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W e present the results for the electric djpole amplitude for N !

°N at threshold at the O (©?) level in SU¢ (3) chiral

perturbation theory. W e nd that the SU ¢ (3) results di er only slightly from the SU ¢ (2) results. At the O (p3) Jevel one
encounters new , unknown countertemm s to x which one is lkely to need the threshold photoproduction data them selves,

thus losing predictive power. W e suggest, instead, that the di erence between the proton and neutron

0 photoproduction

am plitudes m ay provide a test of the convergence properties of the PT in the present context. W e urge that the neutron’s

electric djpole am plitude be m easured.

I. NTRODUCTION

Theone{loop O (p?) contrbutionsin SU¢ ) chiralper—
turbation theory ( PT) to the photoproduction rates at
threshold of neutral pions from nuclons are known i_]:]
to lead to a large, positive contribution. E xperin entally
how ever .g] the electric dipole am plitude E + is found to
be negative and fairly well describbed by tree{level con—
tributions [_3]. T his situation is som ew hat of an em bar-
rassnent or PT . Bemard, K aiser and M ei ner have
argued that the E o+ has a slow Iy convergent, perturba—
tive expansion, having recently calculated i_4] the one{
Joop O %) contrbutions. However at this order ultra—
viokt divergences appear in the loop evaliations which
are renom alized by the fiirther contribution of unknown
\counterterm s" that enter the chiral Lagrangian at this
order (one each for the proton and the neutron, re ecting
the separate isoscalar and isovector coupling of the pho—
ton) . Hence form ally there isno prediction from PT for
the electric dipol am plitudes at this order!

The work of Refs. {i] and K] were within the fram e~
work ofSU¢ (2) PT .In the present work we explore the
results of ncluding strangeness. W e restrict ourselves to
only the one{loop O (©?) kevel, where PT m akes unam —
biguous predictions for the electric djpole am plitude (@t
threshold). Them otivation for this analysis is the ocbser-
vation that in other electrom agnetic processes that have
been studied at the one{loop levelin PT [5,(: there is
a tendency for the kaon and pion loops to cancel par—
tially. A swe w ill see how ever, this does not occur in the
present case. W e believe that whether the chiral expan—
sion is in fact converging either in the SU¢ (2) sector or
In the SU¢ (3) sector is an open question.

In the work ﬁ] of Bemard et al.,, a m odel em ploying res—
onance saturation was used to estin ate the residual nite
pieces of the unknown \countertem s", from which they thus
were able to t the data reasonably well

W e suggest a test of convergence of based on the pre—
dicted di erence between the + p ! %+ p and (s
yetunmeasured) +n ! %+ n amplitudes. Unlike the
Individual am plitudes this di erence has a well behaved
perturbative expansion at the one{loop O (©*) level

An Im portant com ponent of the strangeness program
at CEBAF involves kaon and eta m eson production. A s
in the case of ° photoproduction, atO (©?), SU¢ 3)chiral
perturbation theory m akes predictions for threshold K °©
and photoproduction rates (although once again the
issue of convergence arises) . T hese rates how ever ire
a specialhandling of resonancesw hich are known d,d
play an in portant okl Becausethe % photoproduction
am plitudes are thus in m any ways cleaner and already
nvolve distinct theoretical issues that can be precisly
form ulated, and because of the experin ental interest in
the sub £ct, we have chosen to present here the results
for pion production am plitudes only and will defer ad-
dressing the strange m eson production to a subsequent
paper.

The rem ainder of this paper is organized in the ol
Iow Ing m anner. In section (II) we review the tree{level
contributions, em phasizing the role E] that the relativis—
tic theory plays n  PT in detem inihg the O %) am —
plitudes. In section (ITI) we present the one{loop, O )
resultsaswellasthe fiillexpression forthe electric dipole
am plitudes at thisorder in SU¢ (3) PT .In section (IV)
w e discuss these results and their theoretical and experi-
m ental in plications. W e also describe our proposed test
of convergence of the theory using the am plitude di er-

YThe relevant resonances are 1/2 states such as the
S11 (1535) in the case of photoproduction. The 3/2° states
such as the (1232) rst enter at tree{levelat O (o 2). Their
contribution is though num erically suppressed relative to the
nuclon’sanom alousm agnetjcm om ent tem s. Since them ain
issue Involveg the O (p onef{loop contrbutions, we w ill here
follow Ref. fL and keep only the nucleon explicit.
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enceE o+ +p! %+p Ep +n! %+ n . Sec

tion (V) contains our conclisions and outlooks.

II.TREE LEVEL CONTRIBUTIONS

T he am plitude for threshold neutralm eson production
can be w ritten as E

M = @S CH; @)

In tem sofwhich E 3+ isde ned as

C
Bpr = ——————; @

where m is the produced meson’s mass, My the nu-
cleon m ass, is the photon polarization vector and
S, 2 5 ( wv ) is the transverse soin operator de—

ned in Ref. }l0] and in which v is the nuclkon’s four
velocity. N ote that a Taylor expansion of the above de-
nom inator is required in the chiralexpansion ofE 3+ . The
tree{level contributionsthrough O (p*) are detem ined {3]
from the relativistic theory. T hese are shown in Fig. (1).
TheO (') tem isevaliated using the low est{ordertem s
of the relativistic Lagrangian:

Less = Lo + L,
LN =TrB (@B Mjg)B +
DTrB sfA ;Bg+ FTrB sR ;B]
f2
L, =?Tr@ R Y+ aTmM ( + Y); 3)
nwhich, =&°f, = 2=¢&2°f  and
1
v =5[@ Y+ Y@ )i 4)
i
A — Yy Yy ;
2[@ @ )l
D B=@QB+ NV ;BI: (5)

The de nitions of the m ass m atrix, M , and the octet
m eson and baryon elds are, by now, standard, and can
be fund, fr exam ple, in Ref. {1].

The O (©°) tree{level contrbution is a com bination of
two tem s. The rst is from the aforem entioned Taylor
expansion of the denom nator in Eq. {4) with the O ')
num erator. T he second is from the photon’s anom alous
m agneticm om ent couplings l_l-gi] w ith the nucleon In F igs.
(la) and (1b),

N

e —
LY = TB F
1 ™y "

+ yTIB F

fQ;Bg
R;B] : (6)

Q in the above is the charge m atrix of the u;d and s
quarks. The coe cients p and r must be determm ined
from data, to wit one can use as nput the m easured

anom alousm agnetic m om ents of the proton and neutron

in tem s of which = %n 287and § = ,+
1 84
1. 84,

In the heavy{baryon expansion of PT tLO] nwhich all
negative energy states of the nuclkon are absorbed into

higher{order tem s of the chiral expansion, L," above
becom es
L= iTrB,v DB+
2D TrB,S,fA ;Byg+ 2FTrB,S, B ;B,l: (7)

T he nucleon’s propagator is given directly tobe i=(v k+
i).

The O (p') tree{levelcontribution to neutralpion pho—
toproduction in the heavy baryon expansion arises from
the Hllow ing term in L1 [10],

£,TrB,S, Dv AB2 Ll: ®)
Bemard et al isi] determ ined the coe cient f , by m atch—
Ing w ith the am plitude obtained in the relativistic theory
T he legitin acy ofthe procedure relies on the fact [J;] that
n the relativistic theory acceptable \counterterm s" (ie.
that are Herm itian and CPT invariant) enter Eo+  rst
at O (©°) only and not at a lower level?

T he fact that £, isdetem ined from the relativistic the—
ory is worth em phasizing. If this was not the case and
f, was a free param eter, then, In fact, there would be no
prediction from chiralperturbation theory ofpion photo—
production asthe latter would be the source of xing this
now free param eter. H ow ever this isnot the case because
the heavy baryon expansion is ultin ately m erely a reor—
ganization (abei an adm itedly highly convenient and
offten m ore transparent one) of the full relativistic the-
ory. In the relativistic theory the loop expansion doesnot
correspond In a one to one fashion w ith the chiralexpan-—
sion f_lj] as it does In W einberg’s pow er counting m ethod
t_l-é_i]. Instead, because the nuckon’sm ass isexplicit in the
theory, it generatestem s at low er orders in the chiralex—
pansion aswellasm =M y corrections to all order. This
fact however m ust ulim ately be said to be only a com —
plicating feature of the relativistic form ulation. T he key
feature is that the chiralpower of the M y independent
term generated by the loop expansion in the relativis—
tic theory is the sam e as In the heavy baryon expansion.

“This Jast pointm ay notbe cbviousat rst. Forexam ple one
m ay consider adding the follow ng CPT invariant, H erm itian
pair of tem s to the relativistic theory:

h o1

®2 5 ib sE+ sBEib B: ©)

2M §

However such tem s are com pltely absorbed by a chiral ro-

tation of the nuckon ed B°= 1+ ZSZN s B)B . Explicit
evaluation also show s that the graphs ofFig. (1) are indepen-
dent of g» provided that the axial N oether current has been

constructed including the e ect of the new interaction tem .




A's In any perturbative expansion, the coe cients of the
lower order term s alw aysm ust be read jisted when going
to higher order In the expansion and hence w hether they
form ally contain pieces proportionalto M y is irrelevant.
The role of any tem fm =M y )" generated from the
relativistic Joop expansion is lncluded in a heavy baryon
expansion provided allpem issble term s of the speci ed
chiral power are included. T herefore, while the explicit
elin nation ofthe nuclon’sm ass is a greatly sin plifying
feature of the heavy baryon expansion, the relativistic
theory is nevertheless essential. T he determ mnation of £,
by Bemard et al @] illustrates this point.

Having now review ed their origin, we conclide this sec—
tion by listing the tree{level contributions through O (©?)
In PT forthe neutralpion photoproduction from nucle-
ons:

3+
Eg_fee p! Op=8ef (D+F) 2 2]?
h i
EZ pn1 O%nh = _= + F 2 z : (10
5 - D +F) 5 (10)
In the above, m =My ,D + F = gn = 126 and

p=17%and , = 1291 are the anom alous m agnetic
m om ents of the proton and neutron, respectively.

III.ONE LOOP,O0 P?) RESULTS

T he six nonvanishing, O ©?) 1{loop graphs for neutral
pion photoproduction from a proton isshown in Fig. (2).
W e note that the graphs resulting from the higher order
expansion of the axial current (ie. the three pion tem
ofA ) vanish dueto SU¢ (3) group factors. T hese graphs
have not been exhibited. For a sin ilar reason, explained
later, the analogs of graphs of Figs. (2c) and (2d) w ith
charged pion In the loop have not been exhibited. In F i.
(2) the sum ofeach graph and i's corresponding crossed
graph isulraviolkt nite. W orking in the nucleon’s rest
fram e suittably choosing the loop m om entum k in each
of the two graphs one obtains expressions identical In
all respects except the baryon propagator w hich appears
asform 1=( v k+ i ).Hence only thei
contributes in the sum ofthe two graphs yielding ultravi-
okt nite results. P icking up the baryon poles and then
using din ensional regularization [15] for evaliating the
rem aining three Euclidean space Integrals allow s for the
sim plest evaluation of the graphs (taken pairw ise). For
exam ple, the two graphs In Fig. (2c) and Fig. (2d) give
the ﬁ)I]Jow ing contribution to the transition am plitude T,
Eq. @):

M loo;(p! ’p)
F dk & k)v @+gS k k

= H > —H
£3 (ZZ P &2 mi)(g+k)? mi)

_ Fm 5 S k k 4
4 3f£3 &2+ mZ)k®+ 29 k+m2)

k) tem

= HS H32 (2) dx m?2 x?m?
8 3f3 o k
{HS Hi
= m
8 f3
q 2
m m
m2 m2+ —Lsin® — ; @1
m K

yielding a contribution to the am plitude E 5+ of:

eF
K K loop 0 _
Bor (P RIS gt
q 2
m m
m2 m2+ —%Lsn' — : @12
m m g

The contrbution B] of Figs. (2a) and (2b) can be cb-
tained from the aboveby m aking the cbvious substitution
mg ! m andalsorplachgF by D + F to account for
the di erent SU ¢ (3) couplings.

P roceeding sin ilarly, the two graphs In F igs. (2e) and
(2f) give the contrbution

K loop 0

M7 (p! 7P
_ @ s ng dk w @+k)v @ k)
23 @ ) k? mZ
— er 4 2 2 .
= {HS Hﬁm my; m?: 13)

From this expression it is obvious that the summ ed con—
tribution from the analogoustwo graphsw ih a charged
pion propagating in the loops is zero.

Summ ing the two classes of kaon loop contrbutions
gven by Egs. {11) and {13) we obtain the Hlow ing con—
tribution to the E o+ am plitude:

Ez;Kloop(p! Op)_l_E(I;loop(p! Op)=
e fm ) (14)
———m mo);
64 2f£3 K
w here the finction f (mk ;m ) is given by
m 2 m q
fmgim )= —Fsin' — m2 m?2: (15)
m m g

T his results agreesw ith the result reported by Steininger
etal [16]#

Combining these results w ith the tree{level contribu-
tions of Eq. {_lgli), one obtains that the com plete O (©?)
expression for threshold pion photoproduction from nu-—
clkeonsin SU¢ (3) PT is:

*An earlier version of the present paper had an error which
was pointed out in Ref. [18].
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IV .D ISCUSSION

A coording to a recent analysis [ff] of the world’s data
Plthe current best value of Eqr p! ‘p is 15
10 3m ! . The num erical values of the various contri-
bution to the photoproduction am plitudes are listed be—
Iow . The kaon loop contributions are calculated by using
F =04andD = 0:86. The valies are listed In the sam e
order of appearance as that ofthe tem s in Eqgs (_l-g) and

ih.

Eer p! %n = ( 328+ 113+ 301+ 0:1)
10°m ! 18)
Ee»« n! °n = 0+ 45+ 301 0:07)
10°m ! 19)

As mentioned earlier the total tree level result for
Ey» p! °n isreasonably close to the experin ental
value. T he one-loop result involving pion is of the sam e
size as the tree kevel result and upon adding i one gets
an am plitude w ith w rong sign. T he kaon loop contribu-—
tion isnegligble and consequently doesnot help m atters.
T here is distinct indication that PT is not converging
In the present situation.

Tt has been suggested ff!] that in SU¢ (2) theory con—
vergence sets in at O ©°) orat an even higher order. T he
sam e suggestion presum ably applies to the SU¢ (3) the-
ory too. O f course, In both cases one encounters new ,
unknow n counterterm s. O ne is lkely to need the thresh—
old photoproduction data them selves to x these temm s.
T hus one loses predictive power.

W e suggest that the di erence between the proton and
neutron ° photoproduction am plitudes would provide a
test of the convergence properties of chiral perturbation
theory. The SU¢ (3) resul r the di erence at 0 (©?)
¥velis

E P! P Ep n! ‘n gy,
€0a 23+t p+t o fmg;m )m
8 f 2 16 £2
( 328+ 068+ 0+ 0:47) 10 3=m -
25 10°=m . : 0)

The last but one line gives the breakdown according
to the various contrbutors. W e see that the value at

O (') is 33 103=m . and the total contribution
of the O ©?) is 08 10°=m .. There is a distinct
tendency tow ards convergence. It is kegitin ate to hope
that the higher chiral power tem s, which are suppose
to cancel out the oneJoop O (©?) tem s in the individ-
ual am plitudes, do not contrbute much to the di er-
ence. Then com paring the predicted value of Eq. {_égi)
w ih experim ent will constitute a test of PT. If the
am plitude is truly convergent the num erical value of

25 10 °3=m . should com pare well with the ex—
perin entaldata, som ething w hich cannot be clain ed for
the results of Eqgs I_l§') and C_l@')

V.CONCLUSIONS

It isknow n that the tree kevelresut at O ©°) ofSU¢ (2)
chiralperturbation theory result ortheE,. p! p
am plitudes is in fair agreem ent w ith the experin entalre-
sul. But addition of onedoop O %) contribution spoils
the agreem ent radically, to the extent of changihg the
sign of the am plitude. Since kaon and pion loop contri-
butions tend to cancel each other In m agnetic m om ent
calculation, we exam ined if a sin ilar situation occurs in
neutral pion photoproduction am plitude. W e nd that
contrary to the expectation, extension from SU¢ (2) to
SU ¢ (3) theory m akesvery little change. In fact, i m akes
the disagreem ent w ith the data m arginally worse.

T he radical change produced by the oneloop O (©?)
contrbution raises questions about convergence of the
theories. One may speculate that convergence sets in
at higher chiral power. W e nd that this speculation
Jleadsto a testable prediction forthe am plitude di erence,
Eyr p! %92 Ey n! %n . Itisreasonable to
expect a convergent result at the O () level. Speci cally,
the prediction for the di erence am plitude is 25
10 3=m . . An experin ental test of this prediction w ill
shed light on the convergence issue.

T his discussion m akes clear that it is im portant to ob—
tain experin entaldata on ° o neutron. Such experi-
m ents are being considered at CEBAF'.
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FIG.1. The tree{level graphs that contribute to neutral
pion photoproduction through O (°) in the relativistic the-
ory. These are reduced to seagull tem s in the heavy baryon
form ulation.

FIG.2. The six lowest order, one{loop contributions to
neutralpion photoproduction from a proton n SU¢ 3) PT.
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