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Neutral pion photoproduction on the nucleon in a chiral quark model
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A chiral quark-model approach is adopted to studyjthe- 7°p andyn — °n reactions. Good descriptions
of the total and dferential cross sections and single-polarization obsézsadre obtained from the pion pro-
duction threshold up to the second resonance region. Itisdfohat (i) then = 0 shell resonanca(1232)Pz3,
then = 1 shell resonanced(1535)5;; andN(1520D;3, and then = 2 shell resonancB(1720)P; 3 play crucial
roles in these two processes. They are responsible for giedacond and third bump structures in the cross
sections, respectively. (ii) Furthermore, obvious evidEnofN(1650)S;; andA(1620)S3; are also found in the
reactions. They notablyfizct the cross sections and the polarization observables tiie second resonance
region to the third resonance region. (iii) Taehannel background plays a crucial role in the reactiorisad
strong interferences with thechannel resonances. (iv) Tihehannel background seems to be needed in the
reactions. Including thé-channel vector-meson exchange contribution, the degamipin the energy region
E, = 600~ 900 MeV are improved significantly. The helicity amplitudgighe main resonances(1232)Pss,
N(1535)S11, N(1520)D13, N(1720)P13, N(1650)5,1, andA(1620)Ss;, are extracted and compared with the re-
sults from other groups.

PACS numbers: 13.60.Le, 14.20.Gk, 12.39.Jh, 12.39.Fe

I. INTRODUCTION have updated their analysis in recent years. Foryjhe—

7°p reaction, good descriptions of the data up to the second
and third resonances region have been obtained figreint
roups. However, the explanations of the reaction datatend t
xtracted resonance properties from the reaction stilibéxh
trong model dependencies. For exampletheouplings

Understanding of the baryon spectrum and searching for th
missing nucleon resonances and new exotic states are hot t
ics in hadronic physic$[1]. Photoproduction of mesons is ary

ideal tool for the study of nucleon a1232) spectroscopies

in experimentsl]Z] Neutral pion photoproduction reacsion for some well-established resonances, SUCINEED35B.1,
are of special interest because the neutral pions do nole;oupN(1650511 andN(1520)D13, extracted by various groups dif-

directly to photons so that nonresonant background cantrib fer rather notably from each other. For fie— z°n reaction,
. ytop . 9ro consistent predictions from fiierent approaches can only be
tions are suppressed (i.e., no contact term contribugn)r

the past few years, great progress has been achieved iri—expegbtaimd in the first resonance regibh [3]. Because of tHe lac
ments studying of thep —» 7%p reaction at JLab, CB-ELSA, f data, the predictions from flierent models in the second

; ! and third resonances region are verffatient. Fortunately, in

MAMI, a’?d GRAAL. These experlmental groups have Cfrj‘medthis energy region some new measurements of the cross sec-
out precise measurements of théfehentlal cross sections tion for theyn — #°n reaction at MAMI [3] were reported
and single-polarization observables with a large solidleng about one vear ago
coverage and a wide photon energy rangé [4-15]. Recently y go-
they also have finished some measurements of the double-These new data for then — 7°n reaction not only pro-
polarization observables [10.116+18]. Furthermore, ienec vide us a good opportunity to extract more knowledge of the
years significant progress has been achieved in experimenigutron resonances, but also shed light on the puzzle of the
measuring then — 7°nreaction as well. In 2009, some mea- narrow structure around/ = 1.68 GeV observed in the exci-
surements of the beam asymmetries forghe- z%n process  tation function ofy production df quasi-free neutrons by sev-
were obtained by the GRAAL experiment in the second anckral experimental groups [31-+33]. This narrow structure ha
third resonances region [19]. Very recently, the quasi-fié  peen listed by the Particle Data Group (PDG) as a new nucleon
ferential and total cross sections in the second and thid re resonance\](1685) ] However, many controversial exp|a-
onances region for this reaction were also measured by theations about this narrow structure, such asN(&650)8:,
Crystal BalfTAPS experiment at MAMI([3]. Thus, improve- andN(1710)P:; coupled-channelféects, interferenceffects
ment of the experimental situations gives us a good opportihetweenN(1650)S11, N(1710)P;; and N(1720)P;3, and ef-
nity to study the excitation spectroscopies of the nuclewh a fects from strangeness threshold openings, can be found in
A(1232). the literature 7]. In our quark model study, we find

Stimulated by these new measurements, many partiathat the narrow structure arouMil = 1.68 GeV can be ex-
wave analysis groups, such as BnGa [20-22], SAID|[23—25]plained by the constructive interferences betw¢r635)511

MAID [26], Kent [27], Julich [28]25] and ANL-Osaka [30], andN(1650)81; [3€]. Our conclusion is consistent with the
analysis from the BnGa group [39,140]. It should be men-

tioned that, theyn coupling forN(1650)5;; extracted by us
and BnGa group has a positive sign, which is opposite to that
*E-mail: zhongxh@hunnu.edu.cn of PDG [34]. Now, two questions arise naturally: (i) Can
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some clues about the controversially discusbgti685) be  decay constant. The, is the energy of the incoming photons.
found in theyn — #%n reaction? (ii) Are the properties of The|N;), IN;j» and|Nf) stand for the initial, intermediate and
N(1535)65;:; andN(1650)5;; extracted from the)N channel final states, respectively, and their corresponding easrajie
consistent with those extracted from #fN channel? To bet- E;, E; andE¢, which are the eigenvalues of the non-relativistic
ter understand these questions, a systematic analysi® of tonstituent quark model Hamiltoniah [58-/61]. Thes- and
recent data for the neutral pion productiafimucleons is ur-  uy-channel transition amplitudes have been worked out in the
gently needed. harmonic oscillator basis in Refs, [44-46].

In this work, we carry out a combined study of thp — Thet-channel contributions of vector meson exchange are

o s outa .
n°p andyn — a°n reactions in a chiral quark model. By |, ded in this work. Theféective Lagrangians for the vector

systematically analyzing the new data for neutral pion pho'meson exchange for therV andVaq couplings are adopted

toproduction on the nucleons, we attempt to uncover somgg [46]
puzzles existing in the photoproduction reactions andinbta

a better understanding of the excitation spectra of theaauncl Y
Ty

andA(1232). It should be mentioned that there are interesting Ly = 6 =Leyp,50" AoV r, (5)
differences betweeyp — 7°p andyn — 7°n. In theyp reac- My .

tions, contributions from the nucleon resonances of repres Lvag = Qvaali(Yu + ——0, 0"V i, (6)
tation [7Q* 8] will be suppressed by the Moorhouse selection * R 2my * :

rule [41,42]. In contrast, all the octet states can contebo

theyn reactions. In other words, more states will be presenfvhere A andV denote the photon and vector-meson fields,
in theyn reactions. Therefore, by studying neutral pion pho-respectivelyx stands for ther-meson fieldgy,, andgyqq are
toproduction on nucleons, we expect that the role played byhe coupling constants. Thehannel transition amplitude has
intermediate baryon resonances can be highlighted. ~ peen given in the harmonic oscillator basis in Réfs. [46].

. In the chiral quark model, arffective chiral Lagrangian is It should be remarked that the amplitudes in terms of the
m_troduc_ed to account for the quark-psegdpsca!ar-mesa}n €O harmonic oscillator principle quantum numbeare the sum
p"ﬂg- Since the q_uark-meson coupling is invariant und_er th of a set of SU(6) multiplets with the sameTo obtain the con-
chiral transfor.matmn, some of the low-energy properties O tributions of individual resonances, we need to separate ou
QCD are retained. The chiral quark model has been well de

: . . the single-resonance-excitation amplitudes within eadt:
veloped and widely applied to meson photoproduction reac 9 P b

tions @@]' Recently, this model has been succegsful effects of the resonances, the resonance transition amgitude

extended torN andKN reactions as well [55-58].
The paper is organized as follows. In Set. Il, a brief reviewOf thes-channel can be generally expressed ais [45]

of the chiral quark model approach is given. The numerical
results are presented and discussed in[Séc. IIl. Finallyya s MS = 2Mg ORef(kﬁqZ)/eaz @)
mary is given in Se¢.1V. R™ s— M2 +iMglR ’

ciple numbenin thes-channel. Taking into account the width

Il THE MODEL where /s = E; + w, is the total energy of the system|s the
harmonic oscillator strengtiMg is the mass of the-channel
resonance with a widtli'g, and O is the separated opera-
tors for individual resonances in tilsechannel. In the Chew-
Goldberger-Low-Nambu (CGLN) parameterization, the tran-
sition amplitude can be written in a standard fornd [62]:

In this section, we give a brief review of the chiral quark
model. In this model, the- andu-channel transition ampli-
tudes are determined Hy [44] 45]

1
M= ) NHHmINXN g2 HelND. - () - Q) (kx )
j Or = ifffo- e+ i ——
1
My = N¢|He—=—————=INj>{N;|Hm[N;}, 2 . . . .
Z< IHeg— — NDNHiN). () G ;m 9 iR ?;fzq 9 g

whereH,, andHe stand for the quark-pseudoscalar-mesonand
electromagnetic couplings at the tree level, respectividlgy ~ where o is the spin operator of the nucleoa,is the po-

are described by [44-46] larization vector of the photon, arkd and q are incoming
1- photon and outgoing meson momenta, respectively. In the
Hn = Z f—lﬁj’y;]l'}/élﬁj‘?' b, (3)  SU(6)®0(3) symmetry limit, we have extracted the CGLN
pom amplitudes for thes-channel resonances in time< 2 shell
_ ipu for theyp — 7°p andyn — 7°n processes, which have been
He zj:e'y”A (k.r), (4) listed in Tablegll anfdl, respectively. Comparing the CGLN

amplitudes of diterent resonances with each other, one can
wherey; represents th¢-th quark field in a hadrom is the  easily find which states are the main contributors to the-reac
field of the pseudoscalar-meson octet, dpds the meson’s  tions in the SU(6%0(3) symmetry limit.




TABLE I: The CGLN amplitudes o&-channel resonances in the< 2 shell for theyp — #°p process in the SU(8)0(3) symmetry limit. We

. wm — om , 2 — wm — om , 2 _ k /(5 — OP (5 — 9P
have defined\ = —(g4y- + 1)jql, B = 22 + ZAC= oy 9A D= oy 2n x=59 pi(g = B pr(z) = 0Z|Z(z)_ Thew,, wm and
E: stand for the energies of the incoming photon, outgoing mesal final nucleon, respectively. Thg is the constituent or d quark mass.

1/uq is a factor defined by /L = 2/my. Pi(2) is the Legendre function with= cosf.

resonance|[Ng,>>** N3, n, I] fR fR fR R
N(938)P1; | [56,28,0,0] 0 +i 2P A 0 0
A(1232P4; | [56.410,0,0] +i4y2 - APL(2) +i842 oA -4 o APS(2) 0
N(15358:1| [70.28,1,1] —i2k(1+ 2-)B 0 0 0
A(162083; | [70.210,1,1] +iek(1- £5)B 0 0 0
N(1520D:5| [70.28,1,1] +H2K(1 + ) SA | i sijk% 9AP,2) 0 -i2k9 AP (2)
A(1700D33 | [70,210,1,1] —i2K(1- a)IA |+ gkﬁ 9 APy(2) 0 +HLZKL APy (2)
N(1440P,; | [5628,2,0] 0 +i J2 BkkCx 0 0
N(1710pP1: | [7028,2,0] 0 +i sz 15K CX 0 0
A(1750P3; | [70.210,2,0] 0 -2 ZkECx 0 0
N(1720P:3| [5628,2,2] |-ia2Zk(1+ 5 )DPy(2) —i%f—gkﬁ Dx | -i2ZkDPy(2)x 0
N(1900P13 | [7028,2,2] |-i¥210K(1 + 25 )DP;(2)x —i%%kﬁ Dx | -i21kDPy(9)x 0
A(19857Ps;| [70210,2,2] [+i2 Sk(1- 5 )DPy(2)x —i%%kﬁ Dx | +i<23kDPy(2)x 0
A(1920P33 | [56.410,2,2] 0 i Pk DX |+i 2 Lkz-DP;(9x 0
A(1600P3; | [56,410,2,0] +i9—‘/§1—5§’kﬁCP’2(z)x +i£2—90kﬁCX —i%l—gkﬁCP’z’(z)x 0
A(1905F 35 | [56,410,2,2] | +iZ¥2 s AP (2 |+ 22 T AP(2)XC | + 24 s AP (2% |- 22 s AP (2%
A(?Fss | [70210,2,2] | —i72(1- o )APY (2 | + l—‘foﬁAPg(z)xz ~i22 APy (2)%2 +H 22 APY (2%
N(1680F1s | [5628,2,2] | +i5¥2(1+ 2 AP | i B4z A AP | 4 SVZ APy ()% -5 APy (2)2
N(Fis | [7028,2,2] | +iZ2(1+ 2)APY(2 | +i 24 A AP | 4 22 £py(2)x -i22APy(2)%2
A(1950F3; | [56,410,2,2] +i2¥2 A AP (2% |+ 242 T AP(2)X | - 242 s AP (2% |+ 242 s AP (2%

Finally, the diferential cross sectiodo-/dQ2, photon beam where the transition amplitudés in the helicity space can be
asymmetryX, polarization of recoil proton$, and target expressed by the CGLN amplitud&g63]:

asymmetryT are given by the following standard expres- 1 0
sions [2] 68, 64]: Hi = Y sing cosz(fs + fa), (13)

H, = ﬁcosg[(fz-f1)+sinzg(f3—f4)], (14)

dr  aeax(E + My)(Er + My) 1]q] Z“ HE O
I
i=1

da - 16sM2 21K Hy = —= singsin(fs— f 15
N ) 3= 5 sinz(fs - fa), (15)
_ * * 2
T = 2ReH;H1 - H3H2)/ ) IHil, (10) Hy = \/Esing[(f2+ f1)+co§g(f3— ). (16)
i=1
4 In Eq.[9), the fine-structure constami is well determined,
P = -2Im(H,H2 + H3H1)/ Z [Hil?, (11)  andtherNN coupling constant, is related to the axial vector
i=1 couplingga by the generalized Goldberg-Treiman relation
4 2 2
T = 2im(H3Hy + HyHs)/ > M2 (12) i(gAMN) = (17)

i=1 = 4n f7r An



TABLE II: The CGLN amplitudes of-channel resonances in thes< 2 shell for theyn — 7°n process in the SU(6)0(3) symmetry limit.

resonance|[Ng,2** Ng, n, 1] fR fR R R
N(940P.; | [56,28,0,0] 0 +i532 A 0 0

A(1232P33 | [56.410,0,0] +id$2 s APL(2) +i &2 A -id¥2 AP (2) 0
N(15358,; | [7028,1,1] —i )1+ 5o)B 0 0 0
N(16508:1| [7048,1,1] +i 2 kg B 0 0 0
A(162083; | [70.210,1,1] +i k(1 - £5)B 0 0 0
N(1520D1s| [70.28,1,1] +i2(1+ oo )AX +i o AXP(2) 0 -i 2 AxPy(2)
N(1700D:5| [7048,1,1] +i Y24 s AX +i¥21 o AXP;(2) 0 -i 23 s AXPY(2)
A(1700Ds3 | [70,210,1,1] —i32(1 - 5o )AX +i X2 o AXPY(2) 0 +H2AxPy(2)
N(1675D1s| [7048,1,1] +i%2 e AXPY2) +i 32 T AXPY(2) i ¥ e Az +i 32 AP 2
N(1440Py; | [56.28,2,0] 0 +i 5205 PkE Cx 0 0
N(1710Py; | [7028,2,0] 0 +i g 2K Cx 0 0
A(1750P3; | [70,210,2,0] 0 =i ;;Qgsﬁk%(:x 0 0

NP | [708,2,2] 0 —i 2035 Sk Dx 0 0
A(1910P5; | [56,410,2,2] 0 —i 32045 2k k- Dx 0 0
N(1720Pss | [5628,2,2] | -—i %@l—gkﬁ DP}(2)x i rg;%)kﬁ Dx 0 0
N(1900P1; | [7028,2,2] | —iz2K(1 + 5o )DPy(2)x i ﬁgkﬁ Dx ~i:2KDP} (2)x 0

N(?Ps | [70/8,22] 0 i rgékﬁ DX | +i rgék% DPy(2)x 0
A(19857Ps3| [70210,2,2] [+i;21k(1- o )DPy x| i ﬁg%kﬁ Dx +i;21kDPy(2)x 0
A(1920P33 | [56,410,2,2] 0 i Fggkﬁ DX | +i Fggkﬁ DP}(2)x 0
A(1600P33 | [56.410,2,0] +iﬁ‘%§kﬁCP’2(z)x +i1—‘§32—2“kﬁCx —il—‘éig%kﬁCP’z’(z)x 0

N(?)Pis | [7048,2,0] +i%§%kﬁcp’2(z)x +i1—‘é§8§kﬁCx -i%@%kﬁcpg(z)x 0
N(1680F:s| [56,28,2,2] +i2 AP (2% +i2 AP 0 0

N(?Fis | [7028,2,2] |+i2i(1+ S )APY (2P | +i 21 AP |+ L1apy(2)x2 —i 21 APy (2)%

N(?Fis | [7048,2,2] 42l A AP DX | +i 2L AP | +i 23 o AP | i 22 AP (D)%

AR)Fss | [70210,2,2] |-i2L(1- S AP(2E| +i 2L S AP | i L2 L APy(2)%2 +i2Z LAPY(2)X
A(1905F 35 | [56,410,2,2] i¥24 s AP (X +i¥2s S AP | +i i AL | i i AP
A(1950F s | [56,410,2,2] | +i%28 T AP (2X |+ 3428 T AP(2)C | i 3428 T AP, (22 +i 3428 T AP (2)%2
N(1990F, | [708,2,2] | +i%2! AP 2% |+ EREE T AP (2 | i EREE T AP (2% +i EREE T APy (2%

However, the quark model predicts rather large valyes- nances might be ovamder-estimated with the simple quark
5/3 for charged pions angx = 5V?2/6 for neutral pions. In  model. To accommodate the uncertainties in the symmet-

our paper, the coupling, is determined by fitting the data.  ric quark model framework, we introduce a set of coupling
strength parameter€g, for each resonance amplitude by an

empirical method [50=53]:
Or — CRrOR, (18)

I11. CALCULATION AND ANALYSIS

A. Parameters whereCg can be determined by fitting the experimental ob-
servables. In the SU(8)(3) symmetry limit one find€g =
In our framework, thes-channel resonance transition am- 1, while deviations ofCg from unity imply the SU(6%0(3)
plitude,Og, is derived in the SU(®O(3) symmetry limit. In  symmetry breaking.
reality, the SU(6%0(3) symmetry is generally broken due to,  Inour previous study of thephotoproduction on the nucle-
e.g., spin-dependent forces in the quark-quark interacde  ons, we found the configuration mixings seem to be inevitable
a consequence, configuration mixings would occur. The confor the low-lyingS-wave nucleon resonanch$1535)5;; and
figuration mixings break the SU@®D(3) symmetry, which N(1650)S;:1, and D-wave nucleon resonancé§(1520D;3
can change our theoretical predictions. Furthermore, he handN(1700D;3. By including configuration mixing féects
licity couplings and strong decay couplings of some resoin the S- andD-wave states, we explicitly express their tran-
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sition amplitudes as follows: from Eqs[2H-2P one can obtain the overall strength param-

etersCl®’® andCl’%*® for the S- andD-wave resonances.

The determinedCr values for these low-lying resonances
. 2 4 ~are listed in Tab[IV. From the table, we find that to re-
The codiicientsCE* ® andC{®™® can be related to the mix- produce the data we need to introduce two large coupling
ing angles. We adopt the same mixing scheme as in our pregrength parameteiBp, 1232 =~ 1.83 andCs,aez0) ~ 1.8

2 4
OR - C'[_ZO 8]0[70,28,\]] + C'[_ZO 8]0[7(),48,\]]. (19)

vious work [38], for A(1232)P33 and A(1620)Ss;, respectively. The reason
. 5 _ may be the well-known underestimation of their photocou-
( 811(1535)] _ ( cosfs —sinbs )( [7028,1/2 > ] (20)  plings in the constituent quark mod&l [70] 71]. We also need
S11(1650) sinds coss )| [70.%8, 1/2’> ’ to enhance the contributions &f(1520)D13 by a factor of
Cb,15200 = 1.4, which can not be explained with configu-
and ration mixings only. The underestimation of the resonance
. 2 - amplitude ofN(1520)D;3 is also found in the/N — nN pro-
( D13(1520)] = ( C(_)SHD ~sinfo ]( |70’4 8.3/2 > ] (21)  cesses within the quark model framewdrkl [38], which is due
D13(1700) sindp  costp /| [70.8, 3/27> to the underestimation of the photocoupling\{fL520)D13in

the constituent quark model. In th& photoproduction pro-

Then, the cofiicients defined in E4.19) are given by cesses, the data favor a smaller contributiomM¢1535)5;;

[571?'(218435) _ R§ COS0s(COSAs — Sinds/2), 22) than 'Fhat in the SU(&O(3) symmg'g?]/ limit. In theyp — 7%
, _ _ reaction, the strength parameffls?1 1(1535) = 0.61 can be natu-
0[571?’(5&35) = R} sinés(sinbs — 2 coss), (23)  rally explained with the configuration mixings between 80
7028 . . wave nucleon resonanchi$1535)5:1 andN(1650)5;; with a
[311(1g50) = R3sinds(sinfs + coss/2), (24) mixing anglefs =~ 26°. thi)sswevez,S :ﬁ theyn(—> 7r°r)1S rléaction,
00 o = R coshs(coshs + 2sinds), (25)  the strength paramet@Z° .o = 0.43 can not be well ex-
) 1 plained with the configuration mixingfects only, we should
ng(fz]azo) = RJ cosfp(costp — Z@SineD)’ (26)  introduce a paramet& = 0.7 to slightly decrease the transi-
. tion amplitude of [7(? 8, 1/27]. Furthermore, we find that in
ng(fézo) = R} sindp(sindp —2V10cowkp),  (27)  theyn — x°n reaction, the enhancement of the contributions
7028 oD . ) 1 0fN(1720_P13 might significantly improve the descriptions of
Dy(i700) = Rz SiNfb(sinép + Wil costp), (28)  the experimental data.
ng’zf;oo) = R? costp(costp + 2V10sindp).  (29)

TABLE IlI: 450 data points of dierential cross section, and 53 data
points of total cross section ¢fp — #°pincluded in our fits. Thg?

The parameterR®, andR, are introduced to adjust the over-
datum point is abouyt?/Nyam = 4.3.

all strength of the partial wave amplitudes of [78] and

[70,%8], respectively, which may be overestimated or under- Data Refs. | Obser. E, Naata| A7 |7 /Naata
estimated in the naive quark modél|[38]. B = 1, one [4] MAMI do/d0|240 260 278 27 | 357| 13.2
find;s thaé the(r:f{ par?meters 08- and D—w?ve statﬁs caln ble [5] MAMI do/d0| 300~ 400 | 112|540| 4.8
explained with configuration mixings only. In the calcula- '
tioE, the mixing anglg betweeN(lS??SXSu gnd N(1650)511 8] CB-ELSA |dor/dQ| 438~ 862 | 31111204 3.9
is adopted to be&ds = 26°, determined in our previous [72] MAMI v 240~ 3351 20 | 10} 05
work [38]. Notice that in our work, we have adopted Isgur’s [OICB-ELSA| o |342~1138| 33| 37| 1.1

later conventions [65] where wave functions are in line with

the SU(3) conventions of de Swalt [66]. In this frame, we To take into account relativistidiects, the commonly ap-
obtain a positive mixing anglés. However, in line with the  Plied Lorentz boost factor is introduced in the resonance am
old conventions of the SU(3) wave functions from Isgur andPlitude for the spatial integrals [44], which is

Karl's early works [58] 60], one obtains a negative mixing Or(k.q) — Or(yk. 7e) (30)
s s> /qH)»

angleds [50-53,[50] 68]. This question has been clarified
in Refs. [38,67]. Furthermore, the mixing angle betweenwherey, = My/E; andyq = My/Es.

ThenNN couplinge,, and the couplin@y - 9ugq from w-
meson exchange in thehannel are considered as free param-

For theyp — n%p reaction, we obtairRS ~ 1.0 and eters in the present calculations. By fitting the experimient
RZD ~ 1.5 by fitting the 450 data points of ffierential cross data ofyp — #°p reaction (see Tabll), we getnn ~ 13.2
section, and the 53 data points of total cross section colfi.e.,a, = g% /47 ~ 13.8) andg.y - Gugq = 1.37. ThexrNN
lected in Tab[Tll. While for theyn — 7°n reaction, we ob-  coupling determined in this work is compatible with the w&lu
tain RS =~ RS ~ 0.7, R2 ~ 1.4 andR =~ 1.0 by fitting the  g.n = 135 adopted in other literature [28,129]. According
36 data points of total cross section around the second rest the decay ofv — ry, one obtaing,,, ~ 0.32 [46]. Then
nance energy regiond0 < W < 1.72 GeV recently mea- the wqq coupling extracted by us ig.qq = 4.28, which is
sured at MAMI [3]. With these determineld parameters, consistent with the valug,qq =~ 3 suggested in Ref. [73].

N(1520D;3 and N(1700)D,3 is adopted to b&, ~ 10° as
widely suggested in the Iiteratqu[ 59,168, 69].



: . inTabs[OV andV.
TABLE IV: The strength parameteiSg determined by the experi- v Ly
mental data.
Cg parametef yp — 7°p | yn — 2°n TABLE V: The massedMr (MeV) and widthsI'r (MeV) for the
[70.78] 0.61+006 0.4370.09 s-channel resonances in present work compared with the s/alue
31(){518?35) 004 ' 0‘:;9 Breit-Wigner (BW) and pole parametrizations from PDG14][34
S11(1535) -
[7101,281 0.39+004 0.27+0.06 resonance| (Mg,Tr)ours (Mg, TR)pole (Mg, I'r)ew
i%ol_ }Zzz I Y A(1232P5;| 12102982 | 12101,1002 | 123221172
[7101, 8] 1.41+015 1.32+009 N(1535551 15135’113%2 151038’ 17@38 153538’ 15@%2
Dsof1520 009 | STR0090 N(1650)5,; |1660 23, 150'39| 165515, 13535 | 165515, 14039
Dysfie20) -105 A(1630)83; | 160019, 13525 160020, 130719 | 1630, 14029
Dis(1700) 0.09 0.08 N(1520)D;3| 1518%, 1055, | 15102,110°° | 15152, 11510
B o0y 2.05 N(1720)P15 | 1685 L, 1205 | 167512, 250/150| 172030, 250159
Cp33(1232) 18&88% 183
0331(1520) 18@828 180
Cbo,1675) 1.00 1.00
Cp13(1720) 100 32@8% B. )/p N ﬂop

. The chiral quark model studies ¢p — 7°p were carried

There are another two parameters, the constituent quar&Jt in Refs. [43] 45, 26] about twenty years ago. During the
MassTy an(_j the harmonic oscﬂlatpr strengthfrom the tran- past two decades, great progress has been achieved for pion
sition a_mplltudes. In the calculation we adopt th2e|r stadda photoproduction at JLab, CB-ELSA, MAMI, and GRAAL.
valugzs in the the quark modet, = 330 MeV ande® = 016 Tho new data sets are more accuracy and have larger solid
GeV. angle coverage and wider photon energy range. The improve-

In the calculations, the = 3 shell resonances are treated ment of the experimental situations gives us a good oppor-
as degeneration; their degenerate mass and width are takentanity to test our model and study the excitation spectra of
M = 2080 MeV and” = 200 MeV, since in the low energy re- nucleon andA(1232) at the same time. All the intermedi-
gion the contributions from the = 3 shell are not significant.  ate states in the channel classified in the quark model with
In the u channel, the intermediate states are the nucleon angl < 2 are listed in Tall!. It should be pointed out that in
A(1232) and their resonances. It is found that contributionshis reaction the contributions from the nucleon excitagio
from then > 1 shell are negligibly small and insensitive to with the representation [708] are forbidden by the Moor-
the degenerate masses for these shells. In this work, we tak@use selection ru|a|4 42]. In time= 0 shell, both nucleon
M; = 1650 MeV M. = 1750 MeV) for the degenerate mass pole andA(1232)Ps3 contribute to the reaction. Comparing
of n=1 (n = 2) shell resonances. In tisehannel, the masses their CGLN amplitudes listed in TaB. |, we can obviously see
and widths of the resonances are taken from the PDIG [34], ahat A(1232)P33 plays a dominant role for its larger ampli-
the constituent quark model predictiohs![61] if no experime tudes. In then = 1 shell, twoS-wave stateN(15355:;
tal data are available. For the main resonances, we allaw theand A(1620)83; and two D-wave statesN(1520)D;3 and
masses and widths to change around the values from PDG [34}1700)Ds; contribute to the reaction. Considering configura-
in order to better describe the data. The determined vahees ation mixing efects, we find thalN(1650)8:1 andN(1700D13
listed in Tab[¥. As a comparison, the resonance masses ar@én also contribute to the reaction. Similarly, from Tab.d w
widths of both pole and Breit-Wigner parametrizations fromcan find thatN(1535)8:, and N(1520)D13 play a dominant
the PDG [34] are listed in Tal[JV as well. It is found that role in then = 1 shellS-wave andD-wave resonances, respec-
the resonance masses and widths extracted by us are in goggely. In then = 2 shell eightP-wave resonances and fife
agreement with the values of pole parametrization. The reayave resonances contribute to the reaction. Comparing thei
son is that when we fit the data, a momentum independemtGLN amplitudes we find thakl(1720)P;3 and N(1680F 15
width T'r is used, which is similar to the pole parametrization.p|ay adominantrole in the = 2 shellP-wave resonances and
It should be pointed out th&t(1720)P13 seems to be a narrow F-wave resonances, respectively.

one half of the average value from the POGI[34]. Howeversections, total cross section, beam asymmetry, target-asym
our result is in good agreement with that extracted from thénetry, and polarization of recoil protons from pion prodeit
7~p — KA reaction by D. H. Saxoet al. [74]. The strong  threshold up to the second resonance region foythes 7°p
decay properties dfi(1720)P13 will be discussed in detail in - reaction. The model parameters are determined by fitting the
our another work. 450 data points of dierential cross section from MAMI[4| 5]

To know some uncertainties of a main paramety, Mg, and CB-ELSA[[9] in the beam energy region 240 Me¥, <
I'r) we vary it around its central value until the predictions ar 862 MeV, and the 53 data points of total cross section from
inconsistent with the data within their uncertainties. e~ MAMI [72] and CB-ELSA [9] in the beam energy region
tained uncertainties for the main parameters have been giv240 < E, < 1138 MeV (see Tali_ll). Thg? datum point



is abouty?/Ngaa = 4.3. Our results are compared with the  data in Ei§s11-10.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Diferential cross section of thep — #°p reaction as a function of scattering angle. Data are takam {¢] (solid
circles), [5] (solid squares),_[75] (solid triangles), &l (open triangles). The first and second numbers in eachefigarrespond to the
photon energ¥, (MeV) and therN center-of-mass (c.m.) ener§ly (MeV), respectively.

The diferential and total cross sections are shown in Eigs. ferential cross sections and the total cross section. Alecor
and[2, respectively. It is seen that the chiral quark model caing to our calculations, we find that(1232)Ps3 is respon-
obtain a reasonable description of the data in a wide energsible for first bump atE, ~ 300 MeV. It governs the re-
regionE, = 200 ~ 900 MeV. To clearly see the contribu- action in the first resonance region. Bdi{1535)5,; and
tions from diferent resonances, we also plot the energy deN(1520)D,3 together dominate the resonance contributions
pendent dierential cross sections in Fig. 3. One can clearlyin the second resonance region. They give approximately
see three bump structures in both the energy dependent diégqual contributions to the second bumpEgt ~ 700 MeV.
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E, = 600 ~ 900 MeV are improved notably, while without
the t-channel contributions, the cross sections are underesti-
mated obviously (see Fidd. 2 ddd 4). Finally, it should be-men
T T T T T T tioned that our quark model explanation of the first and sécon
] bump structures in the cross sections are consistent wath th
of the isobar model [7+9]. However, our quark model explana-

100 H -
] off4331(1620) ]
. ] off S, (1650)]
fe) .
—_ 4 <>, N
o
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/l\ 10 =
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= ]
o} ]
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1

— T T T T T T T T T
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/' ‘/' .\
./l ,/‘

3

LA A AL A DL A B B
FIG. 2: (Color online) Total cross section as a function ofi.cen- 300 600 900 300 600 900
ergy W for theyp — #°p reaction. Data are taken frof [9] (open Ey (MeV) Ey (MeV)
circles), [76] (solid circles), and [72] (triangles). Thesults for
switching df the contributions fronN(1650)5;1, A(1620)S3;, and
t channel; and the partial cross sectionsA¢(t232)33, N(1535)5,,,
N(1520D13, N(1720P;3 and theu channel are indicated explicitly i 3. (Color online) Photon energy dependerffaiiential cross
by different legends in the figure. section of theyp — #°p reaction. Data are taken fror [5] (left
triangles), [77] (open squares). [78] (solid stars)] [78)en trian-

) ) ~ gles), [80] (open circles), [81] (solid square5)] [82] {[daircles), [9]
TheN(1720)P,3 resonance might be responsible for the thirdgown triangles), [[11] (up triangles). J12] (diamonds). €Thar-

bump atE, ~ 1000 MeV. It should be mentioned that although tial cross sections fon(1232)Pss, N(1535)8:1, N(1520)D;5 and
A(1620)53; and N(1650)511 do not give obvious structures N(1720)Py; are indicated explicitly by dierent legends in the fig-
in the cross sections, they are crucial to give a correcteshapure.

of the diferential cross sections from the second resonance

region to the third resonance region (see Elg. 4). Switching

off their contributions one can see that the total cross sextion

aroundE, = 700 ~ 1000 MeV are overestimated slightly tion of the third bump structure fiiers from that of the isobar
(see Figs[2). The-channel background plays a crucial role model [719]. In Refﬁ@g], the authors predicted that thidth
in the reaction, it has strong destructive interferenced wi bump might be due to three major contribution$l 700Dz,
A(1232)P33, N(1535)511 andN(1720P13. By including the  N(1680)15 andN(1650)5,4, rather tharN(1720)P13. Thus,
t-channel vector-meson exchange contribution, we find thato clarify the puzzle about the third bump structure in treessr
the descriptions of the cross sections in the energy regiosection more studies of the reactipp — 7°p are needed.

The beam asymmetriésin the energy regiolk, = 220 ~ 900 MeV are shown in Fid.]5. In this energy region, the
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polarized data are not as abundant as those fiérédntial
————— cross sections. In the low energy regiep < 600 MeV,
815,1552 until now no data ork at the forward and backward angles

44 had been obtained. From Figl 5, it is seen that the chiral
quark model has achieved good descriptions of the measured
beam asymmetries in the energy regiofe, = 220 ~ 800

MeV. In the higher energy regioB, > 800 MeYV, it is found

that the chiral quark model poorly describes the data at for-
ward angles. To clearly see contributions frorfielient reso-
nances, the energy dependent beam asymmetries at six angles

S offS31(1620)| 863, 1581 fem = 20°,60°, 907, 125, 150, 170° are shown in FigJ6 as
] off S11(1650) well. From the figure, it is found that the beam asymmgtiy
|l=:—- off t channel sensitive taA(1232)P33. Its strong &ects not only exist in the

first resonance region, but also extend to the second resenan
region. If we switch & the contributions ofA(1232)Ps3,

the beam asymmetiy changes drastically. Furthermore, we
find that bothN(1520)D;3 and N(1535)5;; have strong ef-
fects on the beam asymmetyaround the second resonance
region (i.e.,E, = 700 MeV), and without their contribu-
tions, the beam asymmet®y in this energy region changes
notably. In the higher energy regi&y > 800 MeV, itis found
that the resonancesS(1232Ps3, N(1520D13, N(1535)5:4,
FIG. 4: (Color online) Bects of N(1650)8;;, A(1620)3; andt  N(1650)511, A(1620)53; and N(1720)P,5 together with the
channel on the dierential cross sections of thep — 7°p pro- u-channel background have equally important contributions
cess. Data are taken frohi [9] (open squares)land [11] (splidres).  to the beam asymmetd. It should be mentioned that when
The results by switching fb the contributions fromN(16508:11,  the beam energl, > 800 MeV, manyP- andF-wave states
A(16208;1, andt channel are indicated explicitly by fterent leg-  in then = 2 shell begin to have obviousfects on the beam
ends in the figure. The first and second number in each figure cosymmetryE as well. Thus, so many equal contributors in this
respond to the photon energy (MeV) and thexN center-of-mass  pigher energy region makefiicult descriptions of the beam
energyW (MeV), respectively. asymmetnE.

do/dQ (yp—>7"p) (ub)
N

The polarizations of recoil protor? are shown in Fig.l7. well. It is found that an obvious dip structure appears atoun
In the low energy regioft, < 650 MeV, only a few old data E, = 700 MeV, which can be well described in the chiral
with limited angle coverage were obtained. Recently, someguark model. The dip structure is due to the strofigas of
precise new data in the higher energy regign~ 700 ~  A(1232)P33. When we switch fi its contribution, we find that
900 MeV were reported by the CBELSPAPS Collabora- the dip structure disappears. Furthermore, from [Hig. 8 it is
tion [10]. From Fig.[7, it is found that our quark model obviously seen that the polarization of recoil protéris sen-
descriptions are in reasonable agreement with the measursitive toN(1520D;3 andN(1535)S;; around the second res-
ments in a fairly wide energy regida, = 280 ~ 800 MeV.  onance region (i.eE, = 700 MeV). In the higher energy re-
Above the photon enerdy, ~ 800 MeV, the quark model de- gionE, > 800 MeV,A(1232)P33, N(1520)D13, N(1535)511,
scriptions at both forward and backward angles become worsd(1650)5;11, theu-channel background and other higher par-
compared with the data. To clearly see contributions frontial waves have approximately equal contributionBtavhich
different resonances, the energy dependreat six angles leads to a complicated description of the higher energy. data
fem = 40°,60°,90°,110°, 130", 150° are shown in Fig.]8 as

The target asymmetrie§ are shown in Fig[]9. Below with a very small angle coverage were obtained. Recently,
the photon energye, =~ 700 MeV, only a few old data some precise data with larger angle coverage in the higher
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Beam asymmetry of thg — 7°p process as a function of scattering angle. The data are faien|5] (solid left
triangles), |[88] (open squares), [84] (open up trianglig5)] (solid circles),|[111] (solid squares), [13] (diamohd8&] (solid down triangles),
[14] (stars). The first and second number in each figure qooresto the photon enerdy, (MeV) and thexN center-of-mass energy/
(MeV), respectively.

energy regiong, =~ 700 ~ 900 MeV were published by no obvious dip structure arourk} = 700 MeV can be found
CBELSA/TAPS Collaboration/[10]. By comparing with the in the target asymmetry. According to the chiral quark
new data we find that our chiral quark model calculation ob-model predictions, the dip structure should be found at the
viously underestimates the target asymmatrin the higher  forward and backward angles as well. In the higher energy
energy regiorE, > 700 MeV, but the predicted tendency is regionE, > 700 MeV, it is found that many contributors,
in rough agreement with the data. In the low energy regiorsuch asA(1232)Ps3, N(1535)511, N(1650)511, N(1520D13,

E, ~ 280 ~ 450 MeV, the data can be well described in the A(1620)531, N(1720)P;3 and theu-channel background have
chiral quark model, though the data at forward and backwar@bvious dfects on the target asymmefry

angles are still absent. In the energy regign~ 450 ~ 660 In brief, obvious roles of theA\(1232)Ps3, N(1535%11,
MeV, our quark model results are obviously smaller than thq\|(1650)511’ A(1620831, N(1520)D13 andN(1720)P13 have
data at th(=T forward angle. To test our model, we expect tha§een found in thep — 7°p process. (i\(1232)Ps3 not only
more precise measurements with large angle coverage can Bgys a dominant role around the first resonance region, its
carried out in the energy regids, < 700 MeV in the fu-  strong contributions also extend up to the third resonaece r
ture. To clearly see contributions fromfldirent resonances, gion, which can be obviously seen in the cross section, beam
the energy dependent target asymmetflesit six angles  asymmetry, target asymmetry and polarization of recoit pro
fem = 27°,50°,83°,100°, 120°, 145’ are shown in Fid. T0 as  tons. (ji) BothN(1520)D;5 andN(1535)S1; play a dominant
well. The data show that there is a dip structure at the anrole around the second resonance region. They are the main
gle 6cm >~ 80° ~ 100" around the second resonance regioncontributors of the second bump structure in the energyriepe
E, = 700 MeV. This structure can be explained by the strongjent diferential cross section and total cross section. Their
interferences betweet(1232pPs3 andN(1535511. Switch-  gtrong efects on the polarization observables can be seen ob-
ing off the contributions of eithe&(1232)pPs3 or N(1535511,  viously as well. (jii) N(1720)P;15 might play a crucial role
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in the third resonance region. It might be responsible fer th
third bump structure in the energy dependeffedéential cross
T ey || section and total cross section. However, no dominant role
- of N(1720pP13 is found in the polarization observables. It
should be pointed out that the evidencé\gil 720)P;3 around
> the third resonance region should be further confirmed due to
1.7 off S11(1535) \ our poor descriptions of the polarization observables & th
== offuchannel o7 higher energy region. (ivA(1620)53; and N(1650)5;; are
off t channel . crucial to give the correct shape of thefdrential cross sec-
tions in the second resonance region, although they do not
contribute obvious structures in the cross sections. (v) Fu
thermore, ther- andt-channel backgrounds play crucial roles
in the reaction as well. The channel has a strong interfer-
ence with the resonances, suchA{$232P33, N(1520D13
and N(1535)5;;. Including thet-channel vector-meson ex-
change contribution, we find that the descriptions in the en-
ergy regiong, = 600 ~ 900 MeV are improved obviously.
(vi) No obvious contributions of the other resonances, sisch
N(1700)D13, A(1700D33 and N(1680)F 15, are found in the
yp — 7°p process.

_ off P33(1232)
0.6~ — offD13(1520) |

0

Z (yp—>1p)
o
2.

— T T T T T 1 — T T T T T 1
300 600 900 300 600 900
E (MeV) E (MeV)

FIG. 6: (Color online) Photon energy dependent beam asymmet
of theyp — #°p reaction. The data are taken from|[84] (right tri-
angles), [83] (open up triangles), [85] (open diamondsl] [solid
diamonds), [13] (down triangles)._[86] (open circles). [[14olid
squares), [87] (solid circles), and [88] (open squares)e f@sults
by switching df the contributions from various partial waves are in-
dicated explicitly by diferent legends in the figure.

C. yn—an in the second and third resonances reglon [19]. In this en-
ergy region, recently the quasi-fredgfdérential and total cross
sections for this reaction were also measured by the Crystal

The chiral quark model studies Qh — 7%n were carried Ball/TAPS experiment at MAM|m3] Thus, these new mea-
out in Refs. @5@6] about twenty years ago. Howeversyrements in the higher resonances region provide us a good
the model studies were limited in the first resonance regiorbpportunity to extend the chiral quark model to study these
because only a few scattered data were obtained from th‘ﬂgh-lying resonances.
old measurements in the early 1970s. Fortunately, obvious
progress has been achieved in experiments in recent yaars. | The contributors of thes-channel intermediate states clas-
2009, some measurements of the beam asymmetries for tisdied in the quark model witim < 2 have been listed in
yn — 7% process were obtained by the GRAAL experimentTab.[Il. In then = 0 shell, the dominant contribution to
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Polarization of recoil protomsof theyp — n°p reaction as a function of scattering angle. Data are takan {B5]
(circles), [89] (triangles), and_[10] (squares). The finstlaecond number in each figure correspond to the photonyeBer@gMeV) and the
7N center-of-mass energly (MeV), respectively.

the reaction comes from th&(1232)Ps3, which has much been well determined by thep data. Thus, in then — 7°n
larger CGLN amplitudes than the nucleon pole. In the reaction these parameters are taken to have the same values
1 shell, threeS-wave statesN(1535)S1;, N(1650)8:; and  as in theyp — n°p process. The other strength parame-
A(1620)531[70,210], and fourD-wave statesN(1520)D3, ters, Cr, for the main resonanced$(15355;1, N(165085;1,
N(1700D;3, N(1675D15 and A(1700)D33 contribute to the  N(1520)D;3 and N(1720)P;3 for the yn reaction can not be
reaction. By comparing their CGLN amplitudes listed in well constrained by thep data for their diferent photocou-
Tab.[l, we find thatN(1535)5:1 andN(1520D13 play dom-  plings, thus, we determine them by fitting the $6 data
inant roles in thes&- and D-wave resonances. In the= points of total cross section around the second resonance en
2 shell, twelveP-wave resonance and sevéawave reso- ergy region 1.30 Ge¥ W < 1.72 GeV recently measured at
nances contribute to the reaction. Most of fRavave and MAMI [3]. The y? datum point is abouyg?/Ngaa = 2.8. Our
F-wave resonances in thre= 2 shell have comparable am- results compared with the data have been shown ifEigsi11-16.
plitudes.N(1720)P15, N(1900pP13 andA(1600P33 have rela- The diferential cross sections compared with the data are
tively larger CGLN amplitudes in the = 2 shellP-wave res-  shown in Fig[IlL. In the energy region what we consider, only
onances, whileN(1680) 15 and A(1905) 35 have relatively  a few data can be obtained. Fortunately, the abundant data
bigger CGLN amplitudes among time= 2 shellF-wave res-  for the yp — #%p process help us well constrain some im-
onances. portant model parameters, as we pointed out above. From
In this work, we have carried out a chiral quark model studyFig. [I1, one can see that the data of tre — #°n reac-
of the yn — 7%n reaction up to the second and third reso-tion are reasonably reproduced. To clearly see the contri-
nances region. In the SU@P(3) symmetry limit, the pa- butions from diferent partial waves, we plot the energy de-
rameters from thar- andt-channel backgrounds and tike  pendent dierential cross sections in Fig.J12 as well. Our
resonanced (123233 and A(1620)83; for the 2°n channel  results obviously show three bump structures in the forward
should be the same as those for #3@ channel, which have angle region. It is found that the resonan@g4232)Pss3,
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total cross section in the first resonance region. In thisggne

region, we predict that the ratio of total cross section leetuv
™) the 70 channel and the®p channelr,/op is around 1 (see
- Fig.[13).
| Furthermore, by analyzing the data offdrential and total
cross sections, we find tha{1620)S3; andN(1650)51; play
obvious roles around their mass threshold. If we swittth o
them, the cross sections around their mass threshold are ove
estimated significantly. It should be mentioned that, theob
N(1650)5;; should be confirmed by more accurate data in the
future, which will be further discussed in SECTII D. Finalt
should be pointed out that the backgrounds play a crucial rol
in the reaction. The-channel background has strong destruc-
tive interferences witiA(1232)P33, N(1535)5:11, N(1520D13
and N(1720P13. Including thet-channel vector-meson ex-
change contribution, we find that the descriptions of thegro
sections in the energy regidf, = 600 ~ 900 MeV are im-
proved significantly.

The polarization observations for the@ — 7°n reaction
are very sparse. In the year of 2009, the beam asymretry
in the second and third resonances region was measured by
the GRAAL Collaboration for the first time[ [19]. Our chi-
ral quark model results are shown in Higl] 15. From the fig-
ure, it is seen that the model results are in rough agreement
with the data. Our results are notably smaller than the data a
Ey (MeV) Ey (MeV) the intermediate angles. To clearly see the contributicors f
different partial waves, the energy dependent beam asymme-
triesX at six angle®.m = 20°,52°,91°,123, 144,163 are
shown in Fig[Ib as well. From the figure, one can find that
FIG. 8: (Color online) Photon energy dependent polarizatibre- below the photon energl, ~ 500 MeV, the beam asym-
coil protons for theyp — z°p reaction. Data are taken from [90] metry is sensitive toA(1232)Ps3 and theu-channel back-
(open circles) [[91](solid circles), [92] (diamonds),/[$8olid down ground. By turning & one of them, the beam asymmetry
triangles), [94] (solid stars)| [95] (open stars)./[96] lgsquares), changes drastically in this energy region. Similarly, we ca
[BE] (solid up triangles) [[97] (solid left triangles). [Peopen down obviously find that around the second resonance region, i.e.

triangles), and.[99] (solid right triangles). The resulysdwitchin

offthge cczntribu%)n]s(from vagrious pa?tial)waves are irsll(sjicmuic? E, ~ 700 MeV, theN(153551, N(16508511, N(1520Ds,

itly by different legends in the figure. A(1232)P33, A(1620)S3; and theu-channel background have
strong dfects on the beam asymmetry. Up to the second
resonance region, the higher partial wave states, such as
N(1720)P;13 begin to contribute to beam asymmetry. Many

N(1535)511, N(1520)D13 andN(1720)P;3 play crucial roles  resonances together with the backgrounds have approximate

in theyn — #°n reaction. TheA(1232)Ps3 resonance is re- equal contributions to the beam asymmetry, leading to a very

sponsible for the first bump structure arouad~ 300 MeV.  complicated description of the data.

Both N(1535)511 andN(1520D;3 are the main contributors  ag 5 whole, a reasonable chiral quark model description

to the second bump arourtg ~ 700 MeV. TheN(1720P1s  of theyn — #%n reaction is obtained from the pion produc-

resonance is most likely responsible for the third bumpmagou o, threshold up to the second resonance region. Obvious

E, = 1000 MeV. evidences of the\(1232)Ps3, N(1535)511, N(1520)D13 and
The total cross sections compared with the data are showN(1720P13 are also found in then — #°n reaction. (i)

in Fig.[I3. Obvious roles oA(1232)P33, N(1535)65:1 and  The ground staté\(1232)Ps3, the S-wave stateN(153585;;

N(1720P13 in the yn — 7°n reaction can be found in together with theD-wave stateN(1520)D:3, and the P-

the total cross section as well. Recently, the total crossvave stateN(1720)P;3 are responsible for the first, second,

section was measured by the Crystal BAPS experiment and third bump structures in the cross sections, respéctive

at MAMI [B]. There are two obvious bump structures in (i) Furthermore, another twS-wave states\(1620S3; and

the cross section in the second and third resonances ré&{(1650)S:; have obviousfects on the dferential cross sec-

gion (see Fig[113). The bump structure around the secontion around their mass threshold, although they do not give

resonance region receives approximately equal contoibsiti any structure in the cross sections. It should be pointed out

from N(1535)511 andN(1520)D;3, while the bump structure that the role oN(1650)S:1 should be further confirmed in fu-

around the third resonance region might be due to the corture experiments. (iii) The backgrounds play a crucial inle

tributions of N(1720P13. There are no measurements of thethe reaction. The channel background has a strong construc-

— ———
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Target asymmetry of theg — 7°p reaction as a function of scattering angle. The data arentirken [85] (solid
circles), [100] (solid triangles), [101] (open circleshda[10] (solid squares). The first and second number in eaadhefigorrespond to the
photon energ¥, (MeV) and therN center-of-mass energly (MeV), respectively.

tive interference with thes-channel resonanceg1232)P;3, by the relation
N(1535)8;; and N(1520D;3. By including thet-channel
vector-meson exchange contribution, we find that the de-

scriptions in the energy regiof, = 600 ~ 900 MeV are A'I‘/‘ia/z = IqII\/I—RI“R\ 2}23/2, (32)
slightly improved. (vi) No obvious evidence of the other-res ' [KIMNbyon "%

onances, such d$(1700)D13, N(1675)D1s5, A(1700)D33 and

N(1680¥ 15, is found in theyn — 7°n process. whereb,on = /TR IS the branching ratio of the resonance.

The quantity for different resonances can be analytically ex-
pressed from their CGLN amplitudes. We have given the ex-
D. Helicity amplitudes pressions of the for several low-lying nucleon and res-
onances in Talj.VI. We estimate the helicity amplitudes for
The accurate data for then — 7°n andyp — #%p pro-  these main contributing resonanca$1232)Ps3, A(1620)Sas,
cesses provide us a good platform to extract the helicity amN(1535)511, N(1650)511, N(1520)D13 andN(1720pP13. The
plitudes of the dominant resonances in these reactions. Théranching ratios,n for N(1720)P;3 are adopted from our
oretically, the helicity amplitudes,, for a baryon resonance quark model prediction, and the branching ratios for otaef r

N* photoexcitation on a nucleon are defined by onances are taken from PDG14/[34] (see tablé VII). Our ex-
tracted helicity amplitudes are listed in Tab. VIIl. As a com
A= V2r/k(N*: J, = AHeN; J, = 1 - 1), (31)  parison, in the same table we also show our previous solution

extracted from they photoproduction processes [38], the re-
whered = 1/2 and 32. As we know, the helicity amplitudes cent analysis of theN data from SAID [2B-25], Kent [27]
of a resonance are related to the transition amplitudeseof thand BnGa [[20| 22], the average values from PDCG14 [34],
photoproduction reactions. Thus, we can extract the telici and the theoretical predictions fromfi@drent quark mod-
amplitudes from the neutral pion photoproduction processeels [107) 108].
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Photon energy dependent target asym
try of theyp — n°p reaction. The data are taken from [1L00] (solid
squares), [101] (open square$), [102] (solid circles), [88# (open
triangles). The results by switchingfdhe contributions from vari-
ous partial waves are indicated explicitly byffdrent legends in the
figure.

From Tab[VIII, it is found that the helicity amplitudes of N(1650)81; [3€], which is supported by the latest analysis
A(1232)P33 extracted in present work are in good agreemenbdf the same reaction from the Bndﬂ[él 39] and Kent [27]
with the values from P4] and other partial wave anal-groups. However, in present work by analyzing the recent the
ysis groups [20, 22—25, P7, 109]. final-state-interaction (FSI) corrected data of #he— 7°nre-

The AP dAY - of N(1535 tracted in thi K ac_:tion from the A2 CoIIaboratioﬂl[S], a.negative.hel_icitw—:o
€Ay, andAy , of N(1535§5,, extracted in this work are ling A}, ~ —18x 10°GeV "2 is obtained, which is com-

. i
ggg??;gﬁ \g;?atf(: grrl?ﬁ\(é g\ﬁra %glg]eiiﬂgmje t:gtgs;[niggl yatible with the values from the PDGB4] and the recent

out that with the same model we found a smajlprcoupling SI'.A‘ID:,?aIy?iES]' Cobr:trgdigt;)ry retsultsd;or th(tecou-
A}, ~ 60x 10-3GeV /2 for the (153551 by the analysis tp Ing L2 ?h ( Bl](.jo| .aér)e : rtc;]mt 1:12/0 65%ren r?ic'
of the yp — np process([38], and similar solution was also 1ONS With the same model indicate that INE1650)5,, state

obtained in[[52] 110]. The reason for thefdrentyp cou- found in theyn — #°n is possibly not the same state found

l for N(1535 in the 0 d h s should b in theyn — gn if the fjata are accurate enqugh. It should
gl?r%‘?edoirn fEJture ?tlljldligs 7P andnp channels should be be noted that the FSI is rather rough correction that assumes

identical é¢fects on the proton and the neutron, which certainly
All the partial wave analysis groups have extracted simidoes not have to be the case [3]. Thus, considering that the
lar yp couplingAf , for N(1650)51: from the data, which is  data from the A2 Collaboration might bear large uncertesti
also consistent with the theoretical predictions in quaddm jn the second resonance region, with a small positive lglici
els [107/108]. However, contradictory solutions for the amplitude A , ~ 20x 10-3GeV-1/2 for N(1650)5,1, we pre-
couplingA? , of N(1650)51, are obtained by dierent groups.  dict the diferential and total cross sections around the second
Our previous analysis of then — nn reaction indicates resonance region ( see Figl 17).N{1650):; has a positive
a positive helicity couplingd],, ~ 24 x 103GeV "/ for
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Diferential cross sections of the — =°n reaction as a function of scattering angle. Data are taken {8] (open
circles), [10B] (solid circles)[ [104] (solid squares)ddi05] (solid triangles). The first and second number in dapire correspond to the
photon energ¥, (MeV) and therN center-of-mass energly (MeV), respectively.

helicity amplitude, it is found that i) the flerential cross sec- In our previous work[[38], we gave our estimations of the
tion and the total cross section around the second resonanbelicity amplitudes foiN(1520)D;3 by the analysis of the
region should be significantly larger than the present @eitd; photoproduction data. However, the large uncertaintighef
i) N(1650)5:1 has obviously constructive interference with branching ratido,n lead to a weak conclusion of these helic-
N(1535)5;; and N(1520)D,3, which can be tested in future ity amplitudes. In this work, the accurate branching rati
experiments. It was pointed out in Ref, [111] that the pesiti should let us extract the helicity amplitudes f8¢1520)D13
An , would imply N(1650)511 should have a largss compo- ~ more reliably. It is found that thé\f , extracted by us is in
nent in its wave function. To clarify the sign problem of the good agreement with the results from SAID group [25] and
yn coupling forN(1650)8;;, more accurate data are needed. the PDG average value [34]. However, , extracted in
present work are about 30% smaller than the PDG average
We find a large helicity amplitude fax(1620)831, whichis  value [34] and the results from other groups. It should be-men
about a factor 2 larger than the PDG average value [34], antioned that recently the CBEL$]SAPS Collaboration also
30% larger than the recent results from the BiGal[20, 22] anébund a small helicity amplitudd} , ~ 118x 10-°GeV-*/2
SAID [25] groups. However, we find that our result is very from an energy-independent multlpole analysis based on new
close to the theoretical predictions in quark models/[108]1  polarization data on photoproduction of neutral pions [10]
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FIG. 12: (Color online) Photon energy dependeiffedential cross

sections of thesn — 7°n reaction. Data are taken fror| [3](solid tri- FIG. 13: (Color online) Total cross section as a function tué t

angles), [106] (solid stars), [104] (solid squares), ar@B[i(solid  c.m. energyW for the yn — z°n reaction. Data are taken

circles). The partial cross sections fa(1232pPz3, N(1535811,  from [3]. The results by switching fb the contributions from

N(1520D;3 andN(1720)P;3 are indicated explicitly by dierentleg- ~ N(1650)8,1, A(1620)83;, andt channel; and the partial cross sec-

ends in the figure. tions for A(1232)P33, N(1535)511, N(1520D13, N(1720)P;13 andu
channel are indicated explicitly byftirent legends in the figure.

IV. SUMMARY

The yn couplings for theN(1520)D13 extracted in this work
are compatible with the PDG values within 30% uncertainties
Our results are slightly smaller than the results from offeef

tial wave analysis groups.

In this work, we have studied neutral pion photoproduction
on nucleons within a chiral quark model. We have achieved
reasonable descriptions of the data from the pion productio
threshold up to the second resonance region.

The roles of the low-lying resonances in the reactions

For N(1720)P;3, we have noted that the absolute values ofwere carefully analyzed. We found that: (@#)(1232)P33,
the Af 5 andAg , extracted by us are compatible with the re- N(1535)511, N(1520)D13, andN(1720)P;3 play crucial roles
sults from the énGdﬂ@Z] and Kent [27] groups. However,in bothyp — 7°p andyn — 7°n reactions. The\(1232)Ps3
their solutions have opposite signs to our results. It isrint resonance not only plays a dominant role around the first res-
esting to find that our results are consistent with the quarlonance region, but also contributes up to the third resaanc
model predictions by Z. Li and F. Close [107], and the par-region. BothN(1535)51; andN(1520)D13 paly crucial roles
tial wave analysis of thgn — nn reaction from the Giessen around the second resonance region. The second bump struc-
group [110]. Knowledge about thgn couplings,AT/2 and  ture arounck, = 700 MeV in the cross section receives ap-
Ag/z, for the N(1720)P;3 is very poor, and dierent groups proximately equal contributions from these two resonances
have given very dferent predictions. In the SU@®D(3) sym-  N(1720)P,3 might play a crucial role in the third resonance
metry limit, we predict the;!xg/2 should be zero, which is com- region. It might be responsible for the third bump structure
patible with the analysis of the Kent grolip[27]. More stisdie in cross section, which should be further investigated due t
are needed to clarify these puzzles aboutNKE720)P; 3. our relatively poor descriptions of the polarization olvser
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TABLE VI: The expressions of¢ in Eq.[32 for various reso-

1.2 7 nances. Here we have defingdd = /%{%Wr—i A =
2 7k2+q2 2 7k2+q2
1.0 [ - 5a0s g€ 8 = s gpe s D =
o 2oy 2y e ) e,%gi
b~ 0.8 mq  5a2 Er+My -
A(1232P33 é12| —K %%(14' Ef‘:—'RAN)|Q|CP33(1232)
061 &3] —K %;%Z(H aﬁ—ﬁN)|Q|CP33(1232)
04 A(16208B31 é12 K- %)ﬂcsgl(lezo)
. — 71 ' T ' T T T T p w w [70,28]
1200 1350 1500 1650 1800 N(1535Bu &), K5 (1+ 7)) ACS 1535
W (MeV) &n,| ~K2 [(1+ )4 s | Acke
N(16506; &7 KL (L+ 2 )Acko®)
FIG. 14: (Color online) Cross section ratiq /o, between the reac- (16505 £, ol (w Z”hzow Sy (1650)7028
tionsyn — 7°n andyp — #°p as a function of the center-of-mass & K3 [(1+ ) = omy ﬂc[sn’(léso)
energyW. Data are taken from Ref][3]. N(1520D15 ff/z ,Kw_‘yf(l_ &)Bcgo'if]szo)
- 9v2 mq 13
w. 70,28
§§/2 K \/g?ygcl[);lg(lézo)
ables in this energy region. (i) Furthermore, obvious evi- &,|-Kes [(1— )~ fmﬁ"uz]BCgf;fézo)
dence ofN(1650)5;; andA(1620)53; is also found in the re- o B \/57(& [1_ ta”""“”]BCVO’ZS]
actions. They notablyftect the cross sections and the po- 3/2 279 Viom D15(1520)

H H H W W t0p w- 2
larization observables from the second resonance region to  |N(1700Dss £7,, _9_}27([(1_ o)+ ZO\TDQT;;]BCI[;E(E%OO)
the third resonance region. (iii) The andt-channel back- . PP, cotdpwy (7028]
grounds play a crucial role in the reaction as well. The £312 ‘\/;7(? [“ Viom BCo,5a100
channel has strong interferences with the resonancesasuch &, (K\/%%(l _ &)Bcgo’iﬂom
A(1232)P33, N(1535)511 andN(1520D43. By including the o T, "“[70’28] v
t-channel vector-meson exchange contribution, the descrip $3p2 K 52?30013(17%)
tions of the data in the energy regi&) = 600 ~ 900 MeV N(1675Ds5 &), —7(%30015(1575)
are improved notably. (iv) No obvious evidence of the other n % % ge
resonances, e.gN(1700D13, N(1675)D15, A(1700)D33 and S " 20Vamy ~ P1s1879)
N(1680)15, was found in the reactions. N(L720P1s &0, K /332 (1+ 35)DIAICE, 1720,

Furthermore, the helicity couplings for the main reso- £ _x ;iw_iz)lqlcp
nancesA(1232)Ps3 N(1535)811, N(1520)D13, N(1720P13, >3/2 01082 P13(1720)
N(1650)5:1 and A(1620)83;, were extracted from the re- o K312 2o DIAICE 1720,
actions. We found that: (i) Our extracted helicity ampli- &, 0

tudes ofA(1232)P33 andN(1535)5;; are in good agreement
with the PDG average values and the results of other groups.
(ii) The yp coupling for N(1650)S;; extracted by us is in
good agreement with the results from the SAID [23-25] and
BnGa [20,2P]. However, properties of the coupling for
N(1650)5;; are still controversial. Our analysis of the recent

data of theyn — #°n reaction indicates a small negatiye  timated values from the PDG, however, our result is in good
coupling forN(1650)511. Its sign is opposite to that of other agreement with those extracted from the — K°A reaction
analyses of then — nn data [22] 38/ 39]. (i) We obtain by Saxoret al. [74]. To confirm the properties M(1720P13,

a large helicity coupling foA(1620)S3;, but it is very close 3 study of therp — KPA reaction is needed. (i) Further-
to the recent analysis from the BnGa grotpl [20, 22]. (V)more, a more realistic correction of the FSI for neutral pion
We give smaller helicity couplings foN(1520)D13, which  photoproduction on quasi-free neutrons hopefully will e o
are compatible with the PDG values at the 30% level. (V}ained in future. Then the sign problem of the coupling
The helicity couplingsA?, and A}, for N(1720pP13 ex- A}, of N(1650)81; could be clarified in then — =°n reac-
tracted by us are consistent with the quark model prediction, which seems to be crucial to uncover the puzzle of the
tions by Li and Close[[107. 108] and the analysis of thenarrow structure around/ = 1.68 GeV observed in the ex-
Giessen groug [110]. We find a small positive helicity cou-citation function of; production @ quasi-free neutrons. If
pling Aj , for N(1720ps5, and theAs , should be zero inthe  the yn couplingA},, of the N(1650)511 is negative, then the
SU(6)20(3) symmetry limit. narrow structure in then — nn reaction would no longer be
Finally, it should be pointed out that (i) the width of explained by the interferencéects betweeh(1535)5;; and

N(1720)P;3 extracted by us is notably narrower than the es-N(1650)51;.
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FIG. 15: (Color online) Beam asymmetry of the — 7°n reaction as a function of scattering angle. Data are takem {9]. The first and
second numbers in each figure correspond to the photon eBer@yeV) and therN center-of-mass enerdgyy (MeV), respectively.

TABLE VII: Branching ratiob,y of the resonances used in the calculation.

Resonancp\(1232)P33|A(1620)831 | N(1535)5:1 | N(1650)811 | N(1520)D15 | N(1720P13
b, 1.0 20~ 30% | 35~ 55% | 50~ 90% | 55~ 65% | 60~ 90%
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TABLE VIII: Extracted helicity amplitudes for the main negdn andA(1232) resonances from the neutral pion photoproductianti@ns (in
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