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We have made a simple model to obtain some estimates of the inelastic form factors for electron excitation
of the nucleon resonances. The model is covariant and gauge invariant, and satisfies all the general re-
quirements of the theory. It relies heavily on the lead of previous theoretical work on the form factor for the
3%, $ (1238-MeV) level. The basic idea is to take from experiment the knowledge of which nucleon states
are resonant. We then look at single-pion electroproduction and project out the relevant multipoles from a
covariant, gauge-invariant set of graphs which are thought to play an important role as an excitation mecha-
nism. The multipoles are then multiplied by a final-state enhancement factor which provides a resonance
mechanism. We give some theoretical justification for this procedure. If just the electron is detected, one
measures the virtual-photon width for formation of the resonance, and our result contains the possibility
that the resonance can decay into other channels than just 7+N. We calculate only the inelastic form
factors. The individual contributions of the resonance levels are normalized to photoabsorption, where
such data exist. We keep 7, w, and N exchange as an excitation mechanism, and treat the over-all con-
tribution of the w exchange as a single parameter, with which we are able to fit all the existing inelastic-
electron-scattering data. We actually find two equally acceptable fits with quite different properties. The
w-nucleon coupling constant we get from this analysis is in reasonable agreement with other determinations of
this quantity. Form factors for all the nucleon levels up through 2650 MeV are presented out to momentum
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transfers of interest in the SLAC experiments.

1. INTRODUCTION

HERE are two reasons why electron scattering is
such a powerful tool for studying nuclear struc-
ture. The first is that the interaction is known. The
electrons interact with the local charge and current
density in the target. Since this interaction is relatively
weak, of order «=1/137, one can make measurements
without greatly disturbing the structure of the target.
Of course, the same holds for real photon processes, but
electrons have the second great advantage that for a
fixed energy transfer, one can wvary the 3-momentum
transferred, the only restriction being that the 4-
momentum transferred be spacelike. Thus one can map
out the Fourier transform of the transition charge and
current densities, and this is a rich and unique source of
information on nuclear structure. With the advent of
very-high-energy electron accelerators, for example, the
Cambridge Electron Accelerator (CEA), the Deutsches
Elektronen-Synchrotron (DESY), and especially the
Stanford Electron Accelerator Center (SLAC), electron
excitation has become a practical means for studying
the details of the excited states of the nucleon. To
indicate the richness of possibilities here we show the
“low-lying” spectrum of the nucleon in Fig. 1.1
From both a theoretical and experimental standpoint
one would like to have some idea of what to expect in
these experiments. From a theoretical point of view one
would at least like to make some predictions before the
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experiments are carried out. From an experimental
point of view, estimates of the transition form factors
are useful in planning new experiments and in inter-
preting, understanding, and correlating the data as
they accumulate.

The detailed theoretical understanding of the excited
states of the nucleon requires a theory of strong inter-
actions, but reliable, quantitative calculations are
exceedingly difficult and in many cases impossible at
the present time. We shall therefore make a very simple
model to attempt to get some physical insight into what
is going on and to get some feeling for what is to be
expected in these experiments. Although the model can
be, at best, only a crude approximation to the strong-
interaction dynamics, it does have the distinct advan-
tage that it keeps all the general properties of the
theory, including covariance, gauge invariance, analytic
properties, and threshold behaviors.

We first make a general covariant analysis of the
transition matrix element for the process

v*+N — N+,

where v* is the Mgller potential from the electron. In
this we follow the work of Fubini, Nambu, and
Wataghin (FNW)?2 and find that there are six inde-
pendent kinematic invariants which can be chosen to
be explicitly gauge invariant [that is, replacing €, — &,
gives identically zero] and six independent invariant
amplitudes which are functions of three scalar variables.
Going to the center-of-momentum frame for the above
process, these invariant amplitudes can be expressed,
in standard fashion, in terms of the independent electro-
magnetic transition multipoles: a transverse electric
and magnetic multipole and a Coulomb multipole. Thus
at this stage, whatever approximation we put in for the

2 S.)Fubini, Y. Nambu, and V. Wataghin, Phys. Rev. 111, 329
(1958).
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16701670 — e 5/271/2; /2,312
1570 R w2512
/ 1400 ———————— /2%, 112
1525 /2,172
1236 3/2%3/2
940 ———— /2% /2

F16. 1. The known nucleon resonances (Ref. 1).

individual multipoles, we still have an over-all ampli-
tude which is covariant and explicitly gauge invariant.
From experiment we take the knowledge of which
particular multipoles are resonant. We then choose a
covariant, gauge-invariant set of graphs that we believe
should play an important role as an excitation mech-
anism and project out the appropriate multipoles.
These multipoles are then multiplied by a final-state
enhancement factor; we give some theoretical justifica-
tion for this procedure. The transition multipole ampli-
tudes then resonate at the appropriate energy. The fact
that these resonances may decay inelastically is easily
incorporated into this model.

Since the final-state enhancement factor depends only
on the total energy in the center-of-momentum frame,
the momentum-transfer dependence of the multipole
amplitudes enters through a known function, and we
can calculate the transition form factors. At present, it
is only the form factors that we attempt to calculate.
We normalize the over-all contribution of the various
resonant states to the values known from a phe-
nomenological analysis of photoproduction. There is
thus one scale factor for each state which is taken from
experiment, but the model then predicts the relative
contributions of the multipoles for any given state at
all momentum transfers.

As an excitation mechanism we have kept 7, w, and V
exchanges. The first and last must be included together
for gauge invariance, and we give some arguments that
the second is the most important vector-meson ex-
change. The over-all contribution of the w-exchange
diagram is treated as a single parameter, and we
attempt to fit all the presently known inelastic data.
The value that we obtain for this parameter is found to
be in reasonable agreement with other estimates of this
quantity. Our contributions thus come from three
different regions of the exchanged-particle mass spec-
trum. We have the most peripheral contribution, which
is expected to play a dominant role in the excitation of
higher spin states at low momentum transfers because
of the centrifugal barrier ~ (kR)%; further, we can
calculate it exactly. Also included is an intermediate-
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mass contribution about which we have a great deal of
knowledge and a high-mass contribution where our
ignorance becomes glaringly evident. Undaunted by
this, we make predictions for the form factors of all the
known nucleon resonances, and calculate them out to
momentum transfers of interest in the SLAC
experiments.?

Now electron excitation of the $+, £ (1238) resonance
has been studied in great detail and with much more
sophisticated treatments than that presented here,
because starting from the work of Chew and Low* we
have had some dynamical understanding of this
resonance. The work goes back to FNW? and important
contributions have been made by Dennery, by Zagury,®
by Simon and Gutbrot,” and by Vik.? Vik also calculated
the one-particle exchange contributions in the regions
of the second and third nucleon resonances. The treat-
ment presented here is only a simplified version and
summary of these others, but it does contain the
essential physics of these approaches, we believe, and
we have merely tried to extend these ideas to the higher
nucleon resonances, and to higher momentum transfers.

In Sec. 2 we briefly review what can be said, on
general grounds, about the electron excitation of
nucleon resonances. In Sec. 3, we review the general
analysis of single-pion production by electrons. In
Sec. 4 we discuss our model for the resonant multipoles.
In Sec. 5 we calculate the multipole contributions of the
graphs which we use as an excitation mechanism. In
Sec. 6 we present the numerical results and a com-
parison with the existing experiments; Sec. 7 is a
discussion and summary.

2. ELECTRON SCATTERING

We first give a very brief review of the theory of
electron scattering. We concentrate on the case where
only the final electron is detected, as in most of the
experiments which have been done so far, and as will be
the case in the SLAC experiments.®* Bjorken and
Walecka?® have given a relativistically covariant analysis
of the process of electron excitation of the nucleon and
have discussed all that can be said, on general grounds,
about the transition form factors. They also show the
relation to photoexcitation of the nucleon resonances.
We summarize their results here.

The kinematical situation in the one-photon exchange
approximation is shown in Fig. 2. The angular

3 W. Panofsky, D. Coward, H. DeStaebler, J. Litt, L. Mo, R.
Taylor, J. Friedman, H. Kendall, L. VanSpeybroek, C. Peck, and
J. Pine, Stanford Linear Accelerator Center Group A—Proposal
4B (1966) (unpublished).

4 G. F. Chew and F. Low, Phys. Rev. 101, 1570 (1956); 101,
1579 (1956).

5 P. Dennery, Phys. Rev. 124, 2000 (1961).

8 N. Zagury, Phys. Rev. 145, 1112 (1966).

7F. Gutbrod and D. Simon, DESY Report No. 67/1, 1967
(to be published).

8R. C. Vik, Phys. Rev. 163, 1535 (1967).

( 9}.)D. Bjorken and J. D. Walecka, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 38, 35
1966).
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F16. 2. The kinematics for inelastic electron scattering.

momentum analysis is best carried out in the rest frame
of the final isobar, because one then has an eigenstate of
angular momentum and parity. The electromagnetic
vertex is characterized by four reduced matrix elements,
or, equivalently, by the four linear combinations

EEQN2 _ 72j4+1\12
(=) (=) Giulitsaen

8wM? 2J+1
XwrT[JO)|F*r7), (2.1)
with p==41,0 and
fo=(EE'Q2/8x M 2)1 2z g ] || Jo(0)|| E*nT ). (2.2)

In these expressions £ and E’ are the initial and final
target energies, respectively, M is the isobar mass, Q is
the normalization volume, J,(0)=(J(0),:J0(0)) is the
electromagnetic current operator taken at the origin,
and J7® is the angular momentum and parity of the
isobar. In the rest frame of the isobar one has

k= (k*ik). (2.3)
There is still one relation among these four quantities
coming from current conservation and it simply
eliminates fo;

fo=(ko/B*) . (2.4)

The electron-scattering cross section in the laboratory
is then shown to be (we set m.=0)
a? cos?i0

do
(d?l)labz 4¢? sin*}0[1-+2(e/m) sin?6]
XA{ (k4 E*Y) | fo| 2+ (k2/2k*2+ (M2/m?) tan®16)
XLl fel2 41 -2}

In this expression e is the initial electron energy, 6 is
the electron scattering angle, m is the nucleon mass, and
k?=Fk,? is the invariant 4-momentum transfer. We see
that electron scattering measures two independent
combinations of form factors, the Coulomb and trans-
verse form factors. These may be scparated experi-
mentally by keeping 4% and the energy loss ko=e—¢

(2.5)
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fixed and varying @ or by working at #=180°, where
only the transverse contribution remains. The trans-
verse form factor can also be measured at one momen-
tum transfer, namely, k,2=0 or

k thresh — (Mz— mz)/ZM (2.6)
in photoexcitation,
4r%a  M?
/ oy(w)do=—— —
lab; over resonance M*—m? m
XL fe 2 7=1202mo. - (2.7)

Thus with electron scattering, we can add a whole new
dimension onto the photon problem. There is also the
possibility of direct Coulomb excitation.

Detailed properties of the form factors f,f, are
highly model-dependent. However, in the limit £*— 0
(which implies ko— M —m) the form factors have
simple threshold behaviors:

1. Normal parity transitions!® 4+ — 3—, §+...

fc"’ (k*) J—1/2 ,
Jare s,
2. Abnormal parity transitions 3+ — 1~ 3+ $—...,
foro (B¥) 7102
f:!:'\’ (k*) J—ll2.

One of the interesting questions which we would like
our model to shed some light on is whether or not these
threshold behaviors are of any use, because only space-
like momentum transfers are available experimentally
[k2>0], and it is not clear whether the threshold
behavior still persists there since this implies a minimum
3-momentum transfer

k*> k*thresh= (M2— mz)/ZM. (2-8)

For the normal parity transitions there is an addi-
tional relation between f, and f. valid near threshold:

[ f+ Ilz;:l l2f~ l 2%0 (J +l> (k*)2.

This relation is well known in nuclear physics. In
particular, it is the relation which allows one to get
photon lifetimes for electric transitions from Coulomb
excitation.

(2.9)

3. GENERAL ANALYSIS OF SINGLE-PION
ELECTROPRODUCTION

In this section we review what can be said about the
process of single-pion electroproduction on general
grounds alone.!! We assume a single-photon exchange

10 For the special case 37— 3%, fo~(k*)? and f_~k*(/,=0).

11 We use a metric so that a,‘— (a,iap). Our vy matrices are
Hermitian and satisfy 7,.7,-}—7.,7,,—26“,, The Dirac equation is
(Zy+p+m)u(p) =0 and the spinors are normalized to 7u=1. We set
#=c=1. Note that e?/4r=a=1/137 and vs=v1v2y3v1.
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mechanism; the kinematical situation is shown in
Fig. 3. The analysis follows closely that of photo-
production of pions by Chew, Goldberger, Low, and
Nambu (CGLN)!2 and of electroproduction by Fubini,
Nambu, and Wataghin.? The results are similar to those
obtained recently by Zagury,® although the emphasis is
somewhat different. In particular, we will keep explicit
current conservation (or equivalently gauge invariance)
throughout.
We define the quantities

PE%(PI‘{‘P‘-’) 3
A=3(po—p1)=%(k—0),
v=—k-P/m=—q-P/m,
n=—~k-q/2m.

(3.1)

The c.m. system is defined by pi+k=p,+q=0. In this
frame we write k,= (k* iko) and denote the total energy
by W. The nucleon energies are 72, and £, and the meson
energy is w,. The following relations exist between these
quantities:
2kW =W?r—m2—F2,
2w W =Wi—m?+4-u?,
v=»1/2m)(W2—m?)+k-q/2m,
ko W—m k?

Fxtm WeAm  (Wm)(Etm)

For the strong-interaction part of the above process
we need the covariant amplitude

(3.2)

200 E1 FoQ3\ 12
( > <(1?2(_)|J#€#{?1>

m?
6
=a(p2)[ -Z=:1 e #4:(W,0%%) Ju(pr) ,  (3.3)

where on the left side we have the matrix element of
the electromagnetic current operator between exact
Heisenberg states. ¢, is the Mgller potential

e,= (e/k®)iu(ke)y mu(kr)

and Q is our normalization volume. We have expanded
the Heisenberg matrix element, which is now a Lorentz
scalar, in terms of a complete set of six kinematic in-
variants. Following FNW, we choose [e,M, =M w),
i=4,B,---,F]

Ma=%ivs (v-6)(v-k)— (v k) (v-€) ],
Mp=2iys[(P-€)(g-k)—(P-k)(g-€)],
Me=vs[(v-€(g-k)— (v-k)(g-€)],
Mp=2ys[ (v €)(P-k)— (v-k)(P-€)]
—imys (ye) (y-k)— (v-k)(v- &)1,

M g=1vs[ (k- €)(g-k)—(g- k"],
Mp=s[(y-k)(k-e)— (y-€)k™].

12 G, F. Chew, M. L. Goldberger, I'. E. Low, and Y. Nambu,

Phys. Rev. 106, 1337 (1957) ; 106, 1345 (1957); see also, J. S. Ball,
ibid. 124, 2014 (1961).

(3.4)

3.5)
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k+tp = qatP

K o=k -kp

F1c. 3. The kinematics for electroproduction of one pion
by single-photon exchange.

These invariants have the distinct advantage that
they are explicitly gauge invariant;

EM#=0, i=1,---6. (3.6)

This is the statement of current conservation for the
strongly interacting part of the process. The invariant
amplitudes are now functions of W, A% and &2

Let us proceed to a further analysis of the invariant
matrix element in the c.m. system. Because of current
conservation we have

(gp2 2| I -E| pr)=(ko/E*){gp=" |0 1),  (3.7)

AT

=K

BN

F16, 4, Our choice of angles and helicity unit vectors
in the center-of-momentum frame.
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and we only need to analyze the current matrix ele-
ments, for the charge matrix elements are then deter-
mined. We therefore only need to know the matrix
elements for e, a complete set of three-dimensional unit
vectors, &), where

by 1= :F%\/z[émi 'iék2] s

ékoE ék3_=‘ k.

(3.8)

We chose our coordinate system in the c.m. system, as
indicated in Fig. 4. In this case we can make a reduction
of the amplitude from Dirac spinors to Pauli spinors,
and we find

RELATIVISTIC MODEL FOR ELECTROPRODUCTION
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20 1 E.Q3 1/2
(—-#—) (|3 2] pu)

mZ
6
= 7]cz+( Zl maGc‘)"lﬂ ’ (3-9)
where we have defined
M1=iﬂ'é,
my=(0-9)[o- (kX2)],
my=i(o-k)(§-8),
mi=ile-9)(q-9),
ms=1i(c-§)(k-8),

(3.10)

This expression is still exact, of course. The relation between the two sets of invariant amplitudes is given by

. _[<El+m)(.Ez+m>
o 4m?

gk*(W+m) r

W—m W—m 1’

" Cam*(Ertm) (Extm) 1L

Eotm 2 k?
Gs=qk*(W+m)|:——] l:C—D—l— (W—m)B———E:I R
Am?(Er+m) W+

Ey+m
Am*(Es+tm)
Gs= ol

[4m*(Ey+m)(Estm) J12

Eot-m

Am*(Er+m)

G= q”(,W—m)[ ]M[C—D— (W+m)B+

G5=k*2|:

The connection with the photoproduction amplitudes
&; of CGLN2 is

('m/47TW)GzE Fi, ’i=1, "',6

Fi(k2=0)=F, 6N 1=1,2,3,4.

We can further make a multipole analysis of our

invariant amplitude in this frame. This is most easily

done through a helicity analysis following Jacob and

Wick.!® The invariant amplitude can be expanded in
terms of helicity amplitudes as'*

(3.12)

6
717\z+( > miF) Ns1

=1

= Z (2-]+ 1) gDM—Xk.)\zJ('_qu* 0p¢p)*
e
X Ne| TI (W5 | Nhg),  (3.13)

13 M. Jacob and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 7, 404 (1959).

14 We use the angular momentum notation of A. R. Edmonds,
Angular Momentum in Quantum Mechanics (Princeton University
Press, Princeton, N. J., 1957).

2mu1 k2
— A+ (W—+m)D (C—D)+ F],
W+m W+m

m
(3.11)

k
E
W—m :I ’
{ko[— A+ (W~+m)(D—F)~+2mvy(B— E) 4+ 2mvi[ C— D— (W+m)(B—E) ]},

1/2
] [— A4 — 2myy(E— B)— (W+m)F— (W—m)D].

where \; and \; are the initial and final nucleon helicities,
respectively, and \; is the virtual photon helicity. The
Pauli spinor 7, can be written in terms of our previous
Pauli spinor 5,,* (representing spin up and down along
the —&* axis) by

77)\z+= Z :D)\z.szllz(_ﬁbpazﬂbp) 77&2+- (3-14)
82

It is convenient to go to amplitudes of definite parity
by introducing the linear combinations of helicity states

| M )= 1AL TM3)F | T —3—1)],

| =M —31)=32[|TM—31)F|TM3—1)], (3.15)
[ JEM50)=3V2[ | TM30)F | JM —30)],
for the initial states. These states satisfy
| JEM Y= (—1)7=12| JEM). (3.16)

We do the same for the final 7-N states. In this case we
can label the states by / since this is the same as specify-
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ing the parity. Therefore,

|EME)=32[[TMH)=|TM—5)].  @.17)
(Note that we use the convention of gy=-+1, 5,=—1,
and n,=—1 for the intrinsic parities in accordance with
Jacob and Wick.?®) For the left side we use the familiar
notation I+ for states with J=/Z+3 and the parity of
these states is again

w| BEME) = (= 1) b g)= (— 1) 11). (3.18)
The parity amplitudes are then defined by

Tput= (4% Q)2 TV (W 5% | 5,15)

Typo'*= (4% )~ X[ TV (W, 8% | —1,1%),  (3.19)

L= (48450 | T (W 19) | 3,04
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The more familiar electric, magnetic, and longitudinal
or Coulomb multipoles are then obtained from these
quantities by the relations

(DM = —3V2[ Ty o+ ((4+2)/ D12 T 527 ],
(1D Ey=—3V2[ T — 1/ (142))12T5,4 ],
IM = —%iV2[T1 2 — (I—1/141)12T5 5], (3.20)
1B, =3iVa[ T+ (I41/1—1)12T5 5],
Cro=(B*/ko)iLy= (k*/ko) N 1.
We can now use Egs. (3.13), (3.14), and the orthog-

onality of the ®,,’ functions to write the multipole
analysis of the invariant amplitudes;

F1=2 {[IMy+En Py (0)+[(+ )M +E [Py (%)},

Fp= zl {LO+ D)Moy +IM0 P/ (%)},

Fy= Zz: {[Evy—My )Py () +[Er+M ]Pr " (x)},

Fa= Zl {I:MH_'—' EH."‘MI_’_ El—]Pl”(x)} ’

(3.21)

k*
Grm (;())(ﬂfrl—xm) =% ([C—CulP/@),

B
Te= (k_)(5’1+x53+ Fe)= Zl: {{CoPri(0)—CrPria/ (%) ]},

where = cos(X k§) and P/ (x)=dP (x)/dx. For k*— 0, the first four equations are those of CGLN.!?
We note equivalently that if we analyze the Coulomb matrix element directly, we find

(2w By EsQ3/m2) V¥ qpa O | (=) oeo| p1) =105 [1m1Gr+msGs Insy

and

Mmy=—1€0§, 322)

mg= ‘—ieoﬂ'k )

5= (I;;)(ga'i-x&)=J’—(ﬂ)mk*{(W—m—kO)[—A‘l-(W'f—m)(D—F)]

0. T 1— M

Fw [(W—m)(C—D)+k2E—(W2—m?)B]+(k-q)[C—D—ko(E—B)—2WB]},

E2+m

(3.23)

Fo= (l;zj)(sfl+x§3+ Fe) =—1—(———)1/2k*{ (W+m—ko)[A+(W —m)(D—F)]

8TW\E+m

0

+w [ (W+m)(C— D)+ (W2—m?)B—E2E]+ (k- q)[C—D+ko( E—B)+4-2WB]} .

The multipole amplitudes here are functions of k2 and W Equations (3.21) may be inverted. If we write

w0 =4 [

1
Py(x) F4(W ,k2,x)dx ,

-1

(3.24)



167

then

I+1
B =F'— G+
2041

My =—F+Fp 12—

(IH+1)Ey=Fl—Fa?—
2041

1
(H V)M = F'— Fr®+
20+1

Cip=F1i"+ 528,
Cro=F "+ 58

These equations can be used for all / provided that we
remember that

Er=M,=0. (3.26)

Thus, given a set of invariant amplitudes (4---F) we
can construct the multipole amplitudes (M 1y, Eiy, Cry).
These relations can clearly be inverted to provide the
invariant amplitudes if the complete set of multipole
amplitudes is known.

For the isospin properties of our amplitudes we know
that the general form of the 7" matrix is

T=THP8u+TOH 103 |+ TO7s,  (3.27)

where « labels the (Hermitian) final pion state. The
amplitude for electroproduction of a definite state of
total isotopic spin % or § from a proton can be related
to these amplitudes by

T3, proton) = (v3)(I*+—1"),

T4, proton) = — (/3)(T++27—+3TY). (3.28)

Some further kinematic relations expressing every-
thing in terms of W and %2 will be useful in Sec. 4 and
we summarize them here:

Eit-m=[(W-+m)*+E¥])/2W,
Extm=[(W+m)*—p*]/2W,
q=(1/2W)[W — (m~+w) J*[W+(m~+p) ]2
X[W—(m—pw) LW+ (m—p) ]2,
k*=(1/2W)[(W —m)*+ k> 2L (W +m)*+E* ]2,
E* =[(W—m)2+k2]”2 (3.29)
Eitm L(Wm)2+k?
q =|:(W—M)2—u2]”2’
Eytm L(W4m)2—u?
Fo= (1/2W)[W2—m2—k].
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I
[Fri®— 51—13]+27—I[§t4— Frat],

1
n [FrpP—Fa®],

(3.25)

[Fr®—F1a®],

These quantities are related to the laboratory
variables by

W2—m2=—Fk2—2k- py,
k?=4eey sin?0,
—k-pr= (a—e)m. (3.30)
Finally, from Egs. (3.9), (3.12), and (3.13), we can
write the differential cross section in the laboratory for

single-pion electroproduction in the case where only the
final electron is detected as

a? cos?3f

( d%s ) > (]—]—1)
dﬂgdez Iab__ €12 sin%() Jr :

k4 1 k2 W2
X {——l Cu|*+ (— —t— tan%e)
j2Y 2B 2
mq
X[ | Tapat| 24 | Tajet| 2]} (—I;V—) . (3.31)

In terms of the multipole amplitudes these expressions
become

(3L Tapot| 24| Tope™ | =L+ 1) M 1, 2
++2)[+1)En 12,

T+DL Tape |24 | Tre | 2= 0+ D0IM ]2
+(0—D[E .

The multipole amplitudes are functions of 42 and W. In
order to integrate over final lab energies, we need

<6e2 ) (W\ 1
aw o,q— m /1+2(el/m) sin?36 ’

(3.32)

(3.33)

4. COVARIANT, GAUGE-INVARIANT MODEL

In this section we discuss a simple model for the
multipole amplitudes. Any simple approximation which
we make for the multipole amplitudes leaves the
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expression

20, Fr EsQ3\ 112 :
(———) (B9 | euT u| 1)

m2
=a<p2><éle,‘M,-ﬂAi>u<pl> 4.1

gauge invariant and covariant. Let us suppose that we
have solved the problem of =-IV scattering and have the
solution for the partial-wave amplitudes (J=£) in the
form?!®

f=e"?sind/q=NW)/D(W), 4.2)

where N(I¥) has only the left-hand singularities and is
real for W>m-+p. If we have really solved the problem
correctly, we will find resonances in the appropriate
partial-wave amplitudes. We can now define a resonance
as the place where ReD(W g)=0 and in the vicinity of
the resonance we can expand

DWV)=(W—W z)(d/dW) ReD(W) | w—wg
+4i ImD(W g)

=Re/D(W p)[W—W p+%iI"]. (4.3)
Now by unitarity we know
1 ImD (W) Ctot
Im-=——=—¢—, (4.4)
f ZV(W) Oel

where we are allowing for the possibility of inelastic
processes. ot and ge1 are the total and elastic cross
sections for the /4= channel. Therefore we find

ImD(WR) a'tot(WR)
=—(r s (45)
N(Wg) ca(Wg)
and we can identify
) N(Wg) oot(W r)
2 I'= ; q“ . (4.6)
—Re'D(Wg) oca(Wkr)
If we further define
N(Wg)
$la=——"""—r 4.7)
—Re'D ( w R)

we can write, in the sharp-resonance approximation,
€% sind - I‘el/ZqR
f= a2 ) (4.8)
q wW—-w R+71F

which is just the Breit-Wigner form?ss

' We do not discuss the detailed problems of choosing a
normalization for D(W) here. One convenient choice is D(W) — 1
as W — .

188 Note added in proof: We are dealing here, of course, with
just the resonant amplitude. These arguments all go through even
in the presence of an elastic background in the channel under
consideration, but then it is only the resonant cross sections which
we must use in Eq. (4.4). Similarly, it is only the resonant part
of the electroproduction amplitude which we are computing.
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Let us now take the following as an approximate
electroproduction multipole amplitude in the vicinity of
a resonance in the /4= channel:

a(W k) =aBA(W ,k?)[e?sind/gN(W)], (4.9)
a(W k%) =2aBA(W k%) /D(W), (4.10)

where aB4(W,k?) stands for the multipole projections of
any gauge-invariant set of exchange graphs that are
believed to play an important role as an excitation
mechanism. This approximation has the following
features to recommend it:

(1) It has the correct singularity structure since
aB4(W ,k?) has the correct left-hand singularities in W,
and D(IW) has the physical right-hand cut.

(i) It has built into it the correct threshold behaviors
in both %* and ¢.

(i) In the weak-coupling limit D(WW) — 1, and this
formula is exact.

(iv) It satisfies the final-state theorem in the region
of elastic scattering since there

DW)=|D(W)|e. @.11)

(v) It is a solution to the Omneés equation!® for the
multipole amplitude in the elastic case provided only
that aB4(W,k?) is a slowly varying function of W in the
region where sind=0. Nofe that the approximation is
not restricted to the elastic region however.

(vi) The electroproduction amplitude then resonates
at the same place as the scattering amplitude.

Since this result has so many features of the exact
theory in it, we will simply take it as a model of the
electroproduction amplitude in the vicinity of a reso-
nance. An approximate form for D(IW), which relates it
entirely to the strong scattering phase shifts in the
elastic case is due to Watson!?:

1 e s(Whaw’
D(W)= exp[—~ / —/————]
T J M W —W—ie

@ = o(W)aw’
e S [T K
T J M4n W,—W

In the last form it is clear that ReD(W) vanishes at
resonance, so again, in the sharp-resonance approxi-
mation we can write

DW)=Re'DW p)[W—Wr+%I].  (4.13)

We shall give two derivations of this model at the
end of this section. We merely note here that in this
model

a(W k5 =aBA(W k%) /D(W). (4.19)

The entire k® dependence is in aB4(W k%), so that we

can evaluate the electron form factors divectly from this

quantity. We also note that this expression also predicts
16 R. Omnes, Nuovo Cimento 8, 316 (1958).

17 M. L. Goldberger and K. M. Watson, Collision Theory (John
Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1964).
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the shape of the resonance peak; however, this is nothing
but a Breit-Wigner form in the sharp-resonance approxi-
mation. A quantity of interest is the inelastic cross
section integrated over a peak, since it is this quantity
that has a direct interpretation as an inelastic isobar
form factor, as we saw in Sec. 2. We have

_-;—(I‘ *I‘el)”z
a(W t)——" , (4.15)
W—Wp+3iT
where we have defined
[aB4(W g,k *
I e= " . (416
grN(Wg)[—Re’D(Wg)]
and we therefore find
Pel
/ AW | a(W k) | 2ysy N onsn= %WFY"(F)
T el
=—§~7rI‘.,*(—> , (4.17)
Ttot

where this is the expression for the process
v*+N— N+7.

Clearly, if there are inelastic processes present and we
only observe the electron, we want to sum over all of
these processes. The result is just to multiply the above
by aot/0et and

/ dW l d(W,kz) | 27*+N->anything
| aBA(W g,k?) |
92N (W) [—ReD(Wr)]

Let us now discuss a derivation of the simple model
presented here. We give two derivations, the first being
a slight extension of the work of Chew and Low on
photoproduction of #° in the 3-3 resonance region,* and
the second essentially an argument contained in
Goldberger and Watson.'”

(A) Suppose we have a relation for the 7~V scatter-
ing amplitude in a given /4-partial-wave state,

* Im f(o)des’
’

=gl +(Wg,k?) = (4.18)

®
Ref(w)= 10 (w)+— / . (4.19)

W —w

where f1't-s(w) is some given function of w with only
left-hand singularities, and that this relation together
with unitarity (we assume elastic unitarity here for
simplicity)

Imf(w)=q| fl@)[?, w>1 (4.20)
completely determine f(w). Suppose also that we have
a similar relation for an electroproduction multipole
into the same partial-wave state
* Ima(w',k?)dw’

— T (4.21)

o' —w

@
Rea(w,kz)zalh.s.(w,kz)_i__/
w™J1
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and that this relation, together with the final-state
theorem (time reversal plus unitarity)

a(w,k)=ale?, w>1 (4.22)

completely determine this quantity.

Let us assume that in the region on the physical cut
which is important for our problem [we essentially
assume here that f(w) is resonant and that it is the
amplitude in the vicinity of the resonance which is
important] that we can approximate

a;

fl.h.s.(w)gfl.h.s.(wlz) Z , w>1
T W o'.:.-
(4.23)
Qs
al.h.s.(w’k2)gal‘h.s.(wk’k2) Z , w>1
T W (:-J,'
where
Qg
> =1. (4.24)
i Wrpta

Thus, we simply scale the functions by their values at
resonance and assume that they have the same approxi-
mate left-hand singularity structure. This modified
problem can now be solved exactly, and we find

I.h.s.(wR’k2)
‘ 1),

f+(an)

as can be seen by substituting in Eq. (4.21) for a(w,k?)
and then using Eq. (4.19) for f(w). This is just our
previous result.

(B) For the electroproduction amplitude, we really
have an Omneés equation to solve'®;

(e k?) = (4.25)

1 2 r*(w)ae(w kY)do’
a(w,k2)=a‘~h~“-(w,k2)—l——/ _——, (4.26)
71 o' —w—1ie
where
h(w)=¢?® sind(w) 4.27)

(we again assume elastic unitarity for simplicity), and
6(0)=0,
() (4.28)
3(0)=—mnm,

where # is the number of bound states in the particular
channel. This equation was solved exactly by Omnes,
and the solution is'®

a(w,k?) = e"'s(“’)l:a‘-h-s-(w,k2) cosd(w)

© ,1.h.s. 2) «f —p (§)
ferer / alt* (g8 sind(ge™r ds], (4.29)
TJ1 f—w
where 50
G) o0
plw =—f { _(‘. (4.30)
TJ1 {(—w

Let us assume that over the region where sind(£)>=0
(that is, essentially over the resonance region) the func-
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tion a@!r-=-(£,k2) varies slowly enough so that we can

write
alhs (g k2)2gl b s (wp, k) (4.31)

Then in the vicinity of the resonance

a(w,kz)ga‘~h~s-(wR,k2)|:ei5(“’) cosd(w)

® e sind(§)er®dE
+et8 (@) gp (@) — / __._____.:I
1

T E—x
=ql'h 5 (wp,kH)X(w) . (4.32)
Now we can write

X(w)= explii /1 i M]‘l/(w) )

T y—w—1ie

(4.33)

where

1 = sind(%) ® r*8(z)dz
4z / ____exp[__ / }15. (4.34)
TJ1 E—w—1e TJ1 s—§&

¥(w) then has the following properties:

(1) ¢¥(w)is analyticin w with a cut fromw=1tow= .
(i) Y(w)—1 as w—> . (The second integral goes to
zero as w—  and the first term goes to e'=1.)

Therefore, we can write an unsubtracted dispersion
relation for the quantity ¥(w)—1.

1 = disky(o)do’
Y(w)—1=- / ~—,———f°— . (4.35)
T™J1 w—w
But from the above
® r*i(y)d
disky/(w) = sind(w) expl:——- / s y]
TmJ1 Y—w
X[—1+1]=0. (4.36)
Therefore, we conclude
Ylw)=1, (4.37)
a(w,k?)=a'h 5 (wp,k?)/D(w), (4.38)
where
1 r° §6(w)de’
D(w) = exp[—— / /—'—‘*] , (439)
/)1 o' —w—ie

which is our previous model result.
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F1c. 5. Exchange graphs used to describe
the excitation mechanism.

5. THE EXCITATION MECHANISM

In this section we choose a small gauge-invariant set
of graphs which we assume play a dominant role as an
excitation mechanism for the nucleon resonances and
compute their contribution to aB4(W g,k?). As discussed
in the Introduction, we limit ourselves to the set shown
in Fig. 5. If we assume

Fr(k2)=F1V(k2) ) (51)

then this set of graphs is gauge invariant. In order to
get a feel for what is going on, we have simply treated
the over-all contribution of the last graph as a param-
eter and have tried to make a one-parameter fit to all
the existing inelastic data. We assume a form factor

Fwwv(k2)=F2V(k2)/F2V(O) (5-2)

for the last graph, which is approximately true if the
form factor is dominated by p exchange. Since gury is
known from the w decay, we are essentially varying the
quantity g.nn/g-vn, where we assume a coupling of
the w to the nucleon of the form

iga:NN\l_/’YMbw# .

We keep only the charge coupling because of the small
value of the nucleon isoscalar magnetic moment. We
have only kept ® as a vector-meson exchange because
Zory is known to be very small and SU(6) plus vector-
meson dominance would give gsry=0.1¥ We should, of
course, keep N* N** exchange, box diagrams, etc.,
but as a first step we will see just what we can do with
this simple model.

We can therefore write our amplitude in the standard
fashion as

(5.3)

<2qu1E293

m?

1/2
) (p2g | €t [ 1)pote

= _ngNd(P2> [MMDOIeG#]u(pl) » (5~4)

where we treat these contributions as poles in a
dispersion-theory sense in that we use all the renor-
malized coupling constants; we then have

( 18 G) Segré and J. D. Walecka, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 40, 337
1966).
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1 1
TaMu(0)=7'a{'Y %Fl Yo 2F2S°'uvkv:|+[%pls’y“ 3F2Sauk, ]————_—‘—7 } )
ity prby-k)+m i(y: pa—y-k)+m
a3M o )=3$ a3{ N F1V7 —levtf ykv:|‘|‘[lF1V’Y F2 g yk] 5}
’ iy prty-k)+m L e i pe—y ) Am
gmr ngN Fmr (k2) .
+ Bar— e D2ys(vu(PR) =y kP —imys(viy-k—v-kv,) ],
gxNN (k_q)2+mw2
%[TQ’Tx:lM#(—)z%[Td)T:;]l _——-_—_—EZFI Yu— F2V0uwkv]
i(y-prty-k)+m

“‘[%F 1 Yu—

The first two terms are clearly gauge invariant,
kM, =0. The last term is only gauge invariant if
F.=F,". This is a well-known difficulty, and we shall
make this assumption in the interests of simplicity and
maintaining current conservation. OQur conventions on
the nucleon form factors are

Fiv(0)=F%(0)=1,
2mF25(0)=\,'+ A= —0.12,
2mF27(0)=\,'—\,=3.70.

[Note that all the form factors in Eq. (5.5) are functions

of k2] For the w° contribution, we have assumed an
wmy vertex of the form!8

(5.6)

e
3FsVouk, ]

1 iy (2g,— u)
(q k)*-p?

Ys— . (5.5
iy pa—r- k)+m } G

Of course, in adding the amplitudes the sign of B is
important. We shall simply treat 8 as a parameter and
try and find a one-parameter fit to all the known in-
elastic data. Note that we will also assume Forqy(k2%)
=F,"(k?%)/F5¥(0), as discussed previously.

We can now write the contributions of the pole terms
to our invariant amplitudes as

1 1
A= "‘fngN 1|: ] ,
(1>1+/e)“’+m2 (po—Fk)*+m?

1 1 1
e ]
(jbrl-/’z)’-i-m2 (p2—k)2+m?

wa7= iegwr75a3ep,vpa-k“€ywpqa— (57) 1 1
h 0 0 C=3g-nnF 2|: +
and from the decay w® — 7%+ we conclude (prtR)m? (pa—F)?+m?
Tooriy= (a0%) 24) gury?(1— 2/ m %)} ) . (5.11)
=~1.3 MeV. (5.8) D=31g.wvnF {I: + :I
(prrtytmt (pu— byt
Therefore, we have
[
gww72E9/m2. (5.9) +B_.___._+___.} ,

. .. (k—q@)*+m.?
The sign of the coupling is unknown to us. Therefore,
we can only identify 1 o

N i)
B*= gurygonn?/[3gewnF2" (0) ] (k—g)*+u?
glo(ngN/ngN)2- (510) F=O,
TasLE I. Photoproduction amplitudes.
Theory
State Ratio Walker2 Moorhouse et al.P =44 B=—6 B=—82

2+2 (1236) Ei /M, —0.04-£0.08 —0.14 —0.34 —0.62

$-,1 (1525) My _/Es_ +0.5340.2 +0.34 +0.56 —0.42 —2.3

-1 (1670) Eor/Msy —0.5 £0.5 +1.4 —0.34 —0.28

3,3 (1688) Ms_/Es_ +0.5 +0.3 +0.45 —0.07 —0.24

Ratios of |fy|2+|f-|?
% (1570):5~(1525) 0.15+£0.2 0.07
$(1670):57 (1688) 0.24+0.3

a Reference 20. b Reference 21.
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where we use the following convention:

TIsospin Form
amplitude factor Sign o4 o
+ 14 upper 1 0
0 S upper 0 0
- 14 lower 0 1

We note that there is an apparent kinematic singularity
1/k-¢ introduced into two of our invariant amplitudes
by our decision to work with explicitly gauge-invariant
kinematic invariants. This singularity is really spurious
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since it disappears when we go to the multipole ampli-
tudes, as it must. That this must happen is clear from
Egq. (3.9), which expresses the physical scattering ampli-
tude directly in terms of the transition multipole
moments. For our purpose here, it is enough that this
apparent kinematic singularity disappears from the
multipole amplitudes,'® since we will work with these
quantities directly.

We can now write the contribution of the pole terms
to our invariant amplitudes;

gxNN Fy W—m
F1= I:(E1+m)(E2+m)]1/2{ Fz[ Tl]
167 W W+m W+m
_(W—m)(Ft2mPy) 6+F[W(E1—m)+W(E2—m)+%mw2 1]}
g+ We—mt L B2k gmai—p? 21’
§xNN qk* —'F]_ W+m
Fo= { Fz[ Tl]
16aW [(Ei+m)(Egt-m) M2 AW —m W—m
1 (W-m)(F142mFs)  SoF |:W(E1+m)+W(E2+m)+%m‘,,2 1:”
T kgt Wri—mr k= 2k g mi— 2d]”
gxNN Eot-m72( F14+-(W-+m)F, 2F, —(W+m)
e B AL
16aW Ey-t+m 2k qg+W2—-m?  k*—2k-q k2—2k - qt-mot—pu?
gxNN E1+m 1/2 Fr—-(W—m)Fz 2F, W—m
F4= q2< > {i _ %B3+F2I: :”,
167 Eyt-m 2k q+W2—m? k2—2k-q k2—2k - g+m 2 —u® (5.12)
geww (Extm\!2 (Fyt(W—Ey)Fy '
7= q( ) { Fo[1£1]
16aW \Es+m W—m
T {F(W—m))+ 38— +-m(W —2Ey+ E1) } Fot- (W —m—2E) Fy ]
2k q+W2—m?
2(W—2E2+E1) 1 m(E]_—E2)-%mw2
—0 F1+,35+F2[ f :” )
k*—2k-q 2 k2—2k-q+m,P—pu?
grvy  (Eatm\'2( Fi—(W—Ey)F,
B e
16aW \E;+m W+m

T {(F(W—m®)+ 3k~ u>~m(W — 2Ey+E1) } Fo— (W+m—2E5) F1 ]
2k- g+ W2i—m?
2(W—2E,+Ey) 1 m(Ei—En)+im.?
6 —————F1+B0 2|:——- :” .
k2—2k-q 2 k:=2k-qtmoi—put

[Note that the 1/k-¢ term has dropped out of these expressions, as again it must as is evident from Egs. (3.9)
and (3.12).] We need the partial-wave projections of these six amplitudes and therefore we need the following

quantities:

Py(x)dx

1, Py(x)dx 1 1/t
2 /_1 2k-q+Wi—m? 2gk* 2 /_1 ot (W—mi—2koog)/2gk*  2qk*

1
(—1)'Qu(2),

Py(x)dx 1

1 ! Pylx)dx 11
3l
11

1
B —2k-q 2qk*2 /_1 (k2 2koo)/ 2k* —x  2qk*

Ql(p) ’ (513)

Pyx)dx 1

1 L Pz(x)dx
2 /_1 B2—2k- g+ mo—pu?  2gk* 2

1
./:_1 (B 2kow+mo2—u?) /2qgk* — x 2qk*

QI(P,) )

19Tt is easy to convince oneself that this will hold to all orders in perturbation theory.
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where

I
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z
2qk*
and

5.14
2 (5.14)

p=(k*+2kowq)/20k*,

p'= (k*+2kowt+ma?—u?)/29k*,

using ¢= | q|.
Using these results, it follows that
1 8xNN 1

T 500 W [(Bx—m) (Ey—m) JL W +m

—m

2k* w
r 1 Fltslo— 2k*q<
Wm

(5.15)

=+ I)anw

F(— D —m) (F1+2sz)Qz(Z)+ﬁé+Fz{[W(El—M)+W(Ez—m)+%mu2]Qz(p’)—k*q5zo}] ,

. gxNN 1 r 2k*q
Y 300 W [(Brtm)(Ertm) L Wem

W
F15m— Zk*q(

W—m

“+m
:Fl)anm

£ (— 1)Z(W-I-M)(Fr!‘Zsz)Qz(2)+K35+Fz{[W(E1+m)+W(E2+m)+%mw2]Qz(p')—k*q5m}] ,

gonn  (Estm
£= 2(
327W \Ei+m

8=NN 1 |— * F1+(W—E1)F2

1/2
m) {==(—=1)'[F1— (W —m)F2]Qu(2)— 6_2F1Qu(p)+B0+Fo(—3) (W —m)Qu(0") } ,

Fi'= 2k q
320 W [(Egt-m)(Er—m) 2L W—m

1/2
) {F (= V'Fr+(W+m)F2]0u(2)+0-2F10:(p)+B8:+Fo(—3) (W+m)Qu(o") } ,

(5.16)

10— Zk*sz(lzlz 1)510

£+ (— DY W 2—m?)+-3k2— p>+m(W — 2Es+ Ey) JF o+ (W —m—2E5) F1}Qu(2)
—8_2(W—2Ey+ Ey)F1Q1(p)+ B0+ Fo{ k*qd10+[m(Er1— Ez) — 3m*]Q:(p") }:I ’

. &mw 1 [

. Fi— (W—-El)Fg

—2k*q

T S0mW [(Eatm)(Ey—m) 2L Wtm

S10— 2k*qF3(12=1) 610

£ (= DH{EW 2 —m*)+ 3k —pP—m(W — 2Ey+Ex) JFy— (W+m—2E5)F1}04(2)

+8_2(W —2Ey+ E)) F1Qi(p) +B8+F o{ k*q610— [m(E1— Eg)+3m.*10u(p") }] .

The multipole projections of our excitation mecha-
nism can now be computed directly from Egs. (3.25).

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we evaluate the inelastic form factors
for the various nucleon resonances using our basic
approximation, Egs. (4.10) and (4.14), and the multi-
pole projections of our assumed excitation mechanism
as given by Egs. (5.16) and (3.25). For a particular
resonance, we must know the strong-interaction dy-
namics to get the absolute contribution to electro-
production as we see from Eq. (4.18). In this paper we
shall just calculate the 2% dependence of the form factors
for each resonance. We therefore normalize the over-all

contribution of each resonance to photoabsorption using
Eq. 2.7):

/ (@) dr%a M?
oy w)aw= —_—
lab; over reson ’ M

2_m2 m
XL £+ 1241 f=]#Tetmo. (6.1)

The relative contributions of the Coulomb and two
transverse multipoles for this resonance, and further-
more the electron-scattering cross section, are then
determined at all momentum transfers in this model.
Such a procedure also works in an energy region where
several resonances are important, if the individual con-
tributions are known at one momentum transfer (e.g.
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1 e F
0= " (g2 o4, 2 2 2 2 2
o ;"’ Y T I B AT A S A ) .
» c 2 - vs k
TAND (Gep? vs. K i (Gep )2
(= 10—
£/ E -
v A T Pt
3 - -
O.l = I
e e
r ___% o NYi520)
f/ N¥(1238) N ——B=-8.2 100% 1/2,3/2~
0.0l - 1 . 94% 1/2,3/2”
E A= —82 B= 40 { 6% 172,172~
: ——eeB = 440 ol S CONE ETAL., 8 =31°
$ CONE ET AL.
- 3 LYNCH |
0.001 | [ 1 1 | [
"0 025 050 075 100 125 150 I75 -
K2 (Bev?)
F1c. 6. Comparison of the predicted results (usin_g the two { l I I | |
values of the parameter 8 which best fit the data in Figs. 6-8) to 0.l R 1 2 3 2 5 s

experiment (Refs. 23 and 24). There, the squares of the inelastic
transverse and Coulomb form factors are divided by the square
of the elastic form factor and plotted. The graph is normalized to
the value at photoproduction. [The bottom two curves give the
Coulomb form factors.]

photoabsorption). We have used the phase-shift
analyses of Walker® and of Moorhouse et @l.2! in the
1512-MeV region and of Walker® in the 1688-MeV
region in order to normalize the amplitudes for each of
the contributing resonances separately. The numerical
values we used are shown at the bottom of Table I and
on each of the relevant figures.

We notice that all of the inelastic form factors are
proportional to the elastic form factors of the nucleon
in this model, and therefore it is more convenient to
plot the ratio to the elastic form factors. This is also
the quantity which is most directly of experimental
interest. In order to compare with experimental points,
however, we need the actual values of the elastic form
factors, and we use??

Mo HBn k? ua
1

T [14#%/(0.71 BeVH T

Our procedure was to take the over-all contribution
of the «® exchange graph as a parameter and to try and

6.2)

20 R, Walker (to be published). Note that our helicity ampli-

tudes are related to those of Walker by
W(—n|TI(W,0) [MA)=A,,\  for

where = —Xz and A=\;—A1.

21 Y, C. Chau, Norman Dombey, and R. G. Moorhouse, Phys.
Rev. 163, 1632 (1967). ) ) .

22 R. Wilson, in Proceedings of the International Symposium on
Electron and Photon Interactions at High Energies (Deutsche
Physikalische Gesellschaft e.V., Hamburg, Germany, 1965).

I)‘kizli

K2(IN Bevd)

F16. 7. Inelastic electron-scattering transition probability rela-
tive to the square of the elastic form factor, in the §~ N*(1520)
region. The background states which are also thought to resonate
in this region have been included as indicated (see text) (Refs. 20,
21, and 24).

fit all the existing inelastic data with this single param-
eter. We were able to find reasonable fits for two
different values of 8;

B=—8.2. (6.3)

Figure 6 shows a comparison with the experimental
values of Lynch? for the 3+, $ (1238) and with the values
of Cone ef al.?* at larger momentum transfers. Lynch
was actually able to separate the Coulomb and trans-
verse contributions (the cross section is almost all
transverse). Also, Lynch gives the peak height, which
he measured very accurately, while for the comparison
here, we want the cross section integrated over the
resonance, as indicated in Fig. 6. We have used a value
for the integrated cross section obtained by subtracting
off the s-wave background contribution at photo-
production® and then assuming that the background has
roughly the same momentum-transfer dependence as
the resonance cross section. An estimate of the s-wave
background, using our single-particle-exchange dia-
grams, indicated an error of 109, or less at Lynch’s
highest momentum-transfer point, resulting from this
procedure. The fit to the 3-3 data is very reasonable,
and the form factor for the 3-3 resonance is not par-

¥ H. L. Lynch, J. V. Allaby, and D. M. Ritson, Phys. Rev.
164, 1635 (1967).

#A. A. Cone, K. W. Chen, J. R. Dunning, Jr., G. Hartwig,

Norman F. Ramsey, J. K. Walker, and Richard Wilson, Phys.
Rev. 156, 1490 (1967); 163, 1854(E) (1967).
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Fic. 8. Relative contributions of the N*(1570) 4™, % to the
transition probability as plotted in Fig. 7. A value of 6%, is used
for photoproduction (Refs. 20 and 21). Also shown is the ratio of
the result for =0 (no w° exchange) to the g= —8.2 probability

graphed in Fig. 7. Note that the 8=0 solution falls to less than
10% of the 8= —8.2 solution which agrees with experiment.

ticularly sensitive to the value of 8, as one would expect.
We note the very interesting diffraction minimum in
the Coulomb form factor in the case 3=—8. This gives
a clear distinction between the two fits, but it will be
difficult to disentangle experimentally. Notice that the
relative magnitude of the Coulomb cross section is given
very well in this model.

In Fig. 7 we give a comparison with the data of
Cone et al.2* on the 1512 resonance region. Since these
authors do not separate the Coulomb and transverse
cross section, but measure just the total inelastic cross
section at 31°, we plot directly against the measured
quantity

k4 k2 W2
{:— | fel 2+ <—+-—— tanz%o)

k*4 2k*2 m2

><<|f+|2+|f_|2>] (6.4)

0=31°+

Note that at photoproduction, 22=0 and one sees only
the transverse contribution; however, the Coulomb
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F16. 9. Same plot as Fig. 7 now made for the
£+ (1688) resonance region (Ref. 24).

contribution soon becomes very important at these
forward angles. The fits with positive and negative 8
are quite good, but, interestingly enough, they have a
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Fic. 10. Predicted inelastic transverse and Coulomb form
factors for the N*(1525) §™, } resonance. Note that the over-all
normalization is fixed by choosing the transverse form factor
equal to unity at photoproduction, and that the ratio to the
elastic form factor is given. The two best fit values of 8 are used.



1494 J. D.
10®
E - If.lz+zlf-|2 vs k2
C T Ggp
L "
L -
,/
102 =/
= 4
E 7/
o/
L/ 2
L /, - —lﬁl;_ vs K
! " Ggp
oLt -~
10" | -~
H 2
¥ <
t ’
3 /
F /
100 |
(A 2
°2 vs k
EP
R e
7 i
10 B 'l N* (1I570) 1727 172
S —B=-8.2
Ch : --B=+4.,0
[N
1R
IR
q ol
{ 1
R
1072 HE 1 1 1 1
o | 2 3 4 5
k2 (Bev?)

F1G. 11. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(1570) 1—, } is shown.

completely different structure. For 8<0, the s-wave
resonance, which is unimportant at photoproduction,
remains unimportant, while the high-spin state, the
3- 1 (1525), supplies most of the cross section (that is
why we do not change our result by taking 1009, §-, §

for B=—28.2 in Fig. 7). On the other hand, for >0, the

10
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Frc. 12. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(1670) §~, %
and N*(1688) $*, § are shown.
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Fr16. 13. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(1700) 3™, % is shown.

s-wave states become dominant away from %k2=0. That
s-wave production could be important in this region is
a possibility first noted by Vik.® The curve with =0
gives a completely unacceptable fit to the data, giving
a minimum where the experimental maximum occurs
in Fig. 7. An optimist would say, therefore, that we have
a very good determination of 8, but a realist would only
concede that the contribution of intermediate-mass
particle exchange is probably important for this reso-
nance. These points are all illustrated in Fig. 8.

A very similar situation holds in the 1688-MeV
resonance region, and we show the comparison with the
data in Fig. 9. Again, the contribution of the 1~ reso-
nances which are supposed to exist in this region are
completely negligible at all momentum transfers when
B=—8.2, while in the case 8= -+4.0 they soon take over
and dominate the cross section, particularly the
37, 3 (1700) contribution. Since the 1~ contributions to
photoabsorption are not very well known in this region,
we simply assumed a statistical mixture

(53 (1688) 1:[37,3 (1670) 1:[3,3 (1700)]: [57,5 (1670)]
=3:3:1:3

at photoproduction in the second case. This is not in-
consistent with the phenomenological analyses.2® Again,
just as before, the fit with =0 is completely unaccept-
able. Note that in this case the fit with 8=—8.2 does
not fall fast enough at photoproduction.

We can also calculate ratios of the multipole ampli-
tudes at all values of k2. At the point k2= 0 some experi-
mental values which have been determined by the
various phenomenological analysis of photoproduction
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Fic. 14. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(1670) §~, % is shown.

in the higher resonance regions are available.?*?! This
comparison is shown in Table I. The value 3= —6 gives
only a slightly poorer fit to the 1688-MeV form factor
while it gives a much more reasonable set of photo-
production values. While the magnitudes are approxi-

mately correct, this model does not appear to be a
detailed theory of resonant photoproductlon in this
region.

Using the values of 8 that give a fit to all the known
inelastic data, we have used the model to calculate the
form factors of all the known nucleon resonances, and
we give some representative results in Figs. 10-18. These
curves are all normalized to unity at photoproduction.
We note that the levels which are thought to be the
Regge recurrences of the £+ 2(1236), namely, the
2+, 2 (1920) and the 4+, 3 (2420) have very similar form
factors, all the transverse form factors rising relative to
the elastic form factor as the momentum transfer is
increased. Likewise, the normal parity transition
3,3 (1525);5%, % (1688); 77,4 (2190); and 2, 1 (2650)
show similar form factors. The transverse form factors
remain about equal to the elastic form factors, while the
Coulomb form factors for these levels show a diffraction
minimum in all cases, and then eventually surpass the
transverse form factors. The minimum come from the
fact that the amplitude is the sum over various ex-
change contributions, and these contributions can cancel
each-other. Note that for the Coulomb form factors in
these normal-parity transitions, the threshold behaviors
are completely irrelevant, since we are already past the
maximum of these form factors as we go into the

physical region.

|0o
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F1G. 15. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(1920) 3*, 4 is shown.

In Fig. 19 we calculate the form factor of the 3+, 3
(1236) resonance, using this model, out to momentum
transfers of interest in the SLAC experiments. Note the
presence of a second diffraction minimum in the
Coulomb form factor for the case 3=—38.2. In Figs. 20
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Fi1G. 16. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(2420) 41+ % is shown.
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Fic. 17. Same as Fig. 10 except now the N*(2190) ~, % is shown.

and 21 we give the form factor of the 3, 3 (1400) level
out to k2=25 BeV? for the two different values of 8.
Notice the enormous growth of the transverse cross
section, particularly in the case B=-4. We must
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Fic. 19. Same as the preceding figures except now the form
factors are calculated out to k2=25 BeV2, There the N*(1236) is
shown with its transverse form factor normalized to the observed

value at photoproduction (as in Fig. 6).

emphasize, however, that our model is necessarily
poorest for the low partial-wave resonances.

7. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have seen that using the constant 8 as a
parameter, where

2 2 2
2 Sory ngN zlo(ngN> ,
[Zg=vnF27(0) ]

we can get a reasonable fit to all the known data on
electron excitation of nucleon resonances with two

values of 8:

(7.1)

grNN

(7.2)

The sign is, of course, crucial. In the first case, the °
exchange serves to enhance the contributions of the §~
s-wave resonances and they soon dominate the inelastic
form factors, a possibility first suggested by Vik.8 In the
second case, however, the »® exchange serves to cancel
the contributions of the s-wave resonances and enhance
the contributions of the resonances of higher multi-
polarity, 3—, 5+ etc., so that these latter contributions
dominate the cross section. This latter situation would
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F16. 20. Same as Fig. 19 except now the N*(1400) 1+, 4isshown
for 8= —7.0. The transverse form factor is normalized to unity at
photoproduction.

be a little more pleasing, although the over-all fit is a
little worse, since it is just in the s waves where we
would expect any model such as ours to be the most
inadequate.

It is interesting in these calculations to follow the
role played by the various multipoles and states as the
momentum transfer is increased. The only real way to
sort out all the multipole contributions is to do coinci-
dence experiments on the peak at different momentum
transfers. This is extremely interesting information
which probably cannot be obtained by detecting just
the electrons. One may relatively enhance some of the
contributions of the background resonances at higher
momentum transfers and then sort them out with very
good resolution, but again, coincidence experiments will
be an invaluable tool here.

We can ask the question as to whether the value of 8
which we get in our fit is at all reasonable. If we assume
an unsubtracted dispersion relation for Fy5(k?) and
assume that this is dominated by the w° pole, then we
have

gw'yngN/
Me? \1+la2/m,.,2

)E%Fls(kz) . (7.3)

This is not so unreasonable theoretically since there is
some evidence that the ¢% which also contributes, is
only weakly coupled to the nucleon.?s Although the &2
dependence is not given correctly, we can use this rela-

% H. Sugawara and F. von Hippel, Phys. Rev. 145, 1331 (1966).
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Fic. 21. Same as Fig. 20 except now 8=-44.0 is used. Note the
enormous value at £2=25 BeV? compared to photoproduction.

tion to attempt to get an order-of-magnitude estimate
of the coupling constants following the lead of Gell-
Mann, Sharp, and Wagner?:

(74)

We can get the coupling constant g,, from the decay
® — I*4-1~, which goes through a virtual photon?26:27

Do — PH17) = $ma’mal guy/mo* I
X (A42m22/mo?) (L —4ma?/ma) 12,

Using the experimental values?®
2X107* MeVLT(w® — et4e7) <6X1073 MeV,  (7.6)

we conclude that

ZoyBonn/MI=AF15(0)=1.

(7.5)

0.03< | goy/m?| <0.18, 7.1
from which we have
172 | gonn| 2 3. (7.8)

Combining this with g.x2/47=14.6, we would conclude
from the Gell-Mann-Sharp-Wagner model that

42161 21. (7.9)
Abarbanel, Callan, and Sharp?® give a much more

26 M. Gell-Mann, D. Sharp, and W. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Letters
8, 261 (1962).

" G. Patsakos, G. Segre, and J. D. Walecka, Phys. Letters 23,
141 (1966).

28 S, Ting, in Proceedings of the 1967 Symposium on Electron
and Photon Interactions of High Energies, Stanford Linear
Accelerator Center, Stanford, Calif. (to be published).

2 H. D. I. Abarbanel, C. G. Callan, Jr., and D. H. Sharp, Phys.
Rev. 143, 1225 (1966).
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Tasre II. Values of || from Donnachie et al.2

gonnw?/4w B2=10(gunn/gxn)* 18] Ref.
42413 2949 5.4+40.8 Fit to low-energy «° photoproduction with «? exchange a
3610 2547 5 =£0.7 Fit to low-energy «° photoproduction with w and B° exchange a
36 25 5 Regge-pole fit to high-energy #° photoproduction a, b
21.5 15 3.9 Fit to nucleon-nucleon scattering a,c
16.7 11.5 3.4 Fit to nucleon-nucleon scattering a,d
2.77 1.9 14 Fit to nucleon-nucleon scattering e

Reference 20.

M. P. Locker and H. Rollnik, Phys. Letters 22, 696 (1966).
R. A. Bryan and B. L. Scott, Phys. Rev. 135, B434 (1964).

A. Scotti and D. Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. Letters 10, 142 (1963).
A. Scotti and D. Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. 138, B145 (1965).

detailed analysis and conclude that
|8l =2.7. (7.10)

They give some reasons for preferring the plus sign.

There is a recent analysis of low-energy (<500 MeV)
photoproduction of = mesons based on including «°
and BY exchange done by Berends, Donnachie, and
Weaver.* These authors give a value for g,xyn?/4m, and
we show their results in Table II together with some
other determinations which these authors quote. The
completely independent determination of 8 which we
have made from a fit to the inelastic form factors is in
remarkably good agreement with these results.3!

The model which we have made here is a very naive
one, but we believe that it does give one some physical
insight into the behavior of the inelastic form factors.
There are many extensions and applications of the
approach presented here. It is an interesting question
whether one can in principle give an exact formulation
of the problem of calculating the inelastic form factors
from first principles in this fashion. Also, we would like
to put in enough strong-interatcion dynamics so that
N(W) and D(W) are known. In principle, one wants to
be able to predict which levels resonate, and just where

30 F. A. Berends, A. Donnachie, and D. L. Weaver, CERN
Report Th. 815, 1967 (to be published).

31 These values of (gumygwnn)? are an order of magnitude larger
than the vector-meson coupling constants used by Vik.

they resonate.?> A more modest problem is to try to
evaluate D(W) directly from Eq. (4.12) and the known
phase shifts (including inelasticities). This would give
one not only relative contributions of the various
resonances, but also their shape in . One should, also,
really go back and use the exact solution to the Omnes
equation rather than the approximate form which we
have utilized here. More complicated excitation
mechanisms must be included. N*, N*¥ ... o o B, ---
exchanges should be added, although always in an
explicitly gauge-invariant way, and perhaps as Regge
poles. There are also box-diagram excitation mecha-
nisms, processes that go through many-particle inter-
mediate states, etc. Several applications suggest them-
selves, for example, when one has models of the inelastic
form factors for all £2; the contributions of these states
to the »-p mass difference®® and to the electron-
scattering sum rules® should be estimated.

The region of high %2 probes a region of these inelastic
form factors where our ignorance is very great, but only
by attempting to make some estimates of what will go
on there will theoretical progress be made.

% See, e.g., P. Carruthers, in Lectures in Theoretical Physics
(University of Colorado Press, Boulder, Colo., 1965), for a dis-
cussion of this problem and for further references in this area.

3 W. N. Cottingham, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 25, 424 (1963).

3¢J. D. Bjorken, Lectures at International School of Physics
“Enrico Fermi” Course XLI, Varenna, Italy, 1967 (Academic
Press Inc., New York, to be published).



