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Abstract

T he electrom agnetic N- transition form factors are calculated in the
fram ew ork ofa form ally covariant constituent diquark m odel. A sa soin—
% particle the isassum ed to be a bound state ofa quark and an axial-
vector diquark. The wave function is cbtained from a diquark-quark
Salpeter equation w ith an instantaneous quark exchange potential. T he
three transition form factors are calculated for m om entum transfers
squared from the pseudothreshold M My) up to 2 Gev/c).
Them agnetic form factor is in qualitative agreem ent w ith experin ent.
W e nd very interesting resuls for the ratios E2=M 1 and C2=M 1.
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I.INTRODUCTION

T he study of the electrom agnetic N— transition form factors is of extrem e cur—
rent interest fl]. W hile the transition is dom inated by the m agneticM 1, am plitude
in the resonance region the contrlboution from the electricE , and S;; am plitudes is
suppressed and even zero In soherdically sym m etric quark m odels. T heir ratio to the
M 1,4 , however, reveals m any details about the structure of the (excited) nucleon. In
a classical picture, a non-zero value of the quadrupole ratiosE 2=M 1 and C2=M 1 in-
dicates an oblate defom ation ofthe . SU (6) sym m etric quark m odels can account
for this behaviour by introducing tensor forces between the quarks, thus leading to
a con guration m ixing of s and d states. This then also resuls In a non-vanishing
electric form factor of the neutron. See Refs. [J[3] for recent overview s conceming
the ratio E2=M 1. W hen thinking of a non-symm etric -resonance the idea of in—
troducing diquarks as correlated two-quark subsystem s seem s m ost strdking. Since
a quark-diquark m odel is abl to explain In a naturalway the negative m ean square
charge radius of the neutron a clari cation of the experin ental situation ofthe N —
transition seem s to be at hand.

The ain of this paper is not only to test a relativistic quark-diquark m odel intro—
duced in earlier works [ §]. C Jkearly, the nuckon is not only a system ofa quark and
a point-ike scalar or axiakvector diquark (called v-diquark in the ollow ing), see 1]
for a discussion. Even lss isthe a bound state of only a v-diguark and a quark.
N evertheless, it isworthw hik to explore the results obtained by a pure quark-diquark
picture. A sin ilar approach ] using light-cone wave fiinctions could account or a
variety ofexperim entaldata at higher energies. T he resultsm ay qualitatively ask for
strong quark-quark correlations In threequark m odels. T hereby, the form ally covari-
ant character of our m odel facilitates the discussion and jisti es the calculation of
the form factorsup to intem ediate m om entum transfers. Apart from thiswe use the
opportunity to list som e interesting form ulae not ound in the literature conceming
the N- transition form factors and transition currents.
The fundam ental relativistic equation descrbing a twobody bound state is the
BetheSalpeter equation. Adopting the idea of a quark exchange interaction from
previous works [§{IJ] we deduced a pair of coupled Salpeter equations in the in-
stantaneous approxin ation 1. In this paper we apply this form alisn also to the
—resonance w ith soin % . Here, only the v-diquark com ponent contributes. Thus,
the calculation ofthe N— transition form factors progcts out the v-diquark com po—
nent of the nucleon, as far as scalar{v-diquark transitions are neglected B[13]. W e
w il see that the inclusion of these gives a surprisingly better agreem ent w ith the
experin ental data, epecially of the m agnetic neutron form factor.
This paper is structured as Pllows. In Sec. [ we extend our quark-diquark m odel
to the ,thuscbtaining the Salpeter amplitude. In Sec. IfI the caloulation ofthe
transition currents is outlined. An interesting threshold relation is derived. Sec.
then show s how the transition form factors are obtained from the currents. In Sec.
V] we present the results and com pare w ith the experin ental data. Finally, in Sec.



VIa summary is given.

II.THE MODEL

W e describe the nuckon as a relativistically bound state of a scalar or v-diguark
and a quark. The findam ental equation of this twobody problem is the Bethe-
Salpeter equation [[4]. A ssum ing an instantaneous quark exchange interaction we
derived a system of coupled Salpeter equations. T he details of the m odel are found
in @JF]. In the rest fram e of the nuclkon we de ned the Salpeter am plitude:
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The optional Lorentz Index  is to be applied only In the v-diquark channel. This
Index and all other indices are suppressed in the follow ing. The am plitude ful s
the quark-diquark Salpeter equation:
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Follow ing the ideas of sin flar quark-diquark m odels B{I3/13] the interaction kemel
is sin ply a quark exchange propagator (In the static approach):

1
Woeip) o5 (~ et p)tmy); 3)
g
w ith !, the energy ofthe exchanged quark and g the quark-diquark coupling param —
eter. W hereas In this picture the nuckon is a coupled system with a scalar and a
v-diquark channelthe isa bound state ofonly a v-diquark and a quark. T hus, the
quark-diquark Salpeter equation in Ref. [§] sin pli es to:
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T he tensor rank °[L P ofthe am plitude indicates itsvector character,with ; = 1:::3
In the restframe. S isthe z-oom ponent ofthe totalspin. An additionalG aussian

diquark form factor [M] is suppressed. Eq. () is solved by expanding i a nite

basis and using the R itz variational principle.



ITT.CURRENT MATRIX ELEMENTS

Asin [ff]the electrom agnetic N - transition currents are calculated in theM an-—
delstam form alisn [[4]. In a rst step we only consider the rst two diagram s of F ig.
. Since the isa pure vdiquark{quark state the N- transition picks up only the
nuclon’s v-diquark channel. E g. the quark current is:
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W e recall the de nition of the vertex as the am putated Salpeter am plitude:
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Asa spjn—g particle the vertex transfom s as
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whereP %= M ;0). lhcluding the avour dependence the am plitude reads
1 P-
sf)=N ms<p>p—§ 2 o'+ )

wih N such that the nom alization according to the scalar product of Eq. (14) In
A1 ful Iis

h § i=2M : (10)

W e then obtain for the N—- transition current:
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A s In the case of the elastic neutron current, the N—- transition current is sensitive
to the di erence of the quark and diquark currents. T herefore we should not expect
a better description ofthe N— form factors than of the elastic neutron form factors
caloulated in Ref. [{]. Finally, we want to state an Interesting relation between the
quark and diquark currents ofF i. ] at the pseudothreshold ¢ = ™ My).We
start by assum ing the vertex to transform lke a spinor, thus dropping the Lorentz
boost m atrix in Eq. @), and nd similar to Eq. (33) of Ref. @] (writihng N
nstead of ):
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To obtain theN - transition current density J o (F) = J," @)=h P %33 jN P i,
the N-N current J) " has to be multiplied with a kinem atical factor arising from
the Lorentz boost m atrix ofthe outgoing amplitude (see App. ]
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where i numbers the v-diquark channel com ponents of the nuclkon, see App. A].

Especially, we have £1(¢) = 0, and 3} ¥ @) = =2 (™ @) F @) = 0
Eas. {II) and @) -(@§)). Sowe cbtain with ¢ = P°= g= FJ:
Jof)=0 (19)
d
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Eq. {9) of course also ®llows from current conservation o Jo = g J3 = 0 at ¢.
W e will see that these relations w ill guarantee a nite Coulomb form factor G- at
& . Sin ilar to the electric neutron om factor vanishing at ¢ = 0, wewilleven nd
Ge ()= 0.

IV.N- TRANSITION FORM FACTORS

In analogy to the usual Sachs decom position of the elastic electrom agnetic nu—
cleon current the N—- transition current is expanded in tem s of three independent
covariant and gauge-nvariant tensors G [[]{[L9]:
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Gy ;Gg and G. are the conventional m agnetic djpol, ekctric quadrupol and
Coulomb quadrupolk transition form factors. The avour factor in Eq. @1) arises
from the nom alization convention ofRef. [L]]. The tensors in Eq. @3) are:
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Note that in the orighalRefs. [[]fi§]the ° isdenedvia ~>= % ! 2 3  Tn the
rest fram e of the incom ing nuclkon, and choosing ¢ = P%= g= jjwe nd wih

5 = i~® and dropping the globali):

G, PG u, 1 @)=, PG u,:@)=0 @9)
p— po
— 0] C —
5. PI6%u1P)=  6—g) 30)
3
U PIGN u R = p=g(d) (31)
3
0, @I6% u @)= ﬁg«f) (32)
0,P% % u:P)=1 PG u,:1@)=0 (33)
3
T, 06" u,: @)= > gf) (34)
9
0,965 u, @)= ;p—zg«f), (35)
where we de ned
M +M M +My 92—
gf) = @ = p’=——= 0 : (36)
My PP+ M ) 2M y
Inverting these equations then yields:
1 s — p_ pP_ ! !
Gu @) _ 32 = & J. @) a7)
Ge @) 296@) 3 u Ji’gﬂ
3 o™ 3 4 My
Ge )= = Pp= Jf)= = p——1J)();  (38)
CD7 e YT Zawtwe



D E
wherewew rote J? forthe spin  ip current .2 3,4 jN+% ,wih J, = %(J1+ iJ,).
A sexpected, the charge density Jg contributesto the Coulom b form factoronly, whik
Gvy and Gy are related to thetwo spin I currents via a m ixing m atrix. N ote that
Gy isessentially the di erence of J, and J°.

V.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

T he param eters of the m odel are listed In Tab. [J (Set A). T he param eters di er
from those of Ref. §] in order to cbtain a bound w ithout introducing a con ning
potential. A s the current study of the tin elike nuclon electrom agnetic form factors
show s, the bigger constituent ([di)quark m asses also are needed to cbtain the correct
threshold behaviour which is found to be very sensitive to them asses. is a param —
eter entering In the G aussian diquark form factor 1. The nuckon param eters are

xed to obtain a best description of the nuclkon electrom agnetic form factors. The
resulting static properties are listed in Tab. [[I (Set A). The & dependence of the
urnucleon orm factors is nearly identicalto that ofR ef. [§], therefore not depicted
in this article. However, we nd a little deterioration of G (0) com pared to Ref. [{].
Tt is Interesting to nd for the anom alousm agneticm om ent ofthe v-diquark = 11,
very near to the value of a point-like diquark ( ¢ = 1:0). In addiion to Ref. E] we
have a new param eterg, (sseEq. )) Introduced In orderto x the massat 1232
MeV.W ith g =g, wewould obtainM = 1021 M &V . This is a drawback of our
m odel for the description ofthe static properties com pared to otherworksaseg. Q1.
H ow ever, the correct description of the nuckon form factorsup to  3:0 GeV? oroed
us to choose a scalar{v-digquark symm etric param eter set [J], which xesg . Fig.[3
show s the three calculated transition form factors form om entum transfers from the
pseudothreshod cﬁ up to 20 GeV?. Note that electron scattering experin ents only
accessf 0. The data points are the experin entalG, R1{R3]. T he em pty trianglke
ollow s from the equakm ass SU (6) lin i [[7]. Unfortunately, the caloculated Gy isa
factor of 2.8 too low . T his isnot surprising In a m odelw here the m agnetic transition
proceads in the v-diquark channel alone. This kads us to consider also transitions
from a scalarto a v-diquark (see the third diagram in Fig.[]), which of course would
contribute about equally In a threequark m odel. The coupling is analogous to the
! transition [[3] and contains a scalar{v-diquark coupling param eter ,. W e
de ne it via

s$ v
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In the rest fram e of the nuckon and choosing P° = P?, such a transition only
a ects the spin  jp currents. So the rhs. of Eq. ([I) contains an additional
term + p% B gmarkes o) P10 £ course also the elastic nuckon form fac-
tors change. In order to nd a best description of the m agnetic form factors we

choose Set B in Tab. [f. The resulting m agnetic nuclkon form factors are shown in



Fig. §. The agream ent w ith the experin ental data is indeed strking. W ith this
Set B we obtan for the m agnetic transition form factor the dash-dotted line n F ig.
. Here, we also nd an in provem ent, w ith the calculated curve stillbeing too low,
though. O f special interest is the shape of Gz and G, . Both start at zero at the
pseudothreshold ¢ and have am axinum at about o = 0. T he threshold behaviour
Ge (@) = 0 results from Egs. {9) and (). As can be seen from Eq. 1) the
electric orm factor itself is very sensitive to the di erence ofthe two currents J, ()

and J? (). I is straightforward to see that J° () = = 3J, (&) for ¢ near to .
W ith J, ()= J2 ) = 0, this kadsto Gy () = 0.

InFi.fweshow theratio ofthemultipolesE2=M 1=E, =M ;, = G ()=Gy &)

[17/18] com pared to the experim entalRe®E 1+ M ;, )=M 1, § taken from Refs. R4{R4].
The solid line corresponds to the param eter Set A . At f = 0 the calulated ratio
E2=M 1= 55% isnearto the expermental value E2=M 1 = 25 02% PR4l.
N ote, that the experin ental value still contains background e ects. T he recent anal-
ysis ofRef. JlgivesE2=M 1= 3:5% forthe ‘dressed’ resonance alone. I is this

num ber our calculation has to be com pared w ith. For higher m om entum transfers
our curve decreases, sin ilar to Ref. [13], where a light-cone quark m odel is em ployed.
T his disagrees w ith the experin ental data from Refs. R4R25]. H owever, the experi-
m entalsituation isnot at allclear since large background e ects hinder the extraction

ofE 2=M 1 from m easured cross sections and m ake it strongly m odeldependent BJ]1.
T he dash-dotted curve is the sam e ratio if we Inclide scalar{v-diquark transitions
according to Eq. (89), ushg Set B. The threshold value E2M 1 = 34% is i
astonishing agream ent w ith the above value of Ref. [}], and for higher & the curve

attens. F ig. [§ show s the ratio B[L9]

8.0 G @)
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T he negative sign 0ofG - ladsto a positive ratio C 2=M 1 which apparently contradicts
the experin entaldata P4R3R71R2g]. Cardarelliet al. P9lalso nd G. < 0, and for
certain wave functions also Kroll et al. ] nd this behaviour. W e strictly follow

the de nitions ofRef. [[§]. A positive J, then leads straightorwardly via Egs. B9),
Q) toc2M 1 > 0. However, the absolute values of both Set A and Set B are in
satisfactory agream ent w ith the experim ent. W e predict a threshold value C2=M 1 =

+21% (Set B).The dotted lne is the ratio w ith the current density Jy calculated
via Jp (F) = §J3 @) (@lso Set B). Thus, the variance betiween the dash-dotted
and the dotted curve re ects the accuracy of our prediction due to the only partially
conserved current, see below . The dotted curve yields C2=M 1 = +14% . Fially,
F ig. [§ show s our prediction for the helicity asymm etry ratio de ned as []

A3 R:sT 1 _Guw @Gy @) GE ()
A)= 27— ~== - 3—— - ; (41)
jﬁ‘%fﬂ- jﬁ‘%f 2 GM (q2)+ 3GE (qz)
whereA% and A% are two of the three Independent electrom agnetic helicity am pli-
tudes B]. The ratio A gives essentially the contribution of helicity nonconserving

(40)




com pared to helicity conserving transitions. Symm etric three-quark m odels should
give a constant A (qz) 0:5. Forboth SetsA and B we see a sin ilar deviation from
this rule, w ith curve A decreasing faster than curve B . O ur results are very sim ilar
to those of Ref. [[9]. There, i is explicitely shown that a satisfactory description
ofGy () and E2=M 1 ism aihly due to a correct relativistic treatm ent. So wem ay
conclude that apart from the assum ed quark-diquark structure our good resuls are
also due to the fom ally covarant Salpeter m odel.
At Jast we should m ention an interesting result conceming current conservation. In
the previous Refs. J§] we could explicitely show that the currents corresponding to
the diagram s in Fi. [] were conserved separately. This is not the case in inelastic
transitions, see Fig. []. The currents alone are far from being conserved separately,
but the sum of both (solid line) is conserved approxin ately. The m axin al devi-
ation amounts to less than 30% at o 05 Gev?. For momentum transfers
& > 15 Gev? the current is ound to be nearly conserved. W hike the current
conservation of the elastic currents can be shown analytically In the M andelstam for-
m alisn using tim e and space reversalthis is not the case for transition currents. The
violation of the continuity equation indicates that additional diagram s, as eg. the
coupling of the photon to the exchanged quark, are needed to fi1l Ilgauge nvariance.

VI.SUM M ARY

W e extended our studies of the nuclkon in a covarant quark-diquark m odel to
the resonance. This spjn—g particle is described as a bound state ofa quark and a
v-diquark w ith the Salpeter equation. T he Interaction kemel is a quark exchange In
Instantaneous approxin ation. T he electrom agnetic N - transitions are calculated in
the M andelstam form alisn from the pseudothreshold up to 2 GeV?. The resulting
form factors are In qualitative agreem ent w ith the experin ental data, w ith only the
dom inant m agnetic transition Gy com ing out too low . The nclusion of scalar{v-
diquark transitions seem s to be In portant for the nuclkon m agnetic form factors as
well as for the m agnetic N- transition form factor. W e nd the correct value for
E2M latq = 0. Thepositive sign ofC 2=M 1 contradicts the experin ental ndings,
its absolute value, how ever, describbes the data well.

Sum m arizing, wem ay state that a pure quark-diquark m odel in a covarant approach
can acoount qualitatively for the nuckon form factors and the N- transitions up
to intem ediate m om entum transfers. T he sam iquantitative agreem ent w ith experi-
m ent is encouraging and m ay point to a possible Wl of strong quark-quark correla—
tions n subnuclkar physics.
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APPENDIX A:COUPLING MATRICES

In this section we evaluate the coupling m atrices describing the coupling of the
photon to the v-diquark. W e need the coupling m atrices 4, of Sec. III .n Ref. [{I.
W e apply the correct C osch-G ordan coe cients and take into acoount the boost
prescription ofEq. (§), thus tearing the boost factors into the coupling m atrix 4,
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W e then obtain the follow Ing onerow coupling m atrices in the space e\[,11 (eo[l];e\[,”)
(for the notation see Ref. {)):
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W e also give them atrices In Lorentz space w hich appear in the coupling to the quark
w ith a v-diquark as spectator:
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W ih the corresponding C Eosch-G ordan coe cients:
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TABLES

‘ m g mg= My gN o sv
Set A 440 M eV /& 800 M &V /&2 17.76 850 030 fin 11 -
Set B 440 M eV /& 800 M eV /&2 17.76 850 030 fin -0.07 24

TABLE I. The param eters of them odel: Set A and Set B.
“ o Y
hr?ig hr’ i b 3, b 35 p n

Set A 0.79 fm 0110 m 2 0.72 fm 0.86 fm 245 y 142 y
Set B 0.79 fn 0110 2 0.74 fn 0.75 fin 244 191 y
exp. 0.847 0119 fn? 0.836 fin 0.889 fi 2793 y 1913

TABLE II. Static nuclkon properties as they result from the threshold behaviour ofthe
electrom agnetic nuclkon form factors. For the experin ental data see the analysis of Ref.

3d].
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FIG.1l. The N- transition current is the sum ofthe v-diquark current and the quark
current. T he third diagram is the scalar{v-diquark transition (see Eq. )) .
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FIG . 3. The m agnetic form factor of the proton (positive curve) and of the neutron
(negative curve) calculated w ith the param eter Set B of Tab. ﬂ For the experin ental data
see the analysis of Ref. ].
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FIG.4. The ratio E2=M 1. The solid line results from the param eter Set A, the
dash-dotted one from Set B. T he experim ental data are from Refs. @{@]. The am pty
triangle is from the analysis of E].
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FIG.5. The absolute value of the ratio C2=M 1. The solid line resuls from the pa—
ram eter Set A, the dash-dotted one from Set B . T he dotted line show s the ratio w ith Jj

caloulated via Jo (@F) = % J3 (). The experin entaldata are from Refs. P4R3R7R91.
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