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1 Introduction

Fom factors are an inportant ingredient in understanding the structure of hadrons.
E lastic form factors of the nuckon have been m easured severaltines [ll] up to relatively
largem om entum transfer, Q2 20 G &V /cf. In the absence ofdetailed solutions ofQ CD

In the nonperturbative regin e, they have been described by m odels. T raditionally, Vector
D om inance M odels [l have been used to tthedata in the Iow Q ? region. ForQ? M 2,
where M is the nuclkon m ass, perturbative Q CD has been used []. O ther approaches
Include constituent quark m odels E], QCD sum rulks E] and quark-digquark m odels ].
Inelastic (transition) orm factorshave also been m easured {]], although not as accurately
as the elastic ones. A rem easuram ent of these form factors will form an im portant part
of the experin ental program s at various facilities, eg. CEBAF (N oollaboration) and
M AM I.Extensive calculations have been carried out in the nonrelativistic and relativized
quark m odels [, [, Ld, LT1.

In this article, we present another m ethod which can describe sim ultaneously both
elastic and inelastic form factors. This m ethod is sam iphenom enclogical, n the sense
that it assum es a certain form for the elastic form factors, and then calculates all other
form factors by m aking use of the algebraic approach to hadron structure [[3]. Them ain
aspect of the paper is the presentation of results for form factors and helicity am plitudes
In an explicit analytic form that allow s one to study m odels of hadron structure having
the sam e soIn— avor structure. In addition, we nvestigate two additional aspects of the
nuclkon form factors, arising from breaking ofthe \e ective" soin— avor symm etry in the
three constituent channel, and of swelling of hadrons w ith Increasing excitation energy.
W e nd that, even if we attribute the entire neutron electric form factor to breaking of
SUgs (6), thisbreaking still does not signi cantly a ect other observable quantities, while
the stretching of hadrons w ith increasing excitation energy plays a signi cant role. The
phenom enological breaking needed to describbe G ismuch too large when com pared w ith
QCD avorbreaking m echanisn s [L9], and it worsens the description ofG ¥ . W e conclude

therefore, as other authors do, that m eson cloud corrections play an in portant role In



G2 .

2 Collective M odelofB aryons

W ebegh by review ing the algebraic approach to baryon structure [I4]. T his approach can
be usad for any constituent m odel, but we consider In this article a collective (string-like)
m odelw ith the con guration depicted in Fig. 1. T he relevant degrees of freedom of this

con guration are the two Jacobi coordinates
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where ¥, ¥, and r; denote the end points of the string con guration. In the algebraic
approach, the Jacobi coordinates, ~ and ™, and their conjigatemom enta, p and p , are

quantized (up to a canonical transfom ation) w ith boson operators

1 _ 1 .
Bea = P5ln dpa)i ba=Ps(atipa)y
1 , 1 .
by;m = p_z(m lp;m); bzﬂ:p_é(m-l'lpm); (2'2)
withm = 1;0;1, and an additional scalar boson, &, s is introduced. T hese operators

satisfy usualboson com m utation relations and operators ofdi erent type comm ute. T heir
num ber-conserving bilinear products generate the Lie algebra of U (7) whose elam ents
serve In the expansion ofphysical operators (the m ass operator and transition operators).
The U (7) algebra enlarges the U (6) algebra of the ham onic oscillator quark m odel {[3],
still describbing the dynam ics of two vectors. The sboson does not introduce a new

degree of freedom , since for a given totalboson number N it can always be elin inated
s ! B m (H olstein-P rim ako realization of U (7)). Its introduction is jist an
elegant and e cient way by means of which the full dynam ics of two vectors can be

Investigated, including those situations in which there is strong m ixing of the oscillator
basis (collective m odels). For a system of interacting bosons all states of the m odel space

are assigned to the totally symm etric representation N ] of U (7). This representation



contains alloscillator shellswithn=n +n = 0;1;2;:::;N . The value of N determm ines
the size of the m odel space and, in view of con nem ent, is expected to be large. The
geom etric structure of baryons is thus described by the algebra of
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The full algebraic structure is obtained by combining this part with the intemal soin-—

avor-color part
Gy SUs (6) SU.(Q) : 24)

A s discussed In detail in Ref. [1J], the cbfct of Fig. 1 is a top. If the three strings
have equal length and equal relative angles, the top is cblate and has D 3, point group
symm etry. The classi cation under D 3, is equivalent to the classi cation under pem u—
tations and parity [[4]. States are characterized by (v1;v2);K ;Lf , where (v;;v;) denote
the vibrations (stretching, bending); K denotes the progction of the rotational angular
momentum L on the body— xed symm etry axis, P the parity and t the symm etry type
of the state under D 3 (a subgroup ofD 3,), or equivalently the sym m etry type under S3,
the group of pem utations of the three end points (S5 and D 3 are isom orphic). Both
groups have one-din ensional sym m etric and antisym m etric representations and a two—
din ensional representation, called S, A, M for S; and A;, A,, E forD ;, regpectively.
The notation in term s of S5 is the one used in constituent quark m odels [I§, [[4]. The
pem utation symm etry of the geom etric part m ust be the sam e as the pemm utation sym —
m etry ofthe spin— avor part In order to have totalwave fiinctions that are antisym m etric
(the color part is a color singlet, ie. antisym m etric). T herefore one can also use the di-
m ension ofthe SU¢ (6) representations to labelthe states: S $ A, $ 56,A $ A, $ 20,
M $ E $ 70. InRef. [[3], a S3—nvariant m ass operator was used, consisting of spatial
and spin— avor contributions, to cbtain a description ofthe m ass spectrum ofnonstrange
baryonsw ith a rm s. deviation of 39 M €V . T he nonstrange baryon resonances were iden—
ti ed w ith rotations and vibrations ofthe string. T he corresponding w ave fuinctions, when
expressed In a ham onic oscillator basis, are soread over m any shells and hence are truly
ocollective.



3 E lectrom agnetic Formm Factors

E lectrom agnetic form factors appear n the coupling ofbaryons w ith the electrom agnetic

eld. In constituent m odels, the (point-lke) constituent parts are coupled to the eld
f[7]. The current is then reduced [, [Id] to a nonrelatiristic part, a spin-orbit part and
a non-additive part associated with W igner rotations and higher order corrections. W e
discuss here the nonrelativistic contribution to the form factors for nonstrange baryons.

T ransverse, Jongiudinal and scalar couplings can be expressed in temm s of the operators
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Wihm = 1;0) which act on the spatialpart of the baryon wave function. Herek = k2

isthe photon m om entum , ky the photon energy, and m 3 them ass of the third constituent.
The form factors of interest in photo—and electroproduction aswell as in elastic electron
scattering are proportional to the m atrix elem ents of these operators between nitialand

nal states. These m atrix elem ents can be evaluated In coordinate or m om entum space
as done in the nonrelativistic [['], §] or relativized quark m odel [Lg, @, L4, [1]. Follow ing
Ref. [[]we preferto use an algebraicm ethod to evaluate them atrix elem ents of Eq. B.)).
In order to do this, we rst express the operators n Eq. BJ]) in tem s of generators of
the algebra of U (7)

G = ek B 2%o ;
A JITI k A ; & — . 3 — A
Tm — 350 D m ej_k D ,;=Xp + elk D ,;=Xp D " . (32)
2% 5
Here the dipok operatorD , = & s %5 b)Y, withbB, = ( 1) "b,, ,isa

generator of U (7) which transfom s as a vector (L¥ = 1 ) under rotations, is even under
tin ereversal and has the sam e character under pem utations as the Jacobi coordinate
n - The coe cient X ; is a nom alization factor given by the reduced m atrix elem ent

Xp = jj)A iPs ij and  represents the scale of the coordinate.
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T he calculation of the m atrix elem ents of these operators presents a form idabl task,
since it Involves m atrix elem ents of exponentiated operators. H ow ever, since the operator
») .z 1s a generator of U (7), the m atrix elem ents of U are the group elem ents of U (7)
(the generalization of the W igner D -functions of the rotation group) and hence can be
evaluated exactly In a basis provided by the irreducble representation N Jof U (7). A
com puter program haslbeen w ritten to do this evaluation num erically, but in the lin it of
alargemodelsgpace N ! 1 ) the results can also be obtained in closed form . U sing har-
m onic oscillator wave functions one recovers the fam iliar expressions of the nonrelativistic
ham onic oscillator quark m odel [, [L]Q] (see Table VII of Ref. [13]). Explicit analytic
results can also be obtained for the collective cblate top, for which partial results were
presented in Tables V ITT and IX ofRef. [[]]. Here we present the com plete results.

T he evaluation of the ocollective form factors prooeeds along the lines of the appen—
dices of Ref. [[]]. W e rst evaluate the m atrix elm ents of the operators in Eq. §J)
between nnitial and nal states which corresponds to the case n which the charge and
m agnetization are concentrated at the end points of the string of Fig. 1. These m atrix
elem ents are expressed in tem s of soherical Bessel functions j, k ), and are given in
Tablk [f. This table, which completes Tabl V III of Ref. [[J], form s the backbone from
which form factors for collective m odels are built. W e note that form factors depend
only on two quantities: the scale of the coordinate  and the quantity R that m easures
the collectivity (see Appendix B of Ref. [1J]). The latter quantity appears only in the
transition form factors to the vibrational excitations of the string. In the nonrelativistic
lin it the resonances with R0;1" 1p,0),0 and [70;2 ]2 are decoupled from the nuckon
ground state [56;0" 1.0y -

Tablk [I can be used to study form factors in collective m odels of the nuckon. A
collective m odel of the nuclkon is de ned here as an cb fct w ith the geom etric shape of
Fig. 1l and wih a speci ed distrbution of charge and m agnetization. W e consider, in

particular, the m odel speci ed by the (hom alized) distrdbution

g() = %*e ™ =2a’; 33)



where a is a scale param eter. The collective form factors are obtained by ©lding the
m atrix elem ents of U and fm w ith this probability distribution

Z

F (k) d g()h:§7.i;

Z
Gn k) = d g()h:¥f,Jid: (3.4)

Here denotes the spatial part of the baryon wave fiinction. A coording to Tablk [}, for
large N the elastic spatialm atrix elem ent of U is given by the soherical Bessel fiinction
J &k ). The ansatz of Eq. 33) for the probability distrdution is m ade to cbtain the
dipolk form for the elastic form factor

7
Fk)= d g()pk )=1=0+ Ka%)*: 3.5)

C losed expressions for selected collective transition form factors of the distrbuted string
are given in Tabl [, which com pletes Tabl IX ofRef. [I3]. It is instructive to study
both the an all and large k dependence of the form factors. This dependence is given
in Tablk [[[. For anall values of k the transition form factors F (k) behave as K for
rotational excitations wih v = v + w» = 0 and orbial angular m om entum L, and as
¥ Prvibrationalexcitationswih v= 1 and L = 0.M ore interestingly, for large values
ofk, all form factors drop as powers of k. This property is wellknown experin entally
and is In contrast w ith ham onic oscillator quark m odels in which all form factors allo
exponentially [I],[§, [d]. The elastic form factor F (k) drops as k * (oy construction),
w hereas the transition form factors for all rotational excitationswith v= vy + v, = 0
drop ask ° . Forvibrational excitationswith v= 1l and L = 0, it dropsask * . The form

factors G, k) drop as the derivatives of F (k).

4 Experim ental O bservables

The form factors of Section 3 can be used to calculate quantities which can bem easured.

W e begin with the elastic electric and m agnetic form factors of the nuckon. The elastic



collective form factors are given by

Z
3 d g()h ;M ;=1=29e0 3 ;M ;= 1=21i;
Z
3 d g()h;My=1=27 3& 3,03 ;M 5= 1=21; 1)
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where denotes the nuckon wave fiinction 281f:2 B6;0" 0,00 with N = p;n. Furthere;,
3= egz=2m3, M3, g3, S3 = 3=2 are the charge (in unis ofe: g, = 2=3, e = 1=3),
scale m agnetic m om ent, m ass, g-factor and soin, resgpectively, of the third constituent.
U sing the results of Table [ we cbtain
1
@+ k2a?)? '
Gy = 0; 42)

GE =

for the charge form factors. T he corresponding proton charge radiis is found to be
i = 12a° : 43)
Sin ilarly, we obtain for the m agnetic form factors

Gy = ———=
" L+ k?a?)? '

2
G = ———— 4.4
M 31+ k2a?)? @4)

T he corresponding m agnetic m om ents are

p 7

n = 2 =3; 4.5)

resoectively. Here we have assum ed that the m ass and the g-factor of the up (u) and
down (d) constituents are dentical, my, =mg=mgandg, = gg= g.Hence ,= 4=
hEqg. @4) isgivenby = eg=2m 4. T he proton and neutron m agnetic radiiare identical
to the proton charge radius of Eq. @ 3). The om factors in Egs. @) and @4) satisfy
GL = GI and obey the SU (6) relations G2 = 0 and GI =G = 2=3.



O ther (cbservable) quantities of interest are the helicity am plitudes in photo— and
electroproduction. T he transverse helicity am plitudes between the initial (ground) state

ofthe nuckon and the nal (excited) state of a baryon resonance are expressed as ]

S J—
h i
A' = 6 . kHL;0;S; J; iB  hL;1;S; 19; iA; 4.6)
0
where = 1=2, 3=2 indicates the helicity. T he orbi—and soin— jp am plitudes A and B,

respectively) are given by
z
B = dg()hegMo= JaesssUJ yMg= 1i;

A d g()h ¢My= JsesTi=gsj M= 1i: @.7)

Here j ;i denoctes the (space—spin— avor) wave function of the initial nucleon w ith
28§=2 b6;0" lo;m;0 and N = p;n, and, sin ilarly, j ¢1 that of the nalbaryon resonance.
T he helicity am plitudes extracted from experin ent include the sign of the subsequent
strong decay into the N dhanneland an extra conventionalsign { (+ ) fornuclkon dela)
resonances [L]]. Therefore, to com pare w ith the experin ental resulks, we multiply the
helicity am plitudes of Eq. @) with a coe cient = signN ! N ) for nuckon
resonancesand = +sign( ! N ) fordelta resonances ]. A though the extraction of
this sign and ofthe resultant helicity am plitudes ism odeldependent, we shall conform in
this article w ith standard practice and extract the sign from a calculation of strong decays
In a sin plem odel, in which i isassum ed that the pion isem ited from a single constituent
and which uses the sam e collective wave fiinctions [I§]. The values of , corresponding to
the lowest nuckon and delta resonances, are shown in Tabls[V] and ] .

W hen com paring w ith the experin ental data one must still choose a reference fram e
which detemm ines the relation between the threen om entum k? and the fourm om entum
Q%= k?* K. I isconvenint to choose the equalm om entum or B reit fram e where

(W 2 M 2 )2
’ 2M 2+ W ?)+ Q2 :

k2 = Q2 4 38)

Here M is the nuckon mass, W isthe mass of the resonance, and Q% = ki ¥ can
be interpreted as the m ass squared of the virtual photon. For elastic scattering we have
k?=0Q%.



Ifweassamem, = Mg = Mg and g, = gg = g then, just as in the case of the
nuclon electric and m agnetic form factors, , = 4 = in Eq. [£.]). T general, the
B and A ampliudes of Eq. {@.]) are proportional to the collective form factors F and
G, ofEq. [34), respectively. E xplicit expressions for the helicity am plitudes of Eq. (4.§)
can be obtained by com bining the corresponding entries of Tabk [[f w ith the appropriate

soin— avorm atrix elem ents [LJ]. Som e of these are given in Tables [V] and ].

5 Breaking of Spin-F lavor Sym m etry

In the preceeding sections we have assumed SUgs (6) soin— avor symm etry. This leads

to GI = 0and G =GL, = 2=3 for allvalues of the m om entum transfer, which is not
cbeyed by the experim ental data. W ithin a truncated three-constituents con guration

Soace, In order to have a nonvanishing neutron electric form factor, as experin entally

observed, one must break SUg¢ (6) ]. T his breaking can be achieved In various ways,

eg. by including In the m ass operator a hyper ne interaction PI]], or by breaking the

D ; spatial symm etry allow ing for a quark-diquark structure B3] and avordependent

m ass termm s. W ithin the m odel discussed here (@n e ective m odelw ith three constituent

parts), we study the breaking of the SU4¢ (6) symm etry by assum ing a avordependent

distrdoution of the charge and the m agnetization along the strings ofFig. 1,

Ze =a y

=2aI31 ;
=2ac3i : 6d)

Gu ()

2 =a g

G() = e

W ih this dependence, the electric nucleon form factorsbecom e

b 2e, &4
Gy = + 55 7
1+ k2a2)2 (1+ k%a))?
2
Gl = B R S 52)

1+ k%a3)?  (1+ k2a2)?

T he corresponding proton and neutron charge radii are given by

e = 12Qea + ewdl) ;
hIZJ.En = l2(2edaczi+ euafl): (53)
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Inthelimitk ! 1 ,the elctric form factorsbehave as

" #
1 26, &
Gz ! g ot
k =N ad#
1 2
Gr 1 = == 5.4)
k* a; al

Ifthe length ofthe string in F ig. 1 is slightly di erent foru and d, so is theirm ass and
thus in principle, their m agnetic m om ent. A pplying the sam e procedure to the m agnetic

form factors gives

Gp — 4 uSu a& .
" 3L+ k%a2)? 3@+ k%a%)? |
n 4 & uSu
Gy = : (5.5)

3L+ k%a3)? 3@+ k?a2)?
where e, and 4&3 are them agnetic m om ents ofthe u and d constituents. T he proton

and neutron m agnetic m om ents are now

P @ ye a€)=3 ;

n @ q&  w&)=3; (5.6)

and the proton and neutron m agnetic radii are given by

s
s

1204 ,e0a° geq@l)=0@ .e  a&) ;

12( gesad wedl)=@ g&  ue) : (5.7)

The asymptotic lim it k* ! 1 ) ofthem agnetic form factors is

184 ye, gt
k* 3l 3d ]
184 qoq  ueyt
k* 33t 3

Gy

Gn 5.8)

W e note at this stage that if the m asses of the up and down constituents are slightly
di erent, S3 O 3) symm etry is also broken in the wave functions and spectrum , causing
a splitting of the degenerate rotations and vibrations. This e ect will be analyzed In

detail when studying strange baryons where it ismuch larger due to the lJarge di erence
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In the m ass of the strange constituent relative to that of the up and down constituents.
W e also note that ocurm ain interest is to present results for observable quantities due
to spin— avor breaking In a truncated space, independently from itsm agnitude. D i erent
QCD spin avor m echanisn s give di erent values for the e ective masses, m 4 and m ,
magneticmom ents 4 and , and sizes a, and ag, both with a, < ag and a;, > ag E].)

T he breaking of spin— avor symm etry has also in uence on the helicity am plitudes.
Inserting the appropriate soin— avor coe cients in Eq. (4.7) one cbtains the results for
the orbi—and spih— i am plitudes, A and B, given in Tables [V § and V . The helicity
am plitudes of Eq. (4.4) are now given in temm s of the avordependent collective form
factors F, k), Gy;+ k) and F 4 k), Gg;+ k), which depend on the size param eters, a, and
aq, respectively. Explicit expressions for the various helicity am plitudes are available on
request.

Table [V 1 show s that two sets of helicty am plitudes which were previously zero due to
Soin— avor symm etry, are nonvanishing in the presence of avordependent distribbutions:
(d) theM oorehouse selection rule forthe proton helicity am plitudes orthe 85 [70;L ] reso—
nances isbroken, and (ii) the neutron helicity-3/2 am plitudes forthe 28; [56;L ] resonances

are nonvanishing.

6 Stretchable Strings

In a string-lke m odel of hadrons one expects on the basis of QCD P3, 4] that strings
w ill elongate (hadrons swell) as their energy increases. This e ect can be easily inclided
in the present analysis by m aking the scale param eters of the strings energy dependent.
In order to study the swelling of hadrons w ith Increasing excitation energy, we use here

the sin pk ansatz

W M
a = Qg 1+ T H (6.1)

where M is the nuckon mass and W the resonance m ass. This ansatz introduces a new

param eter, the stretchability ofthe string, . The argum ents ofRef. [2B] and the analysis

12



ofthe experin entalm ass spectrum R egge tra pctories) suggest 1. Spin— avor SUs (6)
symm etry breaking m ay also e ect the value of , but this is lkely to be a higher order

e ect. Hence we param eterize the breaking as

M
ay, = ay ;0 1+ T H

W M
g = ad,.o 1+ T . (6.2)

ie. we assum e the stretchability to be avor Independent.

7 Analysis of Experim entalD ata

7.1 Spin-Flavor B reaking

In this section we Investigate the e ect ofthe avor dependence on the elastic and transi-
tion form factors of nonstrange baryons. W e begin by discussing the determm ination ofthe
param eters. Forallcaseswe take g, = g4 = 1. For the calculations in which the SUg¢ (6)
symmetry issatised ( , = 4= and a, = aq = a), we detem Ine the scale m agnetic
moment from the proton magneticmoment = = 2793 y, which corresponds to
a constituent massofm , = m 4 = 0336 G&V . Since the values of the helicity am plitudes
AN are usually given In GeV 72, we express the scale m agnetic m om ent appearing in
Eqg. @) nunitsof = 0:d27GeV? (h=c= 1). In @] the scale param eter a was
determ ined from the proton charge radius (see Eq. {£J)). Here we prefer to use a st
mulaneous t to the proton and neutron charge radii 5, Rg], to the proton electric and
m agnetic form factorsup to Q% = 5 G eV /c)* 7], and to the neutron electric P§] and
m agnetic om factors 3,30, Bllup to 0% = 4 GeV/c)’. Asaresukwe nda= 0232
fm .

In order to study the sensitivity ofthe form factors (elastic and transition) to breaking
0fSUg (6) symm etry, we assum e that the constituent m assesm , and m 4 are determ ined
from the m agnetic m om ents w ith quark gfactorsg, = g3 = 1. Ushg , = 2777 y and

ag= 2915 y,we ndm, = 0338Ge&V andmy = 0322 G&V, respectively. The scake

13



param eters a, and ag are determ ned from a sin ultaneous t to the proton and neutron
charge radii and the proton and neutron electric and m agnetic form factors, a, = 0230
fm and ag = 0257 fm . W e note that the m agnitude of the breaking both In the e ective
m asses and scales so determ ned is too large when ocom pared w ith estin ates based on the
m, mygmassdi erence ofthe \current" quarksand on Q CD perturbation estin ates w ith

s = 05 [19]. The necessity to use a, 6 aq I the present m odel should be interpreted
as a oconsequence of the truncation of con guration space to the pure three-constituents
states. O ur purpose, however, is to understand what happens to the form factors when
one breaks SU¢f (6) In the truncated space. Since the a, and ay are e ective quantities
that nocorporate all com plxities of the non-three-constituents con gurations, they m ay
have signi cant nalstate dependence (Which is ignored In the present study).

W e rst discuss the elastic form factors. Figs. 2 and 3 show the elctric form factors
of the neutron and the proton divided by the dipole form , Fp = 1=(1+ Q2=0:71)2. The
division by Fp emphasizes the e ect of the breaking of soin— avor symm etry. Figs. 4
and 5 show the results for the neutron and proton m agnetic form factors, respectively.
W e see that whik the breaking of soin— avor sym m etry can account for the non-zero value
of G; and gives a good description of the data, it worsens the t to the proton electric
and neutron m agnetic form factors. This im plies that, in addition to not being of the
right order ofm agnitude when ocom pared wih QCD estim ates, the sin ple m echanian for
FoIn— avor breaking discussed in Sect. 5 does not produce the right phenom enology and
other contrilbutions, such as polarization of the neutron into p + , play an in portant
role in the neutron elkectric form factor [[3]. @ coupling to the m eson cloud through
! and mesons is ndeed expected to contrioute in this range of Q?, see Fig. 1 of Ref.
A1) This conclusion (ie. worsening the proton fom factors) applies also to the other
m echanisn s of soin— avor sym m etry breaking m entioned above, such asthat induced by a
hyper ne interaction RJ]which givesa, < ay (In oves the up quark to the center and the
down quark to the periphery’) although it was not discussed in Ref. R1]. This pattem is
a consequence of the fact that w ithin the fram ework of constituent models G , G2, G

and G, are intertw ined.
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W e note In passing that spin— avor breaking also alters the ratio of the m agnetic
form factors GL =GL . From Eq. §8) we nd that ork? ! 1 this ratio approaches
Gh =GL ! @ 4e4a) enal)=@ .e.a; 4€as). W ith the values of a,, a3 and of

ur & 9ven above, we calculate this ratio to be  0:541. On the basis of perturbative
QCD the ratio is expected to approach  1=2+ O (In Q) for large valuesof Q? 1. W ith
ham onic oscillator form factors this ratio approaches 1=4. W ihout the breaking of
the spin— avor symm etry this ratio is 2=3 independent of Q? for both the collective
and the ham onic oscillator case. T he breaking of spin— avor sym m etry brings the value
of the ratio ©rQ? ! 1 clser to the pQCD value. From Fig. 6 we can see that the
experin ental situation does not show any indication that the perturbative regin e has
been reached, at least up to Q? 3 G &V /cf.

N ext we discuss the transverse helicity am plitudes A -, and A3, . The results of the
calculations w ith and w ithout spin— avor breaking are shown in Figs. 7-11 for nuclkon
resonances and in Figs. 12-15 for delta resonances. From these gures it is seen that the
e ect israther an all. Only In those cases in which the am plitude w ith SU ¢ (6) sym m etry
is zero, the e ect is of som e relevance. Such is the case for the neutron amplitude A7%_,
of the N (1680)F;5 resonance shown in Fig. 11, and for the proton am plitudes of the
N (1650)S1; (e Fig. 9), N (1675)D 15 and N (1700)D ;3 resonances, which all belong to
the *8;[70;L. = 1 ]muliplkt. The samall e ect of the spin— avor symm etry breaking is
em phasized In F igs. 16-18 where the helicity asym m etries

Al, A,

A = —- (7.1)
2 2
Al ,+ A3,

are plotted versus Q2. The conclusion that one can draw from this analysis is that, for
all purposes, except the electric form factor of the neutron, the breaking of soin— avor
symm etry according to the m echanian ofSect. 5 is of little in portance. A s an additional
comm ent, we note that In Figs. 8 and 9 we have shown only the am plitudes with no
mixing, = 0 (seeEqg. (103) ofRef. [[3]), sihce our purpose is that of displaying the
e ects of oin— avor breaking induced by a, < ag. (The mixing between the two Si;

statesm ay be e ected by m eson cloud corrections, speci cally, N — contrdbutions.)
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T he helicity am plitudes shown in Figs. 7-15 all describe rotational excitations in the
collective m odel. Tt is of Interest to comm ent brie y on vibrational excitations. A s one
can see from Tablks [ and [V], the m atrix elm ents of transition cperators to the states
B6;0" 1n,000 and [70;0" Jpa),0 vanish in the large N Iin it of the collective m odel (and
R2? & 0). Nevertheless, it is instructive to study these m atrix elem ents for nite N (out
large) and R? 6 0;1. Denotingby = (1 R2)=RpN_ the strength of the coupling,
we show In Fig. 19 the corresponding transverse helicity am plitude for N (1440)P,; (the
R oper resonance). W e note that the calculated am plitude has the opposite sign of the
experin ental amplitude (jast as in [[1]], as well as in the ham onic oscillator lim it of
the algebraic m odel [[3]). However, the behavior of the am plitude w ith Q 2 jis particular
enough to be ablk to say som ething conceming the nature of the R oper resonance once

m ore accurate data w illbe available.

7.2 Stretching

In this section we analyze what happens to the helicity am plitudes w ith the stretching
m echanism ofSect. 6. Figs. 2022 show the e ect of stretching on the helicity am plitudes
for (1232)P 33, N (1520)D ;3 and N (1680)F 5. It is seen that the e ect of stretching,
egoecially if one takes the value 1 suggested by the argum ents of| P3] and the Regge
behavior of nucleon resonances (see eg. Fig. 5 of [[]), is rather large. In particular, the
data for N (1520)D 13 and N (1680)F ;5 show a clar indication that the form factors are
dropping faster than expected on the basis of the djpolk form . (O f course for the elastic
form actors there is no stretching.) W e suggest that future data at CEBAF and MAM I

be used to analyze the e ects of stretching on the helicity am plitudes.

8 Summ ary and conclusions

In this article, we have exploited the algebraic approach to baryon structure ntroduced in
f13] to analyze sin ultaneously elastic form factors and helicity am plitudes in photo—and

electroproduction. The use of algebraic m ethods allow s us to study di erent situations,
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such as the ham onic oscillator quark m odel and the collective m odel, w thin the sam e
fram ew ork . T he Iogicofthem ethod isthat, by starting from the charge and m agnetization
distribution of the ground state (assum ing a dipol form to the elastic form factor of
the nuclon), one can cbtain the transition form factors to the excited states. In the
ollective’ m odel, this procedure yields a power dependence of all form factors (elastic
and inelastic) on Q ?. W e have analyzed two aspects ofhadronic structure: (i) thebreaking
0fSUgs (6) symm etry, and (i) the stretching ofhadronsw ith increasing excitation energy.
W e nd that, whereas the breaking of the spin— avor sym m etry hardly e ects the helicity

am plitudes, the stretching of hadrons does have a noticeable in uence.

T he disagreem ent between experin ental and theoretical elastic form factors and helic-
ity amplituides in the ow Q2 region 0  Q* 1 (G eV /cf, requires further investigation .
W e think that this disagreem ent is due to coupling of the photon to them eson cloud, (ie.
con gurations of the type ¢  qg). In the case of the elastic form factors, these e ects
were In part analyzed in vector dom inancem odels B]by w riting the am plitude as the sum
of two tem s. W e think that this analysis which was done before the advent of quark
m odel calculations) should be repeated by using for the ‘Intrinsic’ part the constituent
form factors discussed In this article. Coupling of the photon to (isovector), ! and

(isoscalar) vector m esons can produce a non-zero neutron form factor which describes
the data w ithout worsening the proton form factor description. For the helicity am pli-
tudes, the e ects could either be caloulated directly Y], or be param etrized by m eson
(not necessarily vector) dom lnance m odels. W e note however that In either case, shoe
con gurationsofthetypeq qghavemuch larger spatialextent than ¢, these e ectsare
expected to drop faster with m om entum transfer Q2 than the constituent form factors.
A lso, since m eson exchange corrections contrbute di erently to di erent channels, this
e ect w ill be state dependent.

A nother aspect that requires further investigation is the contribution ofthe spin-orbit
and non-additive part in the transition operators. Since the algebraic form ulation is now
In place, these e ects can be mnvestigated. The corresponding resuls will be reported
elsew here.
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Table I: M atrix elem ents of the transition operators of Eq. 84) in the large N Iinit. The
nal states are labeled by [dim ;LE Iy 70y x » Where dim denotes the din ension of the SUgf (6)

representation. T he initial state is [56;0" 1,00 -

Final state h i3 h ¢33 si=m sk h ¢ ff 3 si=m sko
B6;0" 10,00 Jok ) &k ) 0
R0;1" Jo,00 0 0 0

P v 1 . -qE . .
[/0;1 Toion 13%hk) SOk ) 23k )] 150k )+ 2k )]

1Pz 15
56;2" 10,000 5 5kk ) FzRhk ) 33k )] Zhk )+ jk )]
[70;2 ](O;O);l 0 0 0

+ e 1q§ . . qT : .
[7072" 10,0052 3 Lrk) > sBhk ) 33k )] 3k )+ 3k )]
B6;0" luomn  ~P=k 3k ) ZE-k Rk ) 3k )] 0
PRz . Pir? . .

[0;0" Jomo bk 31k ) Bk Rhk ) Gk )] 0
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Table II: Collective form factors in the large N Im it. H (x) = arctan x

as i Tabklfl.
F nal state F k) Go k)=m skga G (k)=m 3kpa
.nF 1 4ka
56;0" Joj0)0 TRay ka7 0
|.20;l+ ](O;O);O 0 0 0
P - p- 2.2 p-
. : ka : 1 3k~“a : 1
[7011 ](O;O);l i3 (1+ k2a2)2 i3 1+ k2a2)3 16 (1+ k2a2)2
h h —h
56;2" ] ;pg 1 ;pg 3+ 7k%a? d 15 1
’ 0;0);0 2 1+ k2a2)2 2 ka(+k?a?)® | 2 ka@ri?a?)? |
3 9 3
t ot ka) et ka) i ka)
[70;2 ](O;O);l 0 0 0
p__h p_—_nb 2,2 —h
ot 1 1 1 3+ 7k%a 3 1
[70;27 Jos0)22 2 S (1+k2a?)2 i 2 S ka (1+ k2a?)3 2 10 ka (1+ k2a2)2i
3 9 3
t oot ka) et ka) t gt ka)
.OF 1R 2 2k%a% 1R ?4ka(l 2k?2a?)
[56,0 ](l,‘O),‘O ;1% (1+ k2a2)3 RrN— (1+ k2a2)4 0
p 2 2.2 piz 242
[70;O+ ](0-1)-0 + R 2k“a 1+ R 4ka (1 2k “a“) 0

R N (1+k2%a2)3

R N (1+ k2a2)4
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Table III: B ehavior of the collective form factors of Tabk [I} for ka

1 and ka

1.

ka 1

ka 1

F nal state F k) Go k)=m 3kpa G (k)=m skpa F k) Gg k)=m 3kpa G (k)=m skpa
56;0" 10;0)0 1 ka 0 kaf ka)’ 0

[70;1 o002 ka 1 1 ka) ka)* ka)*
56;2% 10;09:0 kay ka ka kaf ka)* ka)*
[70:2" o102 kay ka ka kaj ka)* ka)*
56;0 1u000 kayf ka 0 ka)* ka)® 0
[70;0" T30 kay ka 0 ka)’ ka)® 0
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Tabl 1V : Analytic expressions for the transverse proton helicity am plitudes of som e nuclkon

resonances, derived using Eg. @) and Tab]es@and@wjth ay = ag= a My =Mg= Mg,

Gy = g@=9gand = g= .2EK)= ?:}Liz)z+%ﬂ(x)wjﬂ'1ﬂ(x)=arctanx

X
1+ x2)
P_—
and = (1 R®)=R N . denotesan additionalm ultiplicative sign-factor n accord w ith the

convention explained In the text.

Resonance State AP

2 P -9 — 1 h m gkoa 2 :
N (1535)811 81:2 [70,'1 ](0;0);1 1=2 i 2 k_o 1+ k2a2)? 2 g + k‘a +1

q__ h i
N (1520)D 135 283, [70;1 lo.0a 1=2 2i m mq;”a Ka +1
p 94— 1 m gk
3= 21 3 %o quoa +1
N (1650)S1:  *81,[710;1 o) 1=2 0
N (1700)D 15 “83, [70;1 Jg,on 1=2;3=2 0
N (1675)D 15 485:2 [70,'1 ](O;O);l 122; 3=2 0
p-a— h m qkoa i 1
N (1720)P13 285, 56;2" 10.0):0 1= 2 = 3QTO + k’a =7 (Kka) 1
p_a—
3= 6 = =17 ka) 1
P_9— h m qgkoa + 1
N (1680)F15 2852, 5672 10.0):0 1= 3 ¢ 275F Kagz ka) 1
p-a—
3= 26 o "1z ka) 1
2 .OF _ d — 2k%a’®
N (1440)P1;  “81-256;0" I1;0),0 1= 2 o kmeas 1
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Tabl V : Analytic expressions for the transverse helicity am plitudes of som e delta resonances

resonances, derived using Eq. @) and Tab]esﬂand@wjrh ay=ag=aM,=Mg= Mg,

9= ga=gand y= 4= .Notation asi Tabk[M].
R esonance State AP = A"
4 + 2p Eq — 1
(1232)P 33 10;-, £6;0 ](O;O);O 1=2 R km +1
pP_q __
__ 2 1
3_2 § k_O k -+ K222 )2 + l
qu — 1 h m gkoa i
(1620)8 31 2101=2 [70,'1 ](O;O);l 122 3? E e 6 ng ]88. 1
q— 1 h m gkoa i
(1700)D 33 2103, [70;1 Jo,ma 1= é © mweag 3 qgo + k*a 1
p =94 — 1 m qgkoa
3= 21 3 Yo W)z qg 1
4 + 2p§ qQ— 2k2a2
(1600)]? 33 103:2 [56;0 ](1;0);0 1= 3 k_o km +1
P> 4 — 2.2
_ 2 2k
3= 3 ko ko k222)3 +1
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Tabl V I: 0 rbit—and spin— jp am plitudes of Eqg. @), associated w ith transverse helicity am —

plitudes for nuclkon resonances (proton-target couplings) according to Eqg. @) . Vi= x;=g; and

X; = &5 Fik), Gy ;1 are obtalned from the corresponding entries in Tabke [ wih a ! aj,

ms3 ! m;wih i= u;d. Neutron-target couplings are ocbtained by interchangingu $ d.

State

AP

28B6]

28170]

28 0]

48701

3=2

3=2

3=2

1 BPviGuy K) + vaGan &)1 § BxFoa k)  xFq k)]
3 BvuGups &)+ vaGayn )] 0
#5 BuGupr k) ¥Gas K] B3 BxuFy k) + xgF g k)]
#3 WuGuyx &) %Gan ®)] 0
0 0
0 0
0 513‘—5 KuFy k) + 2x4F g k)]
0 ?;_E RuFa k) + 2x5F ¢ k)]
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Table V II: O rbit— and goin— P am plitudes of Eqg. @), associated w ith transverse helicity

am plitudes for delta resonances. Notation as In Tablk @

AP = A"

State A B

210001 1=2 | #5 BuGup ) ¥Gar K)] 35 KaFu k) %Fa k)]

9 2
3=2 | 5 BuGup &) WGay K)] 0
p_
‘10B6] 1=2 0 2 BuFu &) ®Fg k)]
p_
3=2 0 #2 kFuk)  %Fak)]
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1: Collective m odel ofbaryons and its idealized string con guration (the charge

distribution of the proton is shown as an exam pk).

Figure 2: Com parison between the experim ental neutron electric form factor G, and
the collective form factor w ith and w ithout avorbreaking (dashed and solid lnes). The
experin ental data, taken from P§], and the calculations are divided by the dipol form
factor, Fp, = 1=(1+ Q?=0:71)%.

Figure 3: Comparison between the experim ental proton electric form factor GE , and
the collective form factor w ith and w ithout avorbreaking (dashed and solid lines). The
experin ental data taken from [R7], and the calculations are divided by the dipole form
factor, Fp, = 1=(1+ Q?=0:71)%.

Figure 4: Com parison between the experin ental neutron m agnetic form factor G , and
the collective form factor w ith and w ithout avor breaking (dashed and solid lines). The
experin ental data, taken from R91 ( ),[30] @) and[B1] ( ), and the calculations are
divided by ,Fp .

Figure 5: Com parison between the experim ental proton m agnetic orm factor G, , and
the collective form factor w ith and w ithout avor breaking (dashed and solid lines). The
experin ental data, taken from R7], and the calulations are divided by oFp -

Figure 6: Comparison between the experin ental ratio of the neutron and proton m ag-
netic form factors and the calculated ratio using the collective form factorsw ith and w ith—
out avor breaking (dashed and solid lines). The experin ental values are from 9, B2

( ),[Bof271 @) and[@1[271 ¢ ).

Figure 7: Proton helicity am plitudes for excitation of N (1520)D 13 (@ factor of +1 is
suppressed) . The calculation w ith and w ithout avor breaking are shown by dashed and
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s0lid lines, regpectively. T he experin ental data are from [34].

Figure 8: Same asF igure 7, but orN (1535)S,; (@ factor of + i is suppressed).
Figure 9: Same asFigure 7, but orN (1650)S:; (@ factor of + i is suppressed).
Figure 10: Same asFigure 7, but orN (1680)F 5.

Figure 11: Neutron helicity am plitudes for N (1680)F ;5.

Figure 12: Helicity am plitudes for the excitation of (1232)P 33. The calculation w ih
and w ithout avor breaking are shown by dashed and solid lines, respectively. O nly the
data at Q? = 0 (photoproduction) B3] are shown, since the other experin ental results

have not been analyzed in tem s of helicity am plitudes.

Figure 13: Helicity-1/2 am plitude for excitation of (1620)S 3; (@ factor of + i is sup—
pressed) . The calculation w ith and w ithout avorbreaking are shown by dashed and solid
lines, respectively. T he experim ental data are from 83] and [34].

Figure 14: Same asFigure 13, but for (1700)D 33 (a factor of + i is suppressed).

Figure 15: Same as Figure 13, but for helicity-3/2 am plitude of (1700)D 33 (@ factor
of + i is suppressed) .

Figure 16: Helicity asymm etry or (1232)P 33. T he experin ental data are from [3].

Figure 17: P roton helicity asymm etry forN (1520)D ;5. T he experin entaldata are from

B41.

Figure 18: Same asFigure 17, but forN (1680)F 5.

Figure 19: P roton helicity am plitude for excitation ofN (1440)P ;. The calculation w ith

and w ithout avorbreaking are shown by dashed and solid lines, respectively. T he curves

30



are labelled by the value of  (see Tabk [V]) . The experin ental data are from [B4].

Figure 20: E ect ofhadron swelling forexcitation of (1232)P 33. T he curves are labelled
by the value of the stretching param eter ofEq. [6]).

Figure 21: Sam e asFigure 20, but forN (1520)D ;3 (@ factor of + i is suppressed).

Figure 22: Sam e as Figure 20, but forN (1680)F ;5.
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