We review the
standard derivation of the optical potential in this framework, and then extend it to express the
anti-Hermitian kernel in terms of irreducible inelastic amplitudes. To our knowledge, this explicit
representation has not previously appeared in the literature.

6.1 Feshbach projection

We consider the full Hermitian Hamiltonian of a system, Hfull = H†full, acting on a Hilbert space
H decomposed into orthogonal subspaces, with projection operators P and Q,

H = PH ⊕ QH , P + Q = 1, P2 = P, Q2 = Q, PQ = 0, (6.1)

i.e. a general state can be decomposed as

|Ψ⟩ = |ΨP⟩ + |ΨQ⟩, where |ΨP⟩ ≡ P|Ψ⟩, |ΨQ⟩ ≡ Q|Ψ⟩. (6.2)

Then, applying the two projection operators, P and Q, on the Schrödinger equation,

Hfull |Ψ⟩ = E |Ψ⟩, (6.3a)

we obtain the projected equations

PHfullP |ΨP⟩ + PHfullQ |ΨQ⟩ = E |ΨP⟩, (6.3b)

QHfullP |ΨP⟩ + QHfullQ |ΨQ⟩ = E |ΨQ⟩. (6.3c)

We may solve Eq. (6.3c) for |ΨQ⟩,

|ΨQ⟩ =
1

E − QHfullQ + iϵ
QHfullP |ΨP⟩, (6.4)

with the prescription ϵ → 0+ ensuring an outgoing spherical wave. Substituting into Eq. (6.3b),(
PHfullP + Vopt

)
|ΨP⟩ = E |ΨP⟩, (6.5)

where Vopt is the optical potential,

Vopt ≡ PHfullQ
1

E − QHfullQ + iϵ
QHfullP. (6.6)

Hermitian and anti-Hermitian contributions

As any operator, the optical potential can be decomposed into Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts,

Vopt = Vopt
H + Vopt

A , where Vopt
H ≡

1
2

(Vopt + Vopt †), Vopt
A ≡

1
2

(Vopt − Vopt †). (6.7)

Considering Eq. (6.6), and using
1

x + i0+
= P

1
x
− iπδ(x), (6.8)

where P denotes the Principal Value, we find

Vopt
H = PHfullQ P

(
1

E − QHfullQ

)
QHfullP, (6.9a)

Vopt
A = −iπ PHfullQ δ

(
E − QHfullQ

)
QHfullP. (6.9b)

Vopt
A is the absorptive part of the optical potential. It is easy to see that iVopt

A is positive semi-
definite for any state in P space, ⟨PΨ|iVopt

A |PΨ⟩ ⩾ 0.
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6.2 Absorptive potential in terms of irreducible inelastic amplitudes

Moving beyond the standard Feshbach formalism, we shall now project Vopt
A into P-space states,

and aim to express it in terms of P-state interaction amplitudes.
Let χ j be the eigenstates of QHfullQ. Considering that Q2 = Q,

(QHfullQ) χ j = E j χ j Q2=Q
⇒ (QHfullQ) (Qχ j) = E j (Qχ j). (6.10)

If the QHfullQ spectrum is non-degenerate, it follows that Qχ j = λ jχ
j (no summation over j),

i.e. χ j are eigenstates of Q as well, with λ j = 1. In the case of degeneracy, we may rotate the χ
space to diagonalize QHfullQ and Q simultaneously. The Q operator can thus be expanded as

Q =
∑

j

1
c j

∫
d3k

(2π)3 |χ
j(k)⟩NR NR⟨χ

j(k)|, (6.11)

where we assumed for simplicity that |χ j(k)⟩NR are 2-particle states, with ±k being the momenta
of the constituent particles in the CM frame; for Q eigenstates of different particle multiplicity, the
phase-space integration can be adapted accordingly. As previously, c j is the symmetry factor of
the state j. The index NR denotes the normalization of states in non-relativistic quantum mechan-
ics, NR⟨χ

i(k)|χ j(k̃)⟩NR = c j(2π)3δ3(k − k̃) δi j (without implying that |χ j(k̃)⟩NR is non-relativistic).
Inserting the above into Eq. (6.9b), and setting T ≡ QHfullP, we find

Vopt
A = −

i

2

∑
i, j

1
cic j

∫
d3k

(2π)3

d3k̃
(2π)3 T

† |χi(k)⟩NR NR⟨χ
i(k)| (2π)δ(E − QHfullQ) |χ j(k̃)⟩NR NR⟨χ

j(k̃)| T

= −
i

2

∑
j

1
c j

∫
d3k

(2π)3 (2π)δ(E − E j) T † |χ j(k)⟩NR NR⟨χ
j(k)| T

= −
i

2

∑
j

1
c j

∫
d3k1

(2π)3

∫
d3k2

(2π)3 (2π)δ(E − E j) (2π)3δ3(k1 + k2) T † |χ j(k1)⟩NR NR⟨χ
j(k1)| T ,

where in the third step, setting k→ k1, we re-expressed the phase-space integration over interme-
diate states in the more standard form

∫
d3k/(2π)3 =

∫
d3k1/(2π)3

∫
d3k2/(2π)3 (2π)3δ3(k1 + k2).

Next, we project on incoming and outgoing P states, with CM momenta p′ and p respectively.
Taking into account that,

NR⟨χ
j(k)| T |p⟩NR =

Ainel, j(p, k)√
2E1(p) 2E2(−p) 2E j

1(k1) 2E j
2(k2)

, (6.12a)

NR⟨p| T † |χ j(k)⟩NR = NR⟨χ
j(k)| T |p⟩∗NR, (6.12b)

where E1,2 and E j
1,2 are the energies of the particles in the P and Q states, respectively, we obtain

NR⟨p|V
opt
A |p

′⟩NR = −
i

2

∑
j

1
c j

∫
d3k1

(2π)32E j
1(k1)

∫
d3k2

(2π)32E j
2(k2)

(2π)δ(E − E j) (2π)3δ3(k1 + k2)

×
Ainel, j ∗(p, k)Ainel, j(p′, k)

√
2E1(p′)2E2(−p′) 2E1(p)2E2(−p)

. (6.13)

Setting E1(p)E2(−p) ≃ E1(p′)E2(−p′) ≃ mTµ for non-relativistic P states, and recalling the defi-
nition of the phase-space measure (2.5), we arrive at

NR⟨p|V
opt
A |p

′⟩NR ≃ −
i

2

∑
j

1
4mTµ

∫
dτ jAinel, j ∗(p, τ j)Ainel, j(p′, τ j). (6.14)

This reproduces the momentum-space potential obtained via the unitarity relation and the conti-
nuity equation [cf. Eqs. (2.22a), (3.1a) and (3.22)].
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7 Discussion

Methodology

The unitarization method developed in Ref. [1] ensures that scattering amplitudes satisfy the cou-
pled unitarity constraints governing elastic and inelastic processes. By properly resumming the
inelastic contributions to the self-energy of the incoming state, in addition to those from purely
elastic interactions, this approach establishes a precise relation between the regulated and unregu-
lated amplitudes, computed with and without inclusion of the inelastic effects, respectively.

The consistency of the method relies on the form of the anti-Hermitian potential, expressed
in terms of the irreducible inelastic vertices. As argued in Ref. [1], this specific form emanates
from the unitarity relation underpinning the optical theorem. In the present work, we showed that
it can also be derived from the continuity equation and from the Feshbach formalism. The anti-
Hermitian potential – non-local but separable – gives rise to a Schrödinger equation that admits an
analytic solution and yields a compact relation between the regulated and unregulated amplitudes,
for both elastic and inelastic channels. Under suitable analyticity and convergence conditions,
the regularization scheme depends solely on the unregulated inelastic amplitudes in a remarkably
simple manner [1].

In this work, we have employed the analytical solution previously obtained in Ref. [1] to
systematically encode the effects of possible non-analytic or non-convergent behavior of the un-
regulated inelastic amplitudes, as well as the presence of bound states. This behavior is encapsu-
lated in the Wℓ matrix defined in Eq. (3.41), which enters the unitarization prescription through
Eqs. (3.51). TheWℓ matrix can be evaluated in three equivalent ways:

(i) By (numerically) computing the integral involving the unregulated inelastic amplitudes,
given in Eq. (3.55), along the real momentum axis.

(ii) Through contour integration of the expression (3.55) on the complex momentum plane, as
in Eqs. (3.57), which makes manifest the contributions arising from their non-analyticities
and from their divergent behavior at large momentum.

(iii) Directly from theWℓ definition (3.41), involving overlap integrals of the irreducible inelas-
tic vertices with the regular and irregular wavefunctions of theV(0) potential.

For amplitudes that are non-convergent at large momentum, we demonstrated a renormaliza-
tion procedure within the unitarization scheme. An important outcome is that absorptive (anti-
Hermitian) separable interactions necessarily induce Hermitian separable counterterms of the
same structure, and these must be included for renormalization to succeed. In doing so, we have
generalized the solution of Ref. [1], which, conversely, can now be utilized to handle Hermitian
separable potentials, even in the absence of absorptive counterparts.

Phenomenology

Having developed this framework, it is now possible to apply the unitarization method to a broad
range of cases. Let us return to the examples mentioned in the introduction, which have provided
much of the phenomenological motivation for this and other related works [2–5].

Bound-state-formation amplitudes are ultra-soft and therefore fall rapidly at large momenta, giv-
ing a vanishing contribution from the large-momentum arc in Eq. (3.57c). They may nev-
ertheless contain poles or branch cuts in the complex momentum plane, which yield finite
contributions to theWℓ matrix. These terms may be obtained either by contour integration,
as in (3.57), or by evaluating (3.55) along the real momentum axis.
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Regularizing bound-state formation is phenomenologically crucial when capture proceeds
via emission of a scalar or vector boson that carries a conserved charge: without regu-
larization, such processes violate unitarity severely at sufficiently low velocities, even for
arbitrarily small couplings [14–16, 18–20]. Even when this pathology is absent, e.g. for
capture via emission of an Abelian gauge boson or a neutral scalar, unregulated cross sec-
tions can exceed the unitarity bound at large but still perturbative couplings [11, 13, 22].
The unitarization procedure developed here applies in both situations, and requires minimal
input: the unregulated bound-state formation cross sections. (The unregulated elastic cross
sections are also required to obtain the regulated ones, but do not enter the regularization of
the inelastic cross sections.)

Contact-type inelastic interactions (such as annihilation of non-relativistic particles into rela-
tivistic species), when calculated perturbatively, violate unitarity at large enough couplings
that may still be well within the perturbative regime. The problem is ameliorated if the in-
teracting particles couple via a long-range force (e.g. a Coulomb potential) that is integrated
in the computation (see e.g. [11]), but persists nonetheless.

In these cases, resumming the irreducible inelastic interactions introduces divergences that
can be absorbed into the Wℓ matrix and renormalized following the procedure described
in Section 4. After renormalization, the resulting cross sections satisfy unitarity. The final
expressions take a form analogous to Eqs. (4.23), potentially extended to a multi-channel
framework, with the necessary inputs consisting of the unregulated inelastic cross sections
together with the dispersive couplings induced by the inelastic vertices.

Sommerfeld (parametric) resonances arise when particles interact through a light but massive
mediator and a bound level lies near threshold. For s-wave annihilation processes, these
resonances drive the cross sections to σann

ℓ=0 ∝ v−3
rel at low velocities, thereby violating unitar-

ity even at small couplings. Equivalently, the unregulated partial-wave amplitudes behave
as Mℓ=0, unreg ∼ 1/k at small momenta. (For higher partial waves, the centrifugal barrier
removes the infrared divergence at very low momenta.)

Upon regularization, this infrared divergence is canceled by phase-space suppression in the
integral of Eq. (3.55) and causes no problem. The ultraviolet issue due to the contact part of
the interaction remains, and, as mentioned above, can be treated according to Section 4, with
the result of unitarization and renormalization shown in Eqs. (4.23) for a single channel.

These examples have a wide range of phenomenological applications, including dark-matter
production in the early universe and indirect-detection signals. We leave detailed phenomenolog-
ical studies to future work, though we note Ref. [21], where the simplest version of the prescrip-
tion [1] has already been applied to dark-matter freeze-out. We anticipate that the unitarization
framework developed in Ref. [1], together with the extensions presented here, will prove useful
across a range of physics beyond the Standard Model, and potentially also within the Standard
Model, where long-standing interest in unitarization has motivated a variety of approaches, partic-
ularly in hadronic physics (see [37] for a recent review).
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Appendices

A Mathematical formulas

A.1 Proof of identity

We aim to prove that ∑
j

w j
A,ℓ = wℓ, (A.1)

with wℓ and wA,ℓ defined in Eqs. (3.45a) and (3.45b). We first define R ≡ (1 + ηℓWℓηℓ)−1. Then,
starting from the definition (3.45a) of w j

A,ℓ,∑
j

w j
A,ℓ = M̂†

ℓ,unreg

[
η†
ℓ

R† (η†
ℓ
)−1 (η†A,ℓ ηA,ℓ)η

−1
ℓ Rηℓ

]
M̂ℓ,unreg

= −
i

2
M̂†
ℓ,unreg

[
η†
ℓ

R† (η†
ℓ
)−1 η2

ℓ η−1
ℓ Rηℓ − h.c.

]
M̂ℓ,unreg

= −
i

2
M̂†
ℓ,unreg

[
η†
ℓ

R† (η†
ℓ
)−1 ηℓ Rηℓ − h.c.

]
M̂ℓ,unreg, (A.2)

where in the second line we used η†A,ℓηA,ℓ = η2
A,ℓ = −(i/2)[η2

ℓ − (η†
ℓ
)2] (cf. Eq. (3.32)). To proceed,

we set X ≡ ηℓ Rηℓ and Y ≡ X† = η†
ℓ

R† η†
ℓ
. Then,

Y−1 − X−1 = (η†
ℓ
)−1 (R†)−1 (η†

ℓ
)−1 − η−1

ℓ R−1 η−1
ℓ

=
[
(η†
ℓ
)−2 +Wℓ

]
−

[
η−2
ℓ +Wℓ

]
= (η†

ℓ
)−2 − η−2

ℓ .

Then, using the identity X − Y = Y (Y−1 − X−1) X, we find

ηℓ Rηℓ − h.c. = X − Y

= Y
[
(η†
ℓ
)−2 − η−2

ℓ

]
X

= η†
ℓ

R† (η†
ℓ
)−1 ηℓ Rηℓ − h.c., (A.3)

The right-hand side of the above is the square brackets in the last lines of Eq. (A.2). Thus∑
j

w j
A,ℓ = −

i

2
M̂†
ℓ,unreg[ηℓ Rηℓ − h.c.] M̂ℓ,unreg

Eq. (3.45b)
= wℓ. (A.4)

A.2 Standard identities

The relevant Kummer’s transformation for our work is [38]

1F1(a, b, z) = ez
1F1(b − a, b,−z). (A.5)

For m ∈ Z⩾0, the confluent hypergeometric functions of the first and second kind are related [39],

U(−m, b, z) = (−1)mΓ(b + m)
Γ(b) 1F1(−m, b, z). (A.6)

For the Coulomb potential, it is standard to express the bound-state wave function in terms of the
Laguerre polynomials using [40],

1F1(−m, α + 1, z) =
Γ(α + 1)Γ(m + 1)
Γ(α + m + 1)

Lαm(z), (A.7)

where the Laguerre polynomials are normalized to satisfy [41],∫ ∞

0
xα+1e−x [Lαn (x)]2 dx =

Γ(n + α + 1)
Γ(n + 1)

(2n + α + 1). (A.8)
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B Notation

Symbol Description Defining
Equation

u(0)
k,ℓ(r) Reduced wave function for Hermitian potentialV(0) (3.12)

uk,ℓ(r) Reduced wave function for total potential (3.25)

φk,ℓ(r) The regular solution (5.3)

Hk,ℓ(r) The Jost solution (5.5)

Fk,ℓ(r) The physical scattering-state solution (5.21a)

Gk,ℓ(r) The irregular scattering-state solution (5.21d)

H
(±)
k,ℓ (r) Outgoing/incoming spherical wave functions (5.21b), (5.21c)

Bnℓ(r) Bound-state solution (5.39)

Gk,ℓ(r, r′) Radial Green’s function (3.14), (3.15)

fℓ(k) The Jost function (5.9)

θℓ(k) Phase shift due to Hermitian potentialV(0) (5.24)

∆ℓ(k) Total phase shift Above (3.35)

Nℓ(k) Matrix relating regulated and unregulated inelastic amplitudes (3.28)

Wℓ(k) Matrix encoding non-analytic and non-convergent behavior of unregu-
lated inelastic amplitudes, contributing toNℓ(k)

(3.41)

M
inel, j
ℓ,(un)reg ℓ-wave inelastic amplitude, channel j (3.36)

Minel, j
ℓ,(un)reg ℓ-wave inelastic amplitude, channel j, momentum-rescaled (3.37)

M̂
inel, j
ℓ,(un)reg ℓ-wave inelastic amplitude, channel j, modulo coupling strength (3.38a)

M̂inel, j
ℓ,(un)reg ℓ-wave inelastic amplitude, channel j, modulo coupling strength,

momentum-rescaled
(3.26), (3.38b)

σU
ℓ

(k) The unitarity cross section (2.13)

xℓ,(un)reg (Un)regulated elastic cross section normalized to σU
ℓ

(3.47a)

y j
ℓ,(un)reg (Un)regulated inelastic cross section for channel j, normalized to σU

ℓ
(3.47b)

yℓ,(un)reg (Un)regulated total inelastic cross section, normalized to σU
ℓ

(3.47c)

w j
ℓ

Generalization of y j
ℓ,unreg entering the regularization prescription (3.45a)

wℓ Generalization of yℓ,unreg entering the regularization prescription (3.45b)

w̃ℓ Parameter encoding strength of Hermitian separable potentials, entering
the regularization prescription

(3.45c)
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