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A bstract
The p ! *  p reaction, n combination with data from the
N ! N reaction, allow s one to obtain the s—and dwave am pli-

tudes for the N (1520) decay into w ith absolute sign with respect

totheN (1520) ! N helicity am plitudes. In addition one cbtains the
novel nform ation on the g dependence of the am plitudes. T his depen-
dence tsexactly w ith the predictions ofthe non-relativistic constituent
quark m odels. T he absolute values provided by these m odels agree only
qualitatively, and a discussion is done on the reasons for i and possible
ways to In prove.
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A recent detailed study ofthe p ! ¥ p reaction [}, in proving on
the m odel of Luke and Soding R], together w ith a new experin ent {3, 4], has
stressed the role of the N (1520) resonance which is essential to understand
the totalcross section forthe p! *  p reaction forphoton energies around
E =700M &V.

In ref. [1'] it is shown that the peak ocbserved in the total cross section
forthe p! ' p reaction around E = 700 M eV 3,4, 5, 4] is due to
the interference of the dom inant tem of the reaction, the contact gauge tem

N ! (the KX rllFRudeman temm ) and the N ! N  (1520) !
process, when the decay ofthe N (1520) into isthrough the s-wave. M ore
recently, these results have been con m ed in ref. []where a sinpli ed m odel
w ith respect to the one in ref. [I] isused for di erent isospin channels of the

p! N reaction.

In thispaperwe show how we can cbtain the am plitudes fortheN (1520) !

process from the p ! " p reaction and theirm om entum dependence,
which provides a nice test for the quark m odels.

The rstingredientinthe N ! N (1520) ! processistheN  (1520)N
coupling, which is given by fI.]:

iHNON:ng ,"'+q~ S L (l)

by m eans of which one reproduces the two helicity decay am plitudes. In Eq.
() ~ are the ordinary spin Paulim atrices, S is the transition spin operator
from 1=2 to 3=2 and ~ the photon polarization vector in the Coulomb G auge.
From the average experin ental values of the helicity am plitudes given in ]
wegetg = 0108 andg = 0:049:

FortheN (1520) coupling, the sin plest Lagrangian allowed by conser-
vation law s is given by [I1:

Lyo = ifgyo  yo T + hwc: @)

where o, and stand for the N (1520), pion and (1232) ed r=
goectively, T isthe 1=2 to 3=2 isospin transition operator.

However, such a Lagrangian only gives rise to s-wave N (1520) !
decay, whik experim entally we know that there is a large fraction of decay
into d-wave too [, '9]. Furthem ore, the amplitude of Eq. {2) provides a
FoIn independent am plitude, whilk non relativistic constituent quark m odels
NRCQM ) give a clear soin dependence in the am plitude. W e propose here
for this coupling the follow Ing Lagrangian, which, aswe shall see, is supported
by both the experim ent and the NRCQM . T he Lagrangian is given by
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wih the pion m ass.
T his Lagrangian gives us the vertex contrbution to the N (1520) decay
nto : !

. St 0
i Hyo = fo 4 —sY § gT @)

where ¢ is the pion m om entum . In order to t the coupling constants fj o
and gy o to the experin ental am plitudes in s—and dwave B] we m ake a
partial wave expansion ELZ]] of the transition am plitude N (1520) to from
a state of spin 3/2 and third com ponent M , to a state of soin 3=2 and third
com ponent M %, llow ing the standard \baryon— rst" phase convention [1]:

. 3 O 3 , M M 0
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where hj; pm 1m , 71 2IM i is the corresponding C Ebosch-G ordan coe cient,
Y™ ( ; ) are the spherical hamm onics, and A4 and A4 are the s—and d-wave
partialam plitudes fortheN (1520) decay into (1232) and , which are given
by:

P
Ao= 4 £ o+ lgo %
(6)
p4— qz
Ag= —o 3
From Eq. ) we get the expression fortheN (1520) decay w idth into
1 m
= — g AT+ Raf fyo m ) 7)
mNO

where q is the m om entum ofthe pion. W e then t the s—and d-wave parts of

to the average experin ental values [B] by keeping the ratio A =A 4 positive
asdeduced from the experin entalanalysisofthe N ! N reaction P].W e
get then two di erent solutionswhich di eronly n a global sign,

@) 0 = 0911 Sy © = 0552 @)

o) o = 0:2911 Gy © = 0:552
Now, the p ! ¥ p reaction allows us to distinguish between both
solutions, hence providing the relative sign w ith respect totheN (1520) ! N

am plitude.

In Fig. 1 we have plotted the total cross section for both solutions (solid
lines). Aswe can see, only solution (@) ts the experin ent, whik the other
one under-estin ates the experin ental cross section by a large am ount. In F ig.
1 we also show the uncertainties in the cross section due to the experim ental



errors in theN (1520) helicity am plitudes and s—and d-w ave decay w idths
(region between dashed lines). These errors are calculated by evaluating the
results a Jarge num ber oftim es, N , w ith random values of the couplingsw ithin
experin ental errors. The deviation from the mean, X, is then obtained as
i21: b B
2 & ®)?

ST o1 “

Forthewidth oftheN (1520) in the propagatorwe have taken the explicit
decay into thedom inant channels N , ,N ) w ih theirenergy dependence,
in proving on the resuls of {I.] w here the energy dependence was associated to
the N channel.

Because ofthe N (1520) is a d-wave resonance, the energy dependence of
the decay width Into N is given by:

Cﬁ:m :(p F_
S m

q?:m .(mNO
where yJo,y (Myo)= 66M &V B],%m:mNo )= 456 M &V andqcm:(pé) is
the m om entum ofthe decay pion in the N (1520) rest fram e.

Forthe channel, the energy dependence of the decay w idth is given by
Eq. {1).

Finall, ortheN (1520) decay into N through the N channel is given
by:

NOIN Jp5>= Noiy (@myo ) (10)
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where g = (!y;q) @ = 1;2) are the foum om enta of the outgoing pions,
D (@ + @) isthe propagator ncluding the width, £ isthe coupling
constant (f = 6:14), and g is the N°N  coupling constant (g = 7:73)
that we t from the experimentalN? ! N [ ]decay width B]. A slightly
di erent, although equivalent treatm ent can be found i ref. [7].

T he di erences induced in the cross section from these in provem ents w ith
respect to ref. [I] are, however, very amall

In Fig. 1 we are also plotting the experin ental results of ref. 3] w ith the
DAPHNE acosptance, together w ith our theoretical results w ith this accep—
tance (long dashed line). This is proper to do since the experim ental total
cross section is extrapolated from the m easured one using the m odel of ref.
[11.

W e have also checked possbl e ects com Ing from o —shell e ects In the
propagators and vertices of the spin 3=2 particles ( and N (1520)) {I3,14].
By takihng A = 1 and Z 2 [ 1=2;1=2] the changes observed In the cross
section are ofthe order of 1% .



W e should note that the Interference between the N fDK rolFR uderm an

andthe N ! N (1520) ! temm s changes sign around =~ s= myo where
the realpart ofthe N (1520) propagator changes sign. T his m eans that the
on—shell value of the am plitudes A and A4 for the N (1520) ! decay

plays no rok at this energy and what m atters is the value ofA ¢ (the one that
Interferes) at values of g other than the one from the decay of the N (1520)
on-chell. This brings us to the g dependence of the am plitude. W hile the A4
part should have the o dependence exhbited n Eq. (§), the combination of g’
which appears in A is given by the chosen Lagrangian. O ne could, however,
postulate other Lagrangians which would lead to a di erent com bination. In
order to investigate the m ost general? dependence ofA ; we substitute fi o
by

|
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where g is the m om entum of the decay pion, and g2, .. is de m om entum
ofthe pion fora on-shellN (1520) decaying into (Mon shenw J= 228M &V ),
and then we change oom paring the resuls to the data. W e nd that, to
a good approxin ation, = 0 gives the best agreem ent w ith the data, hence
supporting the Lagrangian of Eq. @).

In a recent paper [1j]we use the nfom ation obtained here, together w ith
all the other needed e ective Lagrangians, In order to study the N ! N
reaction In all the isosoin channels.

Nextwepassto sesewhattheNRCQM have to say w ith respect to thisnovel
inform ation. W e Hllowed a m odeldesigned by Bhaduriet al. {1§] to describe
them esonic spectrum and which wasused later on by SilvestreBracetal. [17]
In the baryonic sector. The m odel has as starting point the quark-quark ()
potential
exp ( rj5=r)

rij
Vg = = oy 8y ~ & D 13)
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i< j

ncorporating the basic Q CD m otivated con ning, coulom bic and soin-soin o
Interactions, where the param eters are chosen in order to reproduce the low
energy baryonic spectrum .

In order to study strong pionic decaysB ! B° we shall ©llow the ele—
m entary em ission model EEM ) In which the decay takes place through the
em ission ofa (oint-ike) pion by one of the quark. Som e choices for the g
Ham iltonian are possbl. W e quote here a pssudovector interaction

h
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T he non-relativistic approach com es from the non-relativistic expansion of
Eq. (4) in powers of =m 4), where p is the quark m om entum operator. Up
to rst order n (p=m ,) the Ham iltonian goveming the transition B ! B?°
has this form :

" #

. ! . .
Hoyg / fq () ~ =% o EE* + e ¥ p) 13)
q

The isospin (~), spn (~) andm om entum (o) operators stand for the quark
responsible for the em ission, and ! , g are the energy and m om entum of the
em itted pion regpectively. In Eq. {15) one distinguishes the term proportional
to g (direct tem ) and the recoiltemm w ith the p structure.

There are two independent helicity am plitudes for the N (1520) !
decay. If we take the quantization axis along the pion momentum in the
resonance rest fram e, the helicity am plitudes corresoond to a resonance spin
proction, and we denote them as A, and A s, . A fler perform Ing the cal-
culations the ratio between them is:

Aso, _ Crrc 16)
A, Cpr Cgrrc

whereCp g gec) is the contribution from the direct (recoil) tem . R igorously,
whatwe callCp g contains a an all piece, proportional to 6'm—q com ing from the
recoiltem in (15).

The amplitudes A5 and A4 of Eq. {§) can be expressed In tem s of these
helicity am plitudes as llow s [1§]:

Ayg/ Az, A,

17)
Ag/ Azt A
and their ratio n the EEM is given by
A C
—<= PR = +0:156 (18)

AS 2CREC CDIR

w here we have quoted the value obtained w ith the Bhaduripotential {13). The
experin ental value for this ratio is 12 Rl.

Let us rst discuss the sign. Notice that if only the direct temm were
present, the relative sign would be negative (the so-called SU (6); signs) fL9].
T he introduction of the st order (recoil) contrlbution provokes a change of
sign (the antiSU (6)y situation) In agreem ent w ith the experin ents @]. This
fact was pointed out long ago by Le Yacuanc et al. 0] by using the °P,
m odel (that could be regarded to som e extent asa (o=m 4) model). W e have
checked this sign w ith a w ide variety of gg potentials and w ith the P, m odel



also, and the antiSU (6)y signs ram ain. M oreover, we have explored In the
EEM with ham onic oscillator wave finctions under which conditions are the
SU (6)y signs recovered. The answer is that the radius of the nuckon has to
be arger than 1 fn . Certainly, spectroscopy does not support such a big
quark core radiis. Hence, as a quite m odel independent conclusion, we can
say that the recoil tem is crucial to explain the antiSU (6)y signs, and it is
generally bigger than the direct tem .

Tt is Interesting to contrast the m odel prediction w ith the Infom ation on
the g dependence which our analysis of the experin ent has provided for A
and Ay4. From Eq. {6) we nd

| o
As+Ad= 4f1110
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Equation (1) summ arizes in a practical way the em pirical g dependence

of the am plitudes. Now et us see what the NRCQM gives. Egs. (19) can be
recast in temm s of the helicity am plitudes as

As, / fyo
20)

Az, A/ &o §°

which In termm s of Eq. {16), by m eans of the direct and recoil temm s of EqQ.
(5), can be rew ritten as

CrEc / f;\I 0
@1)

Comr / o qz

Now i isstraightforward to seethat thisisindeed thecase. TheN (1520) !

transition m atrix elem ent w ith the direct term of Eq. (I5) requires the sec-
ond term In the expansion ofe " sinceN (1520) contains a radialexcitation
w ith respect to the (1232). Hence, the direct temm is proportionalto g 2. On
the other hand the recoil tem gets the dom Inant contribution from the unity
in the expansion of the exponential and hence it ism om entum independent.
T hus the quark m odel prediction for the g? dependence of the am plitudes is
In perfect agreem ent w ith experin ent. However, the strength of the tem s
and their ratio is not well reproduced. T his is not suryporising in view that the
recoil term  appears to be bigger than the direct one in the (=m ;) expansion
ofEq. {18). The valuesm et here for (p=m ) are in average bigger than 1 and
one should then expect lim itations due to the nonrelativistic character of the
m odel.



T he purpose of the present paper is not to solve this interesting problem
which has already caught attention of som e groups R1, 22]. Our pumpose
hasbeen to show the novel experin ental inform ation about the g dependence
of the s—and d-wave decay am plitudes of the N  (1520) extracted from
the p! * prmeaction, and how it tswith the structure of NRCQM . It
also gives n addition an absolute sign w ith respect to the N (1520) helicity
am plitudes which agreesw ith the NRCQM .

As for the neaed to Introduce relativistic e ects to get the appropriate
strength of the s—and d-wave ratio i seem s quite obvious, and som e resuls
show that the ratio in proves w hen this is done. Them ethod of R1] isprobably
an indirect way of iIntroducing relativistic e ects by taking di erent factors in
front of the two tem s in Eq. (5) which are the then t to a large set of
data. In ref. P2]a P, m odelw ith relativized hadronic wave functions is used
and contrasted to a large set of hadronic decays of the baryon spectrum , and,
concretely forthe N (1520), the s—and d-wave decay ratio in proves con—
siderably without still being In agreem ent w ith experim ental data. In Tabl
Iwe show the results cbtained wih all these m odels. These resuls indicate
the in portance of the relativistic e ects and the need form ore work. A nother
possibility is explored in ref. P4]by m aking an expansion in powers of (=E )
nstead of (=m ). However when trying to inprove on this ratio it willbe
In portant to take Into account the new experim ental constraint cbtained in
the present work, and summ arized n Eq. @9). W hile the second equation,
establishing A 4 as a quadratic function of g, w ill com e out relatively naturally
in m ost schem es, the iIndependence of g ofA + A4 ofthe rst equation is less
than cbvious and w ill pose a challenge to any new schem e.

In Fig. 1 we are also plotting the resuls obtained by using the strong and
electrom agnetic couplings for the N (1520) resonance from the work of refs.
22,23]. The results obtained are very close to those dbotained w ith ourm odel.
T his is so in soite that the Individual electrom agnetic and strong couplings are
in som e disagreem ent w ith experin ent §]. Indeed, the helicity am pliudes of
3] are an aller than experin ent and the swave N (1520) ! am plitude
of 2] (the relevant one in the interference) bigger tan the experin ent, and
there is a certain com pensation ofboth de ciencies inthe p! ¥ p cross
section. This cbservation is interesting because it tells us that the faimess
ofamodel orthe N ! N reaction is not enough by itself and one has
to contrast the inform ation provided by the m odel w ith the com plem entary
experin ental nfom ation extracted from the N ! N and the N ! N
reactions. As an example in ref. R3] we show a model which gives equally
good results as the present one in the p ! ¥ p reaction and which has
a ratio A 4=A ¢ of opposite sign to the experim ental one. These two exam ples
show clearly the in portance of using the infomm ation of several experin ents
In order to obtain the proper nfom ation on the properties of resonances, the



N (1520) in particular in the present case.
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F igure C aptions

Fig. 1: Contiuous line: Total cross section orthe p ! * p reaction
for di erent solutions of £ o and gy o (see Eq. ). Region between
short-dashed lines: Uncertainties in the cross section due to the experin en—
talerrors in the N ° (1520) helicity am plitudes and s—and d-waves  decay

w idths. Long-dashed line: C ross section integrated over the DAPHNE detec—
tor acceptance (1. D ash-dotted lines: Totalcross section w ith the C apstick et
al. values of the strong and electrom agnetic couplings 22, 231.

Table C aptions

Table 1: 4= s Ratib for di erent m odels. E xperin entalvalue from [I.
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EEM EEM P,
wih Eq. @5) R R2]
4 0.024 0139 | 0069 |14 06
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