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The internal structures of the nucleon resonances N(1875)and N(2120)
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A nucleon resonance with spin-pariff/’ = 3/2- and mass about 2.1 GeV is essential to reproduce the
photoproduction cross sections f0f1520) released by the LEPS and CLAS Collaborations. It esexplained
as the third nucleon resonance stat2{3; in the constituent quark model so that there is no positicsette
the N(1875) which is listed in the PDG as the thikB/2- nucleon resonance. An interpretation is proposed
that theN(1875) is from the interaction of a decuplet baryi1385) and a octet mesdd, which is favored by
a calculation of binding energy and decay pattern in a B&#lpeter approach.

PACS numbers: 14.20.Gk,11.10.St, 14.20.Pt

I. INTRODUCTION leased their exclusive photoproduction cross sectiontfer t
A(1520) for energies from near threshold up to a center of

In new versions of the Review of Particle physics (PDG)Mass energyv of 2.85 GeV with large range of th& pro-
after the year 2012][1], there are foNiB/2" statesN(1520), duction anlel_L_1|4]._ The reanalys_es about thg new data in
N(1700),N(1875) andV(2120). The two-star stat¥(2080) Refs. E!S,] confirmed the previous conclu5|_on that a nu-
in previous versions has been split into a three-AE875) cleon resonance near 2.1 Ge¥(2120), is essential to repro-
and a two-stav(2120) based on the evidence from BnGaduce the experimental data [12] 13].
analysis[[2].

Usually theN(1520) and theV(1700) are assigned to states
with orbital angular momentum = 1 in quark model, and
mixing effect is very important to explain the decay pattern
of these states[l[B]. The situation for the internal struegur S
of two N'3/2" states with higher mass, th&(1875) and the In thle following it W|II be shown v_vhy theN(21.20) should
N(2120), is much less unclear. In quark model, M@ 875) be assgned to thethwd stafé:{/_Z‘]g inthe constl_tuentquark
and theN(2120) are in the mass region &f= 3 band states model in I|n_e with the theoreucal framework in R_eE[lS].
of which the masses and decay patterns were pred|cted [4, sjhere are fivev3/2" states inNV = 3 band, of which the
However, the explicit correspondence between predicteld arf2diative andA(1520% decay amplitudes were predicted in
observed states is unclear. In Laje QCD, the third and  Refs. [4]5] as listed in Tablg. I.
fourthN3/2" states have masses 2k1¥ and 217842 MeV,
respectively([6]. Klempt and others claimed that M@875)  TABLE I: The N3/2" nucleon resonances and their decay amplitudes
is the missing thirdv(3/27) state in mass region 18601900  predicted in the relativistic quark mod&l [4, 5]. The masgs helicity
MeV with orbit angular momentuni = 1 and radial exci- amplitudesiy» 3> and partial wave decay amplitudé$) are in the
tation number N= 1 [7], which is also supported by the unit of MeV, 103/ VGeV and VMeV, respectively.

Ads/QCD |g]. Their conclusion is only based on a compari- —State e AT AT () G
son behNe“gn predicted and observed masses. As enllghteneu[l\,s/z_]3 1960 36 43 56 "0
by Isgur, “in a complex system like the baryon resonances, [N3/2 ] 2055 16 0 05 00

II. ROLE OF THE N(2120)IN THE A(1520)
PHOTOPRODUCTION

predicting the spectrum of states is not a very stringenotes _
a model”gﬂb]. Decay pattern provides more information about [N3/27]s 2095 -9 -14 o 00
hadron internal structure. [N3/27]e | 2165  —- - 0.4 00
Many analyses suggested thatva@/2- state with mass _ [N3/27]7 | 2180  —— - 11 01
about 2.1 GeV is essential to explain experimental resits [
[13]. Before the year 2012, it is related to the onN@/2 The predicted radiative and strong decay amplitudes sug-

state listed in the PDG with mass higher than 1.8 GeV, thgest the importance of the nucleon resona®/p"]3 in the
N(2080), and explained as the third stak8[2]; predicted ~ A(1520) photoproduction, which is the first stateNn= 3
in the constituent quark model. For example, M@080) is  band states and the third state in all nucleon resonanchs wit
found to play the most important role in the photoproduction/” = 3/2" predicted in the constituent quark model.
of A(1520) df proton targetlEZIjS]. Recently, the CLAS  In Ref. ], based on the high precision experimental data
Collaboration at Jéerson National Accelerator Facility re- released by the CLAS and LEPS Collaborations recently, the
interaction mechanism of the photoproductiom@i520) af
a proton target is investigated within a Regge-plus-resoaa
approach. The inclusion of th€(2120) as stateN3/27]3 in
*Electronic addres$: junhe@impcas.as.cn the constituent quark model reduced gfeobviously. In that
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work, mass and width are fixed at 2.12 GeV and 0.33 GeV, III. THE N(1875)AS A X(1385K BOUND STATE
respectively. Here, a mass scan is made forN2120) by

fitting the data frqm the CL.AS and I__EPS Collaborati(_)ns. EX-  Now that theN(1875) can not be explained in the conven-
cept mass, the widthg, which was fixed at 0.33 GeVin pre- onal quark model, it may be a exotic hadron. In meson
V|ouzs_work [15], is also set as a free parameter. The behaviafecior, some of particles which can not be explained in the
of x* is presented in Fid.] 1. quark model framework, such &7 particles observed in
recent years, have been suggested to be hadronic molecular
states. The light scalarg(980), /5(980) andf,(500) are of-

300 j j j ten considered as meson-meson resonances. In baryon sector

50 | N(2120) as [N3/27]3in CQM —— ] some authors proposed that th€L405) may be explained as
N(2120) as [N3/27], in CQM - - - a NK bound stat @.8] The mass of tNéL875) is close

200 b to theX(1385)K threshold, which encourages us to interpret

N(1875) as a bound state bf andK (here and hereafter | de-
noteXx(1385) as*). As said above, the internal structure of a
hadron can not be judged only through its mass. In this work,
both mass and decay pattern®1875) as a bound state of
>* andK will be calculated with a method developed based on
the covariant spectator formalism of the Bethe-Salpetaaeq
tion [20-:25], which has been used to study #®* and the
DD* systems.
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2.05 51 515 55 5 05 Analogous to Ref[[24, 25], with help of onshellness of the
heavy constituent 13*, the numerator of propagat®,” is
Mnajo- (GeV) rewritten asy, , u;,u, with 4, being the Rarita-Schwinger

spinor with helicityd. The equation for vertex is in a form

FIG. 1: (Color online) The change gf in mass scan. The solid
and dashed lines are for the results with assumingM{2120) as Ty = Z(VM Go [Ty, Q)
state[V3/27]; and with assuming th&(2120) as state\3/2 )4, re- T
spectively.
with |T)) = 171‘|1"W/>u‘,§/ andVyy = ;V,,u,. The rest of
propagatoG for particle 1 and 2 with mass; andm; writ-

. . ten down in the center of mass frame where (W, 0) is
Here the results with assuming th€(2120) as state (W.0)

[N3/27]3 and with assuming th&(2120) as N3/27]4 are pro- 52 = m? 5+ (KO — Eq(K))
vided. IftheN(2120) is assumed to be the third stat@[2]s  Go = 2ri——— = 2ni L (2
in the constituent quark model, the changgdWill decrease kg —m3 2EA(k)[(W — Ea(k)? — E5(K)]

and reach minimum at 2.13 GeV with the increase of mass. If o o

assumed to be the fourth statéd/2"]4, the change of2keep ~ Wherek, = (ki k) = (Eu(k). k), ko = (k3. —k) = (W -

stable around 150, which means that the experimental datg, (), —k) with E1 (k) = /m2., + |k[2.

can not be well reproduced. Obviously, tN¢2120) should k), k) 2k) L2

be assigned as stat§¥3/27]s instead of stateN3/27]4 in the

constituent quark model. Since thg1875) is much lower

than theN(2120), it is unnatural to assign it to the fourth or (W - El(k? — E5(k))¢.(k)

higher states. The first and second states in the constituent - Zf dk Var(k, k', W) (K), ©)

guark model have been assigned to the four/{a520) and ~

the three-stai(1700) in the PDG, which has been confirmed

by many experimental and theoretical evidencés [1]. Hencaith

there is no position to settle thé(1875) in the constituent _
[ Vo (k, k'

quark model. Vo (ko K W) = i Viv(k, k', W)

The state y3/27]3 predicted in the constituent quark model V2E1(K)2E5(k)2E 7 (k) 2E7(K')
is much lower than th&V(2120) even if model uncertainty, _
about 100 MeV, is considered. It is well-known that loop ef-Where the reduced potential kerrél,y = F(k)V,F(k’)
fect will lead to mass shift. The stat&y$/2-]5 has a large de-  With a factor asF'(k) = V2E2(k)/(W — E1(k) + E2(k)). The
cay width inA(1520) channel as predicted in the constituent Normalized wave function can be related to vertex¢as=
quark modell[4,/5]. Moreover, the(1520) thresholdis near NI¥) = NF'Go [I;) with the normalization factoN(k) =
bare mass of stateV3/2-]s. Hence, the large fierence be-  2E1(k)Ea(k)/(27)5W.
tween bare mass and observed mass can be explained by botlSince K is a pseudoscalar particle, it is forbidden to ex-
uncertainty of the constituent quark model and mass shsft ar change pseudoscalar meson betw&eandX*. The vector
ing from theA(1520)X loop dfect. meson exchanges, w and¢, is dominant in the interaction.

The integral equation can be written explicitly as

(4)




The potential kernel can be obtained from thefective La-
grangians describing the interactions for vector me3owgh
K andx*,

igkkv K VFO,K, (5)
sy Koy v
gZ*Z*VZHT [7 - 2ms U”pap] Vv Z;l- (6)

Lrxv

Lsesey

In this work the isospin structures are following the stadda
form in Ref. [26] and omitted in the Lagrangians. The cou-
pling constants for vector mesopsw and¢ interacted with
K andx* can be obtained from,., = 6.199 andf,aa = —4.30
in quark model] and relationgk, = omr/2 = gkkw =
V28kks = 8prr/2 ANAgx-se) = —gxvw = grzeal/ V2 = ganp
underS U(3) symmetry. Here dierent definitions between
Ref. [27] and this work have been considered. Since the
constituent 2 is fi shell, a monopole form factor is intro-
duced at the vertex for eaclifeshell kaon meson with mass
mg ash(k?) = A*/[(m2 - k?)?+ A*]. The form factor for
the exchanged meson with mass is chosen asf(¢%) =
(A% —m2)/(A? - ¢%). Empirically the cut & A should be not  FIG. 2: (Color online) The decays of thEK bound state. aNc
far from 1 GeV. channel withK exchange. blVp channel withK exchange. cNw
The 3-dimensional equation can be reduced to a onechannel withK exchange. dKA/X channel withp exchange. e)
dimensional equation with partial wave expansion. The wav@nd f) are forNx decay channel wittk* exchange and witih /=
function has an angular dependent as exchange, respectively.

27+1
k) = /| ==—=D%" (¢,6,0)p..1,(K]), 7
Pa(k) 4r a0 2.1, ) constituents as shown in Figl 2 are taken as the main decay

. . o . channels of th&*K bound state.
whereD’* (4,6, 0) is the rotation matrix witiiz being the he- - :
licity of bound state with angular momentumThe potential The decay amplitudes can be written as

N

after partial wave expansion is _
P P M = 3 4,Golly) = > AFN Yy
A A
Vi (KL, 1kI') = 271'fdCosek,k’di)r(ek,k’)v/u’(k, k), (8) d* (K0 ~ Ex) F(kl)
=), f o N A ). (10)
wheredy . is angle betweet andk’. The one-dimensional %

integral equation reads where 1’ , are helicities for two final particles andand &’

W — E+(Ikl) = E-(1kDe’ (1k are the rhom_enta far* and final meson in the_z center of mass
( 1(,| Zl) , 21k} (KD frame. A, v, is the amplitudes for two constituertis andk

= Z le (KL 1K DS, (1K) (9) totwo final particles Nz, No and so on. The definitions of
- @r3 M ! wave functiong andGo have been used in the derivation of

Eq. (0). The normalization of wave functigninsures that
To study the decay property of a bound state, the inforthere is no free total factor in our calculation of amplitude
mation about coupling of a bound state to its constituents is Besides the Lagrangians in Edl (4), the following La-
essential. In literatures it is often achieved with the rodth grangians are used to calculate the amplituties,. ,
proposed by Weinberg [28,129]. In this work, the vertex wave o

function, which contains the information about coupling of Liko = 8xkko2me0,K ¥ Ko, (11)
bound state to its constituents, is obtained during soltieg . " 3

binding energy. It make a study of the decay pattern of the Lixn = lg’}*K”K (r'K = &'7K), (12)
K bound state possible. Lrny = ﬂNyu%yayK +He., (13)

Since two-body decay of a molecular state occurs only my + my

through hadron loop mechanism, it is suggested that three- _ Jrex =

body decay may be larger than two-body deday [30]. As Lepz = mp QuKL¥N + He, (14)
shown in Refs.[[30-32], it was found that three-body decay fvBE Sy

has positive correlation to the decay width of the constitsie Lyps = R — Ly ys[0"py — 0,0"]B + H.c., (15)

Hence, the three-body decay of the bound sE# is sup-
pressed due to the small decay widthedf In this work the  wherePB meanskN, nA or 7%, VB meansoA, pX or K*N
two-body decays through exchanging a particle between twandY meansX or A. The coupling constants are adopted as



4

82 /4m = 0.25 [33], gk-kr = —3.23, fxwa = 1324 and
fxnz = 3.58 [34]. The coupling constants abdiftcan be ob-
tained throughfs.a. = 1.27, finz: = —3.22 [34] andfan =
—6.08 [27] with the S U(3) symmetry relation,ss. /m, =

change is prone to happen in the bound state. Compared with
the PDG and BnGa values about mass and total width, the best
cut of A ~ 1.80 GeV is reasonable and consentient to the
value in the literature [35]. The branch ratios/f1875) are

_ A S Ly foe _ 1 stable compared with binding energy. TNe- channel is the
, = ApN 11, = Jfapn/m, and p g ay.
f,(*ﬁ e V27RO VeIR most important decay channel, about 55%, which is congisten

1
g _%prN/mp'
The X* carries spin-parity” = 3/2* and isospin/ = 1.
A system composed &* and kaon carrieg = 1/2 or 3/2.

with the PDG suggested values 224% and 6Q- 12% from

the BnGa analysis. The main decay channel of §&/P |3
predicted in the constituent quark modeMs which is much

In this work, all states with/ < 3/2 are considered and the |arger than other decay channels. It conflict with both tHe va
ranges of the cufis in form factors are chosen as<lA <  ues suggested by the PDG and these obtained by the BnGa

5 GeV. The bound state solutions with the binding energiesinalysis. Hence, the decay pattern\{fLl875) disfavors the
E = my +my— W are listed in TablE]I and compared with the assignment as\[3/27]a.
values from the PDG and the BnGa groups [1, 2].

TABLE II: The binding energie& for 2*K system with diferent cut

off A The cut df A, binding energy and branch ratio are in the units

of GeV, MeV and %, respectively.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work,the internal structures of the (1875) and the
N(2120) are investigated. The experimental data for the pho-

A £ I'| Noo Np Nw Nm AK XK toproduction ofA (1520) df proton released by the CLAS and
1.68 3 41| 559 47 141 224 23 0.6 LEPS Collaborations suggest the explanation ofNif2120)
1.72 8 73| 55.8 4.7 140 226 23 0.6  as the third state witl” = 3/2” in the constituent quark
1.76 16  111| 55.7 4.7 140 227 22 0.6 model. TheN(1875) is explained as a bound state from the
1.80 28 155 55.6 4.8 14.2 22.8 2.1 0.5 interaction of£* and kaon, which is supported by the numer-
1.84 44 204 55.3 4.9 146 22.7 2.0 0.5 ical results of both binding energy and decay pattern of the
1.88 67 257| 549 51 149 229 18 04 bound state oE*K system with isospif = 1/2 and spin-
192 | 100 312/ 536 5.1 147 248 15 03 partys’=3/2",

PDG [1] | 30'2 2424 68 2014 78 0.7+94
BnGa[2]| 02 2002|6012 32 42 158
[NG)s| -85 324 571 123 208 97 0 Acknowledgments
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