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A bstract

The p ! �+ �� p reaction, in com bination with data from the

�N ! ��N reaction,allows one to obtain the s-and d-wave am pli-

tudesforthe N �(1520)decay into �� with absolute sign with respect

to theN �(1520)! N  helicity am plitudes.In addition oneobtainsthe

novelinform ation on the q dependenceofthe am plitudes.Thisdepen-

dence�tsexactly with thepredictionsofthenon-relativisticconstituent

quark m odels.Theabsolutevaluesprovided by thesem odelsagreeonly

qualitatively,and a discussion isdoneon thereasonsforitand possible

waysto im prove.
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A recent detailed study ofthe p ! �+ �� p reaction [1],im proving on

them odelofL�ukeand S�oding [2],togetherwith a new experim ent[3,4],has

stressed the role ofthe N �(1520)resonance which isessentialto understand

thetotalcrosssection forthep! �+ �� preaction forphoton energiesaround

E  = 700 M eV .

In ref. [1]it is shown that the peak observed in the totalcross section

for the p ! �+ �� p reaction around E  = 700 M eV [3,4,5,6]is due to

theinterferenceofthedom inantterm ofthereaction,thecontactgaugeterm

N ! �� (the �-Kroll-Ruderm an term ) and the N ! N �(1520) ! ��

process,when thedecay oftheN �(1520)into�� isthrough thes-wave.M ore

recently,theseresultshavebeen con�rm ed in ref.[7]whereasim pli�ed m odel

with respectto the onein ref.[1]isused fordi�erentisospin channelsofthe

p! ��N reaction.

Inthispaperweshow how wecanobtaintheam plitudesfortheN �(1520)!

�� processfrom thep! � + �� p reaction and theirm om entum dependence,

which providesa nicetestforthequark m odels.

The�rstingredientintheN ! N �(1520)! �� processistheN �(1520)N 

coupling,which isgiven by [1]:

� i�HN 0�N  = i~g~S � ~" + ~g�

�

~� � ~S
�

� ~" (1)

by m eansofwhich one reproducesthe two helicity decay am plitudes. In Eq.

(1)~� are the ordinary spin Paulim atrices,~S isthe transition spin operator

from 1=2 to 3=2 and ~� thephoton polarization vectorin theCoulom b Gauge.

From the average experim entalvaluesofthe helicity am plitudes given in [8]

weget~g = 0:108 and ~g� = �0:049:

FortheN �(1520)�� coupling,thesim plestLagrangian allowed by conser-

vation lawsisgiven by [1]:

LN 0�� � = i~fN 0�� �	 N 0��
�
T
�	 � + h:c: (2)

where 	 N 0�,�� and 	 � stand for the N �(1520),pion and �(1232) �eld re-

spectively, T� isthe1=2 to 3=2 isospin transition operator.

However, such a Lagrangian only gives rise to s-wave N �(1520) ! ��

decay,while experim entally we know that there is a large fraction ofdecay

into d-wave too [8,9]. Furtherm ore,the am plitude ofEq. (2) provides a

spin independent am plitude,while non relativistic constituent quark m odels

(NRCQM ) give a clearspin dependence in the am plitude. W e propose here

forthiscouplingthefollowingLagrangian,which,asweshallsee,issupported

by both theexperim entand theNRCQM .TheLagrangian isgiven by

LN 0�� � = i	 N 0�

 

~fN 0�� � �
~gN 0�� �

�2
S
y

i@iSj@j

!

�
�
T
�	 � + h:c: (3)
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with � thepion m ass.

This Lagrangian gives us the vertex contribution to the N �(1520) decay

into ��:

� i�HN 0�� � = �

 

~fN 0�� � +
~gN 0�� �

�2
~S
y � ~q~S � ~q

!

T
� (4)

where ~q isthe pion m om entum .In orderto �tthecoupling constants ~fN 0�� �

and ~gN 0�� � to the experim entalam plitudes in s-and d-wave [8]we m ake a

partialwave expansion [10]ofthetransition am plitudeN �(1520)to �� from

a state ofspin 3/2 and third com ponentM ,to a state ofspin 3=2 and third

com ponentM 0,following thestandard \baryon-�rst" phaseconvention [11]:

�ih
3

2
M

0j�HN 0�� �j
3

2
;M i= A sY

M �M 0

0
(�;�)+

A dh2;
3

2
;M � M

0
;M

0j2;
3

2
;
3

2
;M iY M �M 0

2 (�;�) (5)

where hj1j2m 1m 2jj1j2JM i is the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan coe�cient,

Y m
l (�;�)are the sphericalharm onics,and As and A d are the s-and d-wave

partialam plitudesfortheN �(1520)decayinto�(1232)and �,which aregiven

by:

A s = �
p
4�

�
~fN 0�� � + 1

3
~gN 0�� �

~q2

�2

�

A d =
p
4�

3
~gN 0�� �

~q2

�2

(6)

From Eq.(5)wegettheexpression fortheN �(1520)decay width into ��:

�=
1

4�2

m �

m N 0�

q
�

jA sj
2 + jA dj

2
�

�(m N 0� � m � � �) (7)

whereq isthem om entum ofthepion.W ethen �tthes-and d-wavepartsof

� to the average experim entalvalues[8]by keeping the ratio A s=A d positive

asdeduced from theexperim entalanalysisofthe�N ! ��N reaction [9].W e

getthen two di�erentsolutionswhich di�eronly in a globalsign,

(a) ~fN 0�� � = 0:911 ~gN 0�� � = �0:552

(b) ~fN 0�� � = �0:911 ~gN 0�� � = 0:552
(8)

Now, the p ! �+ �� p reaction allows us to distinguish between both

solutions,henceprovidingtherelativesignwithrespecttotheN �(1520)! N

am plitude.

In Fig. 1 we have plotted the totalcrosssection forboth solutions(solid

lines). Aswe can see,only solution (a)�tsthe experim ent,while the other

oneunder-estim atestheexperim entalcrosssection by alargeam ount.In Fig.

1 we also show the uncertaintiesin the crosssection due to the experim ental
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errorsin theN �(1520)helicity am plitudesand s-and d-wave�� decay widths

(region between dashed lines). These errorsare calculated by evaluating the

resultsalargenum beroftim es,N ,with random valuesofthecouplingswithin

experim entalerrors. The deviation � from the m ean,x,isthen obtained as

[12]:

�
2 =

P

i(xi� x)2

N � 1
(9)

Forthewidth oftheN �(1520)in thepropagatorwehavetaken theexplicit

decayintothedom inantchannels(N �,��,N �)with theirenergydependence,

im proving on theresultsof[1]wheretheenergy dependencewasassociated to

theN � channel.

Because ofthe N �(1520)isa d-wave resonance,theenergy dependence of

thedecay width into N � isgiven by:

�N 0�! N �(
p
s)= �N 0�! N �(m N 0�)

q5c:m :(
p
s)

q5c:m :(m N 0�)
�(
p
s� m � �) (10)

where�N 0�! N �(m N 0�)= 66 M eV [8],qc:m :(m N 0�)= 456 M eV and qc:m :(
p
s)is

them om entum ofthedecay pion in theN �(1520)restfram e.

Forthe�� channel,theenergy dependenceofthedecay width isgiven by

Eq.(7).

Finally,fortheN �(1520)decay into N �� through theN � channelisgiven

by:

�N 0�! N �[��]=
m

6(2�)3

m N 0�

p
s
g
2

�f
2

�

Z

d!1d!2jD �(q1 + q2)j
2(~q1 � ~q2)

2 (11)

where qi = (!i;~qi) (i = 1;2) are the fourm om enta ofthe outgoing pions,

D �(q1 + q2)isthe� propagatorincluding the� width,f� isthe��� coupling

constant (f� = 6:14),and g� is the N 0�N � coupling constant (g� = 7:73)

thatwe �tfrom the experim entalN 0� ! N �[��]decay width [8]. A slightly

di�erent,although equivalenttreatm entcan befound in ref.[7].

Thedi�erencesinduced in thecrosssection from theseim provem entswith

respectto ref.[1]are,however,very sm all.

In Fig.1 we arealso plotting theexperim entalresultsofref.[3]with the

DAPHNE acceptance,together with our theoreticalresults with this accep-

tance (long dashed line). This is proper to do since the experim entaltotal

cross section is extrapolated from the m easured one using the m odelofref.

[7].

W e have also checked possible e�ects com ing from o�-shelle�ects in the

propagatorsand verticesofthespin 3=2 particles(� and N �(1520))[13,14].

By taking A = �1 and Z 2 [�1=2;1=2]the changes observed in the cross

section areoftheorderof1% .

4



W eshould notethattheinterference between theN ��-Kroll-Ruderm an

and theN ! N �(1520)! �� term schangessign around
p
s= m N 0� where

the realpartofthe N �(1520)propagatorchangessign. Thism eansthatthe

on-shellvalue ofthe am plitudes A s and A d for the N
�(1520) ! �� decay

playsno roleatthisenergy and whatm attersisthevalueofA s (theonethat

interferes)atvaluesofq otherthan the one from the decay ofthe N �(1520)

on-shell.Thisbringsusto theq dependence ofthe am plitude.W hile theA d

partshould havetheq2 dependenceexhibited in Eq.(6),thecom bination ofq2

which appearsin A s isgiven by the chosen Lagrangian.One could,however,

postulate otherLagrangianswhich would lead to a di�erentcom bination. In

ordertoinvestigatethem ostgeneralq2 dependenceofA s wesubstitute ~fN 0�� �

by

~fN 0�� �

 

1 + �
~q2 � ~q2on�shell

�2

!

(12)

where ~q is the m om entum ofthe decay pion,and ~q2on�shell is de m om entum

ofthepion fora on-shellN �(1520)decaying into �� (j~q on�shellj= 228M eV ),

and then we change � com paring the results to the data. W e �nd that,to

a good approxim ation,� = 0 gives the bestagreem ent with the data,hence

supporting theLagrangian ofEq.(3).

In a recentpaper[15]weusetheinform ation obtained here,togetherwith

allthe otherneeded e�ective Lagrangians,in orderto study the N ! ��N

reaction in alltheisospin channels.

NextwepasstoseewhattheNRCQM havetosaywith respecttothisnovel

inform ation.W efollowed a m odeldesigned by Bhadurietal.[16]to describe

them esonicspectrum and which wasused lateron by Silvestre-Bracetal.[17]

in thebaryonicsector.Them odelhasasstarting pointthequark-quark (qq)

potential

Vqq =
1

2

X

i< j

 

�
�

rij
+
rij

a2
+

��

m im j

exp(�rij=r0)

r20rij
~�i� ~�j � D

!

(13)

incorporating thebasicQCD m otivated con�ning,coulom bicand spin-spin qq

interactions,where the param etersare chosen in orderto reproduce the low

energy baryonicspectrum .

In orderto study strong pionic decays B ! B 0� we shallfollow the ele-

m entary em ission m odel(EEM )in which the decay takes place through the

em ission ofa (point-like)pion by one ofthe quark.Som echoicesfortheqq�

Ham iltonian arepossible.W equoteherea pseudovectorinteraction

H qq� =
fqq�

�
	 q(x)

�
5~�	q(x)@�~�(x) (14)
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Thenon-relativisticapproach com esfrom thenon-relativisticexpansion of

Eq.(14)in powersof(p=m q),where p isthequark m om entum operator.Up

to �rstorderin (p=m q)the Ham iltonian governing the transition B ! B 0��

hasthisform :

H qq� / fqq� (��)
y

"

~� � ~qe
�i~q~r �

!�

2m q

~� � (~pe�i~q~r + e
�i~q~r

~p)

#

(15)

Theisospin (~�),spin (~�)and m om entum (~p)operatorsstand forthequark

responsible forthe em ission,and !�,~q are the energy and m om entum ofthe

em itted pion respectively.In Eq.(15)onedistinguishestheterm proportional

to ~q (directterm )and therecoilterm with the~p structure.

There are two independent helicity am plitudes for the N �(1520) ! ��

decay. Ifwe take the quantization axis along the pion m om entum in the

resonance restfram e,the helicity am plitudescorrespond to a resonance spin

projection,and we denote them asA 1=2 and A 3=2. Afterperform ing the cal-

culationstheratio between them is:

A 3=2

A 1=2

=
�CR EC

CD IR � CR EC

(16)

whereCD IR (R EC) isthecontribution from thedirect(recoil)term .Rigorously,

whatwecallCD IR containsasm allpiece,proportionalto
!�
6m q

com ingfrom the

recoilterm in (15).

The am plitudesA s and A d ofEq. (6)can be expressed in term softhese

helicity am plitudesasfollows[18]:

A d / A 3=2 � A 1=2

A s / A 3=2 + A 1=2

(17)

and theirratio in theEEM isgiven by

A d

A s

=
CD IR

2CR EC � CD IR

= +0:156 (18)

wherewehavequoted thevalueobtained with theBhaduripotential(13).The

experim entalvalueforthisratio is1:2 [8].

Let us �rst discuss the sign. Notice that ifonly the direct term were

present,therelativesign would benegative(theso-called SU(6)W signs)[19].

The introduction ofthe �rstorder(recoil)contribution provokesa change of

sign (theanti-SU(6)W situation)in agreem entwith theexperim ents[9].This

fact was pointed out long ago by Le Yaouanc etal. [20]by using the 3P0

m odel(thatcould be regarded to som e extentasa (p=m q)m odel). W e have

checked thissign with a widevariety ofqq potentialsand with the 3P0 m odel
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also,and the anti-SU(6)W signs rem ain. M oreover,we have explored in the

EEM with harm onicoscillatorwavefunctionsunderwhich conditionsarethe

SU(6)W signsrecovered. The answeristhatthe radiusofthe nucleon hasto

be largerthan � 1 fm . Certainly,spectroscopy doesnotsupportsuch a big

quark core radius. Hence,as a quite m odelindependent conclusion,we can

say thatthe recoilterm iscrucialto explain the anti-SU(6)W signs,and itis

generally biggerthan thedirectterm .

Itisinteresting to contrastthe m odelprediction with the inform ation on

the q dependence which our analysis ofthe experim ent has provided forA s

and A d.From Eq.(6)we�nd

A s + A d = �
p
4� ~fN 0�� �

A d =
p
4�

3
~gN 0�� �

~q2

�2

(19)

Equation (19)sum m arizesin a practicalway the em piricalq dependence

ofthe am plitudes.Now letussee whatthe NRCQM gives.Eqs.(19)can be

recastin term softhehelicity am plitudesas

A 3=2 / ~fN 0�� �

A 3=2 � A 1=2 / ~gN 0�� �~q
2

(20)

which in term s ofEq. (16),by m eans ofthe direct and recoilterm s ofEq.

(15),can berewritten as

CR EC / ~fN 0�� �

CD IR / ~gN 0�� �~q
2

(21)

Now itisstraightforwardtoseethatthisisindeedthecase.TheN �(1520)!

�� transition m atrixelem entwith thedirectterm ofEq.(15)requiresthesec-

ond term in theexpansion ofe�i~q~r ,sinceN �(1520)containsaradialexcitation

with respecttothe�(1232).Hence,thedirectterm isproportionalto~q 2.On

theotherhand therecoilterm getsthedom inantcontribution from theunity

in the expansion ofthe exponentialand hence itism om entum independent.

Thusthe quark m odelprediction forthe ~q2 dependence ofthe am plitudesis

in perfect agreem ent with experim ent. However,the strength ofthe term s

and theirratio isnotwellreproduced.Thisisnotsurprising in view thatthe

recoilterm appearsto bebiggerthan the directonein the (p=m q)expansion

ofEq.(15).Thevaluesm etherefor(p=m q)arein averagebiggerthan 1 and

oneshould then expectlim itationsdueto the nonrelativistic characterofthe

m odel.
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The purpose ofthe presentpaperisnotto solve thisinteresting problem

which has already caught attention ofsom e groups [21,22]. Our purpose

hasbeen to show thenovelexperim entalinform ation abouttheq dependence

ofthe s-and d-wave �� decay am plitudes ofthe N �(1520) extracted from

the p ! �+ �� p reaction,and how it�tswith the structure ofNRCQM .It

also givesin addition an absolute sign with respectto the N �(1520)helicity

am plitudeswhich agreeswith theNRCQM .

As for the need to introduce relativistic e�ects to get the appropriate

strength ofthe s-and d-wave ratio itseem squite obvious,and som e results

show thattheratioim proveswhen thisisdone.Them ethod of[21]isprobably

an indirectway ofintroducing relativistice�ectsby taking di�erentfactorsin

front ofthe two term s in Eq. (15) which are the then �t to a large set of

data.In ref.[22]a 3P0 m odelwith relativized hadronicwavefunctionsisused

and contrasted to a largesetofhadronicdecaysofthebaryon spectrum ,and,

concretely fortheN �(1520),thes-and d-wave�� decay ratio im provescon-

siderably withoutstillbeing in agreem entwith experim entaldata. In Table

Iwe show the resultsobtained with allthese m odels. These resultsindicate

theim portanceoftherelativistice�ectsand theneed form orework.Another

possibility isexplored in ref.[24]by m aking an expansion in powersof(p=E )

instead of(p=m q). However when trying to im prove on this ratio it willbe

im portantto take into accountthe new experim entalconstraint obtained in

the present work,and sum m arized in Eq. (19). W hile the second equation,

establishing A d asa quadraticfunction ofq,willcom eoutrelatively naturally

in m ostschem es,theindependenceofq ofA s+ A d ofthe�rstequation isless

than obviousand willposea challengeto any new schem e.

In Fig.1 wearealso plotting theresultsobtained by using thestrong and

electrom agnetic couplingsforthe N �(1520)resonance from the work ofrefs.

[22,23].Theresultsobtained arevery closetothoseobtained with ourm odel.

Thisissoin spitethattheindividualelectrom agneticand strongcouplingsare

in som e disagreem entwith experim ent[8].Indeed,the helicity am plitudesof

[23]are sm allerthan experim entand the s-wave N �(1520)! �� am plitude

of[22](the relevant one in the interference) biggertan the experim ent,and

there isa certain com pensation ofboth de�cienciesin thep ! �+ �� p cross

section. This observation is interesting because it tells us that the fairness

ofa m odelforthe N ! ��N reaction isnotenough by itselfand one has

to contrast the inform ation provided by the m odelwith the com plem entary

experim entalinform ation extracted from the�N ! N and the�N ! ��N

reactions. As an exam ple in ref. [25]we show a m odelwhich gives equally

good results asthe present one in the p ! �+ �� p reaction and which has

a ratio A d=A s ofopposite sign to the experim entalone. These two exam ples

show clearly the im portance ofusing the inform ation ofseveralexperim ents

in orderto obtain theproperinform ation on thepropertiesofresonances,the

8



N �(1520)in particularin thepresentcase.

Thiswork hasbeen partially supported by CICYT contractnum bersAEN

93-1205 and AEN 93-0234.J.A.G.T.wishesto acknowledge �nancialsupport

from theIVEIand F.C.acknowledgestheM .E.C.fora FPIfellowship.

R eferences

[1]J.A.G�om ezTejedorand E.Oset,Nucl.Phys.A 571 (1994)667.

[2]D.L�ukeand P.S�oding,SpringerTractsin M odern Physics59 (1971)39.

[3]A.Braghieri,L.Y.M urphy etal.,Phys.Lett.B 363 (1995)46.

[4]A.Braghieri, talk given at \XVth European Conference on few-Body

Problem sin Physics" in Pen��scola (Spain),June1995.

[5]Aachen-Berlin-Bonn-Ham burg-Heidelberg-M �unchen collaboration,Phys.

Rev.175 (1968)1669.

[6]G.Gialanella etal.,Nuovo Cim ento LX III A (1969)892.

[7]L.Y.M urphy and J.M .Laget,DAPHNIA/SPhN 95-42,Phys.Lett.B in

print.

[8]ParticleData Group,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)1173.

[9]D.M .M anley and E.M .Saleski,Phys.Rev.D 45 (1992)4002.

[10]\The Pion-Nucleon System ". B.H. Bransden and R.G. M oorhouse,

Princeton University Press(1973).

[11]D.M .M anley,R.A.Arndt,Y.Goradia and V.L.Teplitz,Phys.Rev.D 30

(1984)904.

[12]P.R.Bevington,\Data Reduction and Error Analysis for the Physical

Schem es",M cGraw Hill,1969.

[13]R.A.Arndtetal,Phys.Rev.D 20 (1979)651.

[14]M .Benm erroucheetal.,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)3237.

[15]J. A. G�om ez Tejedor and E. Oset, Nucl. Phys. A in print (hep-

ph/9506209).

9

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506209
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506209


[16]R.K.Bhaduri,L.E.Cohlerand Y.Nogam i,Nuovo Cim ento A 65 (1981)

376.

[17]B.Silvestre-Brac and C.Gignoux,Phys.Rev.D 32 (1985)743.

[18]\Elem entary ParticleTheory",A.D.M artin and T.D.Spearm an,North-

Holland Publishing Com pany,Am sterdam (1970).

[19]\Hadron Transitionsin theQuark M odel" A.LeYaouanc,Ll.Oliver,O.

P�eneand J.-C.Raynal,Gordon and Breach SciencePublishers(1988).

[20]A.Le Yaouanc,L.Oliver,O.P�ene and J.-C.Raynal,Phys.Rev.D 8

(1973)2223;D 11 (1975)1272.

[21]R.Koniuk and N.Isgur,Phys.Rev.D 21 (1980)1868.

[22]S.Capstick and W .Roberts,Phys.Rev.D 49 (1994)4570.

[23]S.Capstick Phys.Rev.D 46 (1992)2864.

[24]F.Cano,B.Desplanquesand P.Gonz�alez,in preparation.

[25]J.A.G�om ezTejedorand E.Oset,Few-BodySystem sSuppl.9 (1995)455.

10



Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: Continuous line: Totalcross section forthe p ! �+ �� p reaction

for di�erent solutions of ~fN 0�� � and ~gN 0�� � (see Eq. (8)). Region between

short-dashed lines: Uncertainties in the cross section due to the experim en-

talerrorsin the N 0�(1520)helicity am plitudesand s-and d-waves�� decay

widths.Long-dashed line:Crosssection integrated overtheDAPHNE detec-

toracceptance[3].Dash-dotted lines:Totalcrosssection with theCapstick et

al.valuesofthestrong and electrom agneticcouplings[22,23].

Table C aptions

Table 1:�d=�s Ratio fordi�erentm odels.Experim entalvaluefrom [8].
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EEM

with Eq.(15)

EEM

[21]

3P0

[22]
Exp.

�d

�s
0.024 0.139 0.069 1.4 � 0.6
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