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We present parametrizations of th&¢N — N(1535)%/27, y*"N — N(1520)32" andy*N —
A(1232)32* transition amplitudes that are compatible with the analgbnstraints at the pseu-
dothreshold (Siegert’s theorem). The presented pararatitms also provide a fair description of
the experimental data. For the case of il — A(1232)32* transition, we discuss how the pion
cloud parametrizations of the electric and the Coulomb guamle form factors can be adjusted
according to the Siegert's theorem.
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1. Introduction

The electroexcitation of the nucleon resonangé®l(— N*) is experimentally restricted to the
spacelike region when the photon momentum trargfés negative Q% = —g? > 0) [1]. The timelike
region is delimited by the interval(Mr — M)? < Q? < 0, whereM and Mg are respectively the
nucleon and the resonance masses. Although the pseudatitrésclose to the photon poi@? = 0
for light resonances, the timelike region cannot be diyeaticessed. The timelike region however
imposes constraints on the analytic form of the transitiplitudes and form factors in the limit
where the photon three-momentupvanishes an@? = —(Mg — M)? (pseudothreshold limit). When
the transition current is defined using the general on-rabei-gauge invariant structure one can
defineelementanyform factors, such as the case of the Dirac and Pauli fornofador transitions to
spin ¥2 resonances. The requirement that those form factorse@fikinematic singularities at the
pseudothreshold implies that two or more form factors areetated at the pseudothreshold [2, 3].
An implication of those constraints is the relation betwdsmelectric E) and scalar$) amplitudes
expressed b¥ « S/|g|, when|g| — 0, which is known as the Siegert’'s theorem [4-6]. In this work
we discuss in particular the Siegert’s theorem for il — N(1535)1/27, v*"N — N(1520)32"
andy*N — A(1232)32" transitions [7-9].

2. *N = N(1535))/2

In the case of the*N — N(1535)1/2" transition one can concludes that the longitudinal ampli-
tude (A1/2) and the scalar amplitud&{,,) can be expressed at pseudothreshold limit as [3, 7]

Ag = 2bFy, Si2 = F1lql, (1)

Mgr-M
whereb = e /%2\;((,\';”—5_‘“';"2))2 (eis the elementary charge) akd = F; + nF» is a combination of the
R

Mr—M
Mr+M

Dirac and Pauli form factors with = [7]. In addition one concludes that at the pseudothresh-
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old, E; is finite and the functiong;, F, are free from kinematic singularities. The direct consegee
of Eq. (1) isA1/2 = ASy1,2/Iq] with A = V2(Mg — M), which is equivalent to the Siegert’s theorem,
sinceE o Ayj2. The resultSy,2 o |g] in particular can be interpreted as a consequence of thegrth
onality between the nucleon and tN¢1535)1/2~ states [7].

A parametrization of the amplitud®;,» compatible with the Siegert’s theorem is presented in
Fig. 1 (left panel) with the label MAID-SG [7]. This paramiettion difers from the MAID2007
parametrization [5] which fails to describe the Siegettsarem. The constraint from the Siegert’s
theorem is responsible for the inflection of the funct®n, near the pseudothreshold in the MAID-
SG parametrization. In the right panel we present the eénittthe kinematic-free form factoirs;
andF,. More details can be found in Ref. [7].
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Fig. 1.y*N — N(1535)¥2" transition. At the left: Amplitudé&, 2, comparison between a parametriza-
tion compatible with the Siegert’s theorem (MAID-SG) and NDR0O7. At the right: Representation
of the Dirac 1) and Pauli F») form factors (MAID-SG). Data from Ref. [10].
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Fig. 2.9*N — N(1520)32" transition. At the left: Comparison between transverselénges A >

andAg (v = V3). At the right: Comparison between the form factGisand«Gc, with « = %
Data from Ref. [10].
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3. »*N = N(1520)32"

In the case of the*N — N(1520)32" transition the analytic structure (singularity-free form
factors) requires the following dependence of the ampdisudear the pseudothreshold

Mo =0(q?),  Ep- =O(1), S1/2 = O(dl), (2)

whereM,_, E>- and Sy, are the magnetic, electric and scalar amplitudes [3, 4]. Wéheressed
in terms of the transverse amplitudés,» and Az, one can conclude that the first condition from
Eq. @) imply thatA;;» = Ag/2/ V3. In addition, at the pseudothreshold the last two ampdisuare
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related by% Eo>- = AS1/2 [3, 8]. Using the parametrizations fév 2, A3/ andS1/, one can calculate

the transition form factor&y,, Ge andG¢. At the pseudothreshol@g = %GC. Parametrizations
of the data compatible with the previous two conditions aesented in Fig. 2. In the figure we can
see that both conditions are satisfied in the lower limi®éf More details can be found in Ref. [8].

4. y*N - A(1232)32*

They*N — A(1232)32" transition can be characterized by the amplitulgs, Az/> andSy,, or
alternatively by the magneti&(,) electric Gg) and CoulombGc) form factors. The pseudothresh-
old limit implies that

B _ 5w
o~ lal

which is equivalent to the relation between electric andl@ob quadrupole form factor$Geg =
MzFf\Z:A Gc [11]. A parametrization of the data (MAID-SG2) [8] compadilvith the previous condition
is presented in the left panel of Fig. 3. The present form efStegert’s theorem, Eq.](3)ftkrs from
the more common fornk;, = ASy1,2/|0] [5, 6] by a factor of %|qg|. This factor is however necessary
in order to obtain the correct relation between form facairthe pseudothreshold [8].

In the central and right panel of Fig. 3 we present the rd®ag, Rs m associated with the form
factor data folGg andG¢ corresponding to the MAID-SG2 parametrization, for largalues ofQ?.
The MAID-SG2 parametrization is based on rational fundiof Q?, inducing the falléfs Gg o

1/Q% G¢ o« 1/Q6 for very largeQ?, as expected from pQCD [8].

A= V2(Mg = M), 3)
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Fig. 3.7*N — A(1232)32* transition. At the left: FunctionSe and«Gc with x = MM, At the
center: Results foRgy = —g—ﬁ. At the right: Results foRg y = —%Rg—; Data from Ref. [10].

5. ¥*N —> A(1232)32* — Gg and G¢ parametrizations

The Siegert’s theorem has been discussed in the literatutieei context of constituent quark
models [8,12]. The main conclusion is that a consistentrgegm of the transition current requires
the inclusion of processes beyond the impulse approximatiche quark level. This means that two-
body exchange currents that include quark-antiquark state important for the description of the
form factors near the pseudothreshold and at@12]. Those contributions are also refereed to as
meson cloud contributions.

When we consider the one-body level (impulse approximatioa Siegert's theorem is trivially
satisfied since the baryon wave functions based on valenaek @ontributions lead to vanishing
form factors at the pseudothreshold as a consequence oftti@gonality between states. For the
v*N — A(1232)32* this was shown explicitly in Ref. [9] based on a covariantrguaodel [13-15].

The problem becomes more complex when we consider contritsuassociated with the meson
cloud (beyond impulse approximation). Considering #h8 — A(1232)32* transition, there are
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parametrizations of the pion cloud contributions for thadyupole form factor&g andG¢ derived in
the largeN. limit that relate those form factors with the electric foratfor of the neutronGgn) [16,
17]

32 M2 - M2 . 1/2 5
GL(QD) - (M%) =@ G- (M%) VEMMAGen( @), @)

whereMy, is the mass of tha andGg,, = Ggn(Q?)/ Q2. One can however show that EdS. (4) are not
compatible with the Siegert's theorem. UsiBgn ~ —£r2Q?, for small values ofQ?, one concludes
thatGE —«G¢. = O(1/N2) at the pseudothreshold. A better approximation can beraatay modify-

ing G with a factor (1 + Q?/(M2 — M?)), which corresponds to a relative correction ¢ at the
pseudothreshold. The value@f atQ? = 0 is however unchanged. Using the new form@&gr, one
hasGE — kGt = O(1/Ng) at the pseudothreshold, which corresponds to a significaptovement
comparative to the parametrizations from EQ5. (4) [9].

Combining the new parametrizations f8f andGg with a contributions from the valence quark
core estimated by the covariant spectator quark modelpoiaged from lattice QCD data [15, 18],
one obtains an estimate of the form fact@is andGc compatible with the Siegert’s theorem up to
1/N2 corrections. The results are presented in Fig. 4. The seatdtin excellent agreement with the
data.
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Fig. 4. Form factorsGg andG¢ obtained using the improved lard&- parametrization for the pion
cloud contributions (see description in the text) combingith an estimate from the valence quark
contributions [9, 15]. The bands indicate relative vaoiatof 1/N2. Data from Ref. [10].
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6. Summary and conclusions

We discussed the constraints associated with the Siegfgtsem for the/*N — N(1535)1/2",
v*N — N(1520)32" andy*N — A(1232)32* transition amplitudes. In all cases we obtain a relation
between the electric and scalar amplitudes giverEby S/|q| when|g] — 0. For they*N —
A(1232)32* transition, the previous relation has to be corrected by#faf 1/|g|, since the exact
condition isGg = «G¢, andGg « E/|q|, Gc « S/|gl|*. For they*N — N(1520)32" transition there
is an extra relation between the transverse amplitude® gistbudothreshold.

For all the transitions we propose parametrizations coiplpatith the data and with the Siegert's
theorem. For the case of th&N — A(1232)32* we discuss the constraints of the Siegert's theorem
to the parametrizations of the pion cloud contributionstfier quadrupole form factors. Moreover we
propose a parametrization fG£ which improves the agreement with the Siegert's theorengares
a good description of the empirical data.
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