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A relativistic gauge-invariant model for electron excitation of nucleon resonances introduced previously
is developed and extended. A coupled-channel calculation is carried out retaining the |7N) and |7N*(1236))
channels and assuming that one eigenphase shift is resonant. The eigenphase shift is determined from
phase-shift analyses of =-N scattering, and the mixing angle from the decay widths of the resonance. The
model chosen for the resonant amplitude is a product of two factors: a generalized Feynman amplitude for
excitation of the resonant channel, and a final-state enhancement factor which is related to an integral over
the eigenphase shift. The model is shown to be an approximate solution to the coupled-channel Omnes
equations. Further extensions consist of including N*(1236) exchange in the excitation amplitude for the
|wN) channel and of investigating the effect of different fits to Gg. on the inelastic form factors. The pre-
dictions of the theory are compared with all existing data—in particular, with the recent results from SLAC.

1. INTRODUCTION

LECTRON scattering provides a powerful tool
for studying the structure of the nucleon. Elec-
trons interact only electromagnetically with the local
current density in the target, and therefore the inter-
action, in addition to being known, is relatively weak
and does not greatly disturb the structure of the target.
In addition, for a fixed-energy transfer, one can vary the
four-momentum transferred to the target and thus map
out the Fourier transform of the transition current
density. With the advent of very-high-energy electron
accelerators, for example, the Cambridge Electron
Accelerator (CEA), the Deutsches Electron Synchro-
tron (DESY), and especially the Stanford Electron
Accelerator (SLAC), electron excitation has become a
practical means for studying the details of the excited
states of the nucleon.

If only the final electron is detected, as is the case in
the SLAC experiments, one can show on general grounds
that the cross section for electron excitation of a
nucleon isobar of mass Wr, is given by!

( f_ ) _ o cos?(16)
dQ/ 1 4er® sin*(30)[1+ (2e1/m) sin?(36)]
XE{®/ )| fe| >R/ 2k%2+ (W /m?) tan?(36)]
XL f+ P+ ~12D . )

In this expression, € is the incident electron energy, 6
is the electron scattering angle,  is the nucleon mass,
k% is the invariant four-momentum transferred to the
target, and k* is the proton three-momentum in the
isobar rest frame. The Coulomb and transverse form
factors | fc|? and | f|24]| f_|? are functions of £2. This
formula is the inelastic analog of the Rosenbluth cross
section. Just as in the elastic case, the two form factors
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can be separated by making a straight-line plot against
tan®(30) at fixed %% and energy loss or by working at
0=, where there is only a transverse contribution.
The transverse contribution can also be obtained at one
point, k*=0, from the integrated photoabsorption
cross section

/ 0y () deo =[4naW 2/ m (W g2 —m?)]
lab; over resonance X(I f+|2+ | f_12)k’=0- (1.2)

The threshold behaviors of the form factors in the
variable &* can also be given on general grounds.!

Because quantitative dynamical calculations of the
properties of the nucleon resonances are not yet pos-
sible, one is forced to work with models. In a previous
paper? (hereafter referred to as I) a very simple model
was presented in order to get a qualitative understand-
ing of the behavior of the inelastic form factors. The
basic idea is to view the isobar as a resonance in pion
electroproduction, and to write for the resonant multi-
poles an expression of the form

a(Wk?)=a"(W,k*)/D(W), (1.3)

where W is the total energy in the c.m. system of the
pion and nucleon. In this expression a™s(I¥,k2) is the
multipole projection of a gauge-invariant set of Feyn-
man graphs which are thought to play an important
role in the excitation process, and D(W) is a final-state
enhancement factor which provides the resonance
mechanism. For example, in the elastic case there is an
expression due to Watson,?

(W)
D(W)=exp(——/ dW’m) ) (1.4)
Wo —W —1e

™

where 8 is the 7-V phase shift in the appropriate chan-
nel. The approximation of Eq. (1.3) is not restricted to
the elastic case, however, and the possibility of inelastic

2J. D. Walecka and P. A. Zucker, Phys. Rev. 167, 1479 (1968).
See this paper for references to previous work.
3 K. M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 88, 1163 (1952).
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F16. 1. Model for electroproduction of nucleon resonances.

decay of the resonance is easily taken into account by
multiplying the pion electroproduction resonant cross
section by a factor Tiot(W)/Tea(W), the ratio of the
total to the elastic widths. The model and its theoretical
justification are discussed in Sec. 2. It has the advantage
of keeping all the general properties of the theory such
as Lorentz covariance, current conservation and gauge
invariance, threshold behaviors, analyticity, and the
final-state theorem (in the elastic case). In I, expressions
were given for the inelastic form factors keeping , w,
and NV exchange as the important excitation mecha-
nisms. The over-all contribution of the «° exchange
graph was treated as a single parameter, and a fit to
all the existing inelastic electron scattering data was
obtained for a value of this parameter in reasonable
agreement with other determinations of this quantity.4
The over-all normalization constant for each resonance
region was treated as a free parameter and the relative
strengths of the various resonances were normalized to
their contributions in photoproduction as determined
from phenomenological analyses of this process. This
calculation shall be referred to as model I.

In the present paper, this model has been developed
and extended. The content of Eq. (1.3) can be viewed
pictorially, as indicated in Fig. 1. One first produces
the |mV) system in the state J* with an amplitude
a™s(WW,k?) and then, through rescattering, a resonance
is built up which is allowed to decay into any of the
available channels. If a resonance decays strongly
into inelastic channels, however, one must also include
the formation of the resonance through these inelastic
channels. This has been done by making a simple model
of the inelasticities, and the model, together with its
theoretical justification, is discussed in Sec. 3. The basic
idea is to assume that only two strong interaction
channels are important, and that only one particular
linear combination, or one eigenchannel, is resonant.
It is then assumed for simplicity that the other eigen-
phase shift is small. In this case, the scattering ampli-

4In I, two fits were actually found depending on the sign of
gurygunn. In the high-/-dominant case, the highest spin resonances
3+ (1236), 3~ (1525), $~ (1680), $+ (1688), and $*+ (1950) domin-
ated the inelastic spectrum and the contributions of the s-wave
resonances which also lie in these regions were negligible. In the
second, or s-wave-dominant case, just the opposite occurred and
as soon as k%0, the §~ (1550), 3~ (1640), and 3~ (1710) made the
major contribution to the inelastic cross section. The model is
poorest for s waves, however, and the results of the present paper
would tend to favor the high-/-dominant case. One cannot really
decide this issue until the multipolarity of the transition form
factors are determined as a function of k2. This will require coin-
cidence experiments.
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tude in the elastic channel (which we denote by |1))

is given by
(e*¥1—1)/2i= (cos?e)e® sink, (1.5)

where € is the mixing angle and # is the eigenphase
shift. Also, at resonance, the partial widths for decay
into the two available channels are then directly related
to the mixing angle by

I'y/T'=cos’ , (1.6)
I'y/T'=sin’%. 1.7)

Because it is now the state
| €)= cose| 1)+sine|2), (1.8)

which can rescatter and resonate once it is produced,
one can easily extend the ideas of Eq. (1.3) and write
for the multipole amplitudes for excitation of the
resonant state

a(W,k2)=[a,'*s(W,k?) cose
+asths(W,k?) sine]/D(W), (1.9)

where D(W) is now related to the real eigenphase shift

by
D(W) ( L aw ) ) (1.10)
=exp| —— f—————). (1.
™ /;Vo W'—W —ie
The eigenphase shift and mixing angle determined
from Eq. (1.5) in this two-channel analysis are discussed
in Sec. 4, as is the corresponding determination of
D(W) from Eq. (1.10). There is one further complica-
tion in that there are already experimental indications
as well as theoretical reasons for believing that

(1.11)

EW) E’ 3w

for these resonant states. This yields a fully absorptive
amplitude at high energy. In this case one is forced
to make a subtraction in the expression for D (W) and
write

wW—-M,)
D(W)=exp<——(———~

% ° EW)aw’
/W., (W’—M,)(W’—W—ie)) ’

Therefore, there is still one free parameter M,, or the
over-all strength for each resonance, and again the
contribution of each resonance has to be normalized
to the value known from photoproduction.® One can,
however, ask whether the values obtained for the sub-
traction point M, are in qualitative accord with an
understanding of the strong-interaction dynamics, and
this is discussed in the summary. The model then
allows a computation not only of the form factors for

D(M,)=1.

8 It is clear from Eq. (1.5) that the sign of & must also still be
chosen for each resonance.
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the resonances, but also of the resonant spectrum and
shapes of the resonances as a function of W. This is
discussed in Sec. 4.

In discussing the higher nucleon resonances the two
channels |rN) and |wN*(1236)) have been kept. In
the latter case there are two helicity amplitudes for a
given J7, and just that combination corresponding to
the lowest / value in the |7N*) system has been in-
cluded. It is assumed that all the inelastic decays
of the higher resonances into |7wN) go through the
wN*(1236)) channel in order to get some insight into
the qualitative effects of the inelasticities. As an excita-
tion mechanism for the |rN*(1236)) channel, =, N,
and the convection current part (for current conserva-
tion) of N* exchange have been kept. w’ exchange is
ruled out by isospin. The coupling constants in this
amplitude are all known. Section 5 contains a discussion
of this amplitude and its multipole projections, and the
results are compared with the predictions of model I.
The results are also compared with the general thresh-
old predictions.!

In Sec. 6 modifications and improvements of the
model are discussed. In particular, the effects of varying
the elastic form factors which enter through the excita-
tion mechanism and of including V*(1236) exchange in
the excitation amplitude for the |7N) channel are
investigated.

In Sec. 7 the theoretical results are compared with
all the existing data on the N (e¢")N* form factors and
with the new experimental results from SLAC.® Sec-
tion 8 contains a summary and the conclusions.

The general coincidence cross section is discussed in
Appendix C.

2. REVIEW OF THE MODEL

In this section the model developed in I is reviewed.
The first step is to make a general covariant analysis
of the transition matrix element for the process

Y¥+N — N+, (2.1)
where v* is the Mgller potential from the electron.
There are six independent kinematic invariants which
can be chosen to be explicitly gauge-invariant, that is,
replacing e,— k, gives identically zero. These are
multiplied by six invariant amplitudes which are func-
tions of three scalar variables. In the center-of-momen-
tum frame for the above process these invariant ampli-
tudes can be expressed in terms of the independent
electromagnetic transition multipoles: transverse elec-
tric and magnetic multipoles and a Coulomb multipole
for each value of J* of the final state.” At this stage,

¢ E. Bloom, D. Coward, H. DeStaebler, J. Drees, J. Litt, G.
Miller, L. Mo, R. E. Taylor, M. Breidenbach, J. I. Freidman,
H. W. Kendall, and S. Loken, SLAC Group A, reported by
W. K. Panofsky in International Conference on High-Energy
Physics, Vienna, 1968 (CERN, Geneva, 1968), p. 23.

7 There is only one transverse multipole for J =} states.
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whatever approximation is put in for the individual
multipoles, the over-all amplitude remains gauge-
invariant and covariant. The above results, together
with the formulas for projecting a given multipole from
a gauge-invariant set of Feynman graphs for pion
electroproduction, are presented in detail in I and will
not be repeated here. Let us consider, then, the resonant
multipole amplitudes.

Suppose one has solved the problem of 7-N scattering
and has the solution for the partial-wave amplitude
(labeled by /%) in the form

f=(e®sind)/q=N(W)/D(W), (2.2)

where N (W) has only left-hand singularities and is
real for W>m-pu. If the problem has been solved
correctly, resonances will be found in the appropriate
partial-wave amplitudes. A resonance can be defined
as the place where

ReD(Wg)=0, (2.3)

and in the vicinity of the resonance D(W) can be
expanded as

DW= (W—W)[(d/dW) ReD (W) Iw—wy

+iImD (W), (2.4)
D(W)=Re'D(W )[W—W p+3il']. (2.5)
It then follows that

f=(e?sind)/q=—Te/2g(W—Wg+3iI'), (2.6)

where use has been
condition

Im(1/f) = —qotot/ce1= —qI'/Ter. 2.7)
a1 and oep are the total and elastic cross sections in the
I+ channel.® The model now consists of taking the
following expression as an approximate electroproduc-
tion multipole amplitude in the vicinity of a resonance
in the /% channel:

a(W,k2)=as(W k*)[ (e*® sind)/gN (W)], (2.8)
a(W,k)=a'(W k) /D(W), (2.9)

where a™*(W,k?) stands for the multipole projection

made of the general unitarity

8 This discussion has for simplicity neglected any nonresonant
background. Suppose that
86=08p+0s,

where &g is the resonant phase shift and 8 is real, representing an

elastic background. Then

[f12=1(e¥3—1)/2iq|*= | fr+fo*|3,
fr=(e¥*=—1)/2iq

is the resonant part of the amplitude. Then Iméz>0 by unitarity

and Im(1/fr) = — oot /oel?

in terms of the resonant cross section. Writing

fr=Nr(W)/Dr(W),

the discussion can be carried through using just the resonant
quantities.

where
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of any gauge-invariant set of exchange graphs that are
thought to play an important role as an excitation
mechanism. This approximation has the following
features to recommend it: (i) It has the correct singu-
larity structure since a™*(WW,k?) has the appropriate
left-hand singularities in W, and D (W) has the physical
right-hand cut.® (ii) It has built into it the correct
threshold behaviors in both k* and ¢. (iil) It satisfies
the final-state theorem in the region of elastic scattering
since there

(2.10)

DW)=|D(W)|e.

(iv) It is a solution to the Omnés equation for the
multipole amplitude in the elastic case provided only
that a'®#(W,k?) is a slowly varying function of W in
the region where sind20. Note that the approximation is
not restricted to the elastic region, however. (v) The elec-
troproduction amplitude then resonates at the same
place as the scattering amplitude.
To see this, use Eq. (2.5) and write

a(W,k%)=2ams(W g,k?)/

[Re'D(Wr)(W—We+3il)]. (2.11)

The pion electroproduction cross section integrated over
a resonance peak, which has a direct interpretation in
terms of the inelastic form factors |f.|? and |f.|?
+| /=12, is then

f AW |a(W k) |2yes NN r
Res
27| aths (W g, k2) |2

I' | Re’'D(Wk) 212

Clearly, if there are inelastic processes present and
only the electron is observed, one must sum over these
processes. The result is to multiply the above by
I'/Te=0wt/0e1 and therefore

f dW l a (W’k2) l 2'y"‘«i—N--»N—Fany';hing
Res

albs (WR’kZ) 2
Re’D (WR)

21!' Ttot

r Oel

(2.13)

Note that this model provides an analytic expression
for the k% dependence of the inelastic form factors
through the function |a™s(Wg,k2)|2

In I, two theoretical derivations of this model were
presented. Only one of them is reviewed here, the result
quoted in (iv), since it will be relevant to the discussion
in the next section and provides an explicit representa-
tion of D(W). This discussion here is confined to the
elastic case for simplicity.

9 The numerator in Eq. (2.9) is not subject to the uncertainties
of integrations over left-hand cuts and the frequently attendent
cutoffs that are necessary. The present approach, however,
provides just a model of the left-hand region.
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For the electroproduction amplitude, one really has
an Omnes equation to solve of the type

* I*(w")a(w’,k?)dw
0 (0 ?) = a1 (0 %) -~ / F@ele B ) g
1 W' —w—1e
where
h(w)=e®@ sind(w), (2.15)
and
8(0)=0, (2.16)
o(1)=nm, (2.17)

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

@
a(w,k?) =e? (‘")[a“"(w,kz) cosd(w)—-er @)—

™

a (E’kZ) 51115(5)8 F(E)dé
X/

—w

] , (2.18)

where

o) =@ / d;—@ (2.19)

Assume that a™#(w,k?) varies only slowly over the
resonance region where sinds><0,"* and write
a5 (w,k2) = a5 (w g, k2) + [ (0, k2)

—ahs(wp k)],
The second term will then only contribute to the non-

resonant background. The resonant part of the ampli-
tude can therefore be written as

(2.20)

a(w, k) =a*(wg,k?)| €2« cosd(w)
sind(§)e—r®d
e"‘("’)e"(“’)—/ ( ) é:l (2.21)

a(w,k?)=ab5(wg,k2)X (w) (resonant part). (2.22)

It is convenient to define a new function ¥ (w) by

x<w>=expE [ ) _iy ) ), @29
where

1 p b) 1 = si
,,@:exp(__ / dy__<y>__~)+~ / _Sind(§).
TJ1  y—w—ie/ w1 E—w—ie

Xexp[—— /1 i 6(z)dz:|d£. (2.24)

T z— ¢

¥(w) then has the following properties: (i) ¢(w) is

10 R. Omnes, Nuovo Cimento 8, 316 (1958).
11 Note that in general there will be a contribution to the
integral from the region where 5 comes back down through %
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analytic in w with a cut from w=1 to w=o0; (ii)
¥(w) =1 as w—o. Therefore, an unsubtracted dis-
persion relation can be written for the quantity Y (w)—1:

1~  disey(w)
Y(w)—1=— / do'———— . (2.25)
T J1 w'—w
But from the above
discy (w) =sind (w)
1 ~ )
Xexp(——d’/ dy—)[—l-l—l]EO. (2.26)
™ 1 y—w
This leads to the conclusions that
Y(w)=1, (2.27)
a(w,k?) =a™*(wr,k?)/D(w), (2.28)
1 p 8(w’)
D(w)=exp<—-— dw’———_-) ,  (2.29)
T J1 w' —w—1e

which is the previous model result for the resonant
multipole amplitude together with an explicit expres-
sion for D(w), relating it entirely to the strong-inter-
action phase shift §(w). One can now try to extend the
present approach into the inelastic region.? This is
discussed in Sec. 3.

3. TWO-CHANNEL MODEL

It is important for the inelastic resonances to extend
the previous discussion of the Omnés equation to the
coupled-channel case. Suppose that only two channels
of the coupled-channel problem are important.!3 Let
the two channels be denoted by [1) (the elastic channel)

e sin £ cos?e+e*2 sin £, sin’e
=(% sin2g (e sin£;—e%2 sin&,)
The simplest model of an inelastic resonance is to say
that one of the eigenphase shifts is resonant!4:
et1singy = — 3T /(W —W p+14iT), (3.10)
while the sine of the other eigenphase shift is small,
(3.11)

In that case the strong-interaction 7" matrix takes the
form

Sz%ﬂﬂ' .

cos?e sing cose

T=eit sin&( ) . (3.12)

12 Note that it is not at all obvious what one should do with
Eq. (2.29) when & becomes complex.

18 The results of this section can easily be extended to any
number of channels.
(1;45]9(). Yamaguchi, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) Suppl. 7, 1

sing cose sinZe
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and |2). The strong-interaction S matrix for a given
J* then takes the form

512)

Sa/

S 11
S =
Stz
This matrix is symmetric by time reversal and satisfies
the unitarity condition

StS=1. (3.2)

Such a matrix can always be diagonalized with a real
rotation. Defining new eigenstates by

3.1)

2
le) =2 Ri|7), (3.3)
=1
where
cose  sine
R=( . ) s (3.4)
—sine  cose
the S matrix takes the form
Se=RSR. (3.5)

€ can now be chosen so that S, is diagonal and therefore

of the form
et
se=( ) . (3.6)
0 e2té2
Writing
S=R7S.R, 3.7

a general representation of the two-channel S matrix is
obtained in terms of three real quantities: two eigen-
phase shifts and a mixing angle. Defining a transition
matrix by

S=1+2T, (3.8)
this general representation can be written as
3 sin2e (et sin§;— et sin¢,)
o ) > (3.9)
€1 sin§; sin?e--e*: sinf, cos?e

The elastic amplitude is therefore parametrized by
(e2%1—1)/2i= (cos?e)e’*1 sin¢, , (3.13)

and this equation can be used to determine both € and &
for a given complex 8;. Since the reaction cross section
is determined by

[Siz]2=1—]Su[?, (3.14)

it will also be given correctly by this same parametriza-
tion. In the sharp-resonance case,

[Tul?=iT2/[(W—Wg)4+31I?], (3.15)
| T12|2=3T1To/[(W—W g)2+11?], (3.16)

where
I'y/T'=cos?e, (3.17)

I'y/T'=sin%. (3.18)
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These are just the two-channel Breit-Wigner formulas.
Suppose now that one includes the electroproduction
channels
/1)

VN (3.19)

N |2).
The complete S matrix then takes the form (to order e)'

Su  Sw 2ia,

S=|S12 S 2ia] . (3.20)

2iay 2ia, 1

The unitarity statement,

Sts=1, (3.21)

now yields, in addition to the previously discussed
strongly-coupled-channel conditions, the result (to

order ¢)
(1m01) (Tu* Tm*)(lh)
Imaz Tgl* Tzz* as .
Notice that these relations are linear in the a’s. In the
approximation that only one eigenphase shift is reson-
cos?e

ant these equations become
Imay L sine cose\ /a1
)=e"5 smE( )( ) (3.23)
Ima, sine cose sin’e 2
Using this unitarity condition, the coupled Omnés

equations for the electroproduction amplitudes can
be written in the form'®

(3.22)

@t ¢~ gin £, (w’,k?)dw’

1
0 (04%) =y (0 2) = /
mTJ1

W' —w—1ie

1 ~e*#sintd(w’,k?) cosedw’
- / _ . (3.24)
T J o w' —w—1e
1 9t Tor*ay(w’ k) dw’
a0, #2) = ag™e (o b2) 4~ / e
TJ1 w' —w—1ie
1 e sind (w’,k?) sinedw’
~/ - . (3.25)
T J W' —w—ie

In these expressions, the physical threshold for channel
|2) has been denoted by w;, and

A1(w,k?)=cose a1(w,k?)+sine as(w,k?). (3.26)

Recalling that the linear combination of states which
is assumed to resonate is

|e1)=cose |1)+sine [2), (3.27)

one observes that 4;(w,k?) is just the amplitude to
produce this resonant channel.

18 Only one electroproduction multipole is considered for
clarity, but the results are easily seen to hold for all of them.

16 Note that use has been made of the continuation of the uni-
tarity relation below threshold in Eq. (3.25).
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As a preliminary step in getting an approximate
solution to these coupled Omnés equations, note that
the analytic properties of the strong-interaction
T-matrix elements of Eq. (3.9) are well known, and
they have both right-hand and left-hand singularities.
It will be assumed that sine(w) and cose(w), which
are real along the right-hand cut and presumably
slowly varying there, have only left-hand singularities.
It is clear, at least in the model of Eq. (3.12), that one
can do this since the amplitudes 7'/e* sin¢ then no
longer have absorptive parts along the right-hand
physical unitarity cut.

Suppose now that the following conditions hold:
(i) There is a resonance in the first eigenchannel at an
energy well above w,. (ii) In this region a;,»™%(w,k?),
cose(w), and sine(w), which have only left-hand
singularities, are slowly varying functions of w. (iii)
Ai,2"M*(w,k?) correctly describe the excitation functions,
or the contributions from the left-hand regions, in the
two eigenchannels. Note that this condition always lies
at the heart of this approach, since one is forced to
make some model of the contribution of the left-hand
region.

Then by assumption (i), the first integral in Eq. (3.24)
will be neglected in examining a;(w,k?) in the resonance
region. The first integral in Eq. (3.25) will be similarly
neglected although the justification here is not so
obvious since one must know 7'»*(w) in this region,
and this depends on a further model of the strong-
interaction dynamics. It is assumed that this unphysical
region does not play an important role in the resonance
dynamics.!” A linear combination of Egs. (3.24) and
(3.25) then yields

A 1(w,k2)

1 = e @) sing(w’)A41(w’ k) dw’
. 1
T Jwg

w —w—1e
X[cose(w’) cose(w)+sine(w’) sine(w)] (3.28)
Ar(w,k2)=A,15(w;,k%)+AA4 1 (w,k?). (3.29)

By assumption (ii), A4(w,k?) is an analytic function
of w with both a right-hand unitarity cut and left-
hand singularities coming from sine(w) and cose(w). It
therefore satisfies a dispersion relation

1
AA 1 (w,k2) =

™

discA4 (', k) dw’
,/;hs w' —w—1e

1 discA4 1 (w’,k?)dw’
/ —_—. (3.30)
rhs

T w'—w—1e
The first integral represents a rescattering correction

to the excitation function and by assumption (iii), it

7 We are aware of the fact that some authors would dispute
this. This approximation is under further investigation using
some simple models.
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will be neglected. To evaluate the second integral,
observe that on the right-hand cut

disc[ (0’ —w—1ie)(cose(w) cose(w’)
+sine(w) sine(w’)) ]=wé(w—w’). (3.31)

The amplitude 4, of Eq. (3.29) can therefore be written
as

A 1(w,k2) =A 1lh‘(w,k2)

1 et singd (v’ k)dw’
/ (3.32)

T J o w' —w—1i€

[Note that this result follows immediately if & is
assumed to be a slowly varying function of w in Eq.
(3.28).] Using assumption (i) again, the integral can
be extended down to w=1, using the elastic phase shift
which is continuous with f{ at w=w, Thus, one can
finally write

A 1(w,k2) =4 1““(w,k2)

1 e sintd(w’,k?)dw’
/ . (3.33)
1

T w' —w—ie

This is just the equation which was discussed in the
previous section, however, and with the stated approxi-
mations the resonant part of this eigenamplitude can
therefore be written (returning now to the variables W
and k?)

A,(W %)= A ™ (W k%) /D(W) (3.34)

where D(W) is now given in terms of the real eigen-
phase shift by

D(W) =exp[———1- /1:0 aw’ )

—-——~—:| . (3.35)
T W'—W —1e

Equation (3.34) can be rewritten

A1 (W k) =[a,™*(W k%) cose

+ a2 8(W ,k?) sine]/D(W). (3.36)
Note that

cos’e=T,/T, (3.37)

sin’e=T,/T, (3.38)

so the magnitude of e is directly related to physical
quantities. There is, however, no way to determine the
sign of € from the development presented here, so this
quantity is still a parameter for each resonance. In all
our derivations, the integrals have been assumed to be
convergent as written; this final model result, however,
will be considered to have more general validity.

An exactly analogous discussion of A,(W,k2) shows
that the discontinuity on the right-hand cut vanishes,
and therefore 4,(W,k?) will be nonresonant. By in-
verting Eq. (3.3), the resonant contributions to the
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amplitudes a,,2(W,k?) can therefore be written as
a,(W k)= A (W ,k?) cose, (3.39)
as(W i2) = A, (W J&2) sine. (3.40)

In inelastic electron scattering experiments where only
the electrons are detected one evidently measures the
quantity

dW|a;s(W &%) |*

Res

f AW | ay (W 22) |2+
Res

- f AW 4LW )2, (341)
Res

The resonance in the eigenchannel can again be defined
by

ReD(Wz)=0, (3.42)
and just as before
2r
/ AW | A1(W k2) |2=—|[a,™=(W g,k%) cose
Res T
+ass(Wg,k?) sine]/Re’D(Wg)[2. (3.43)

Several limiting cases of this result are of interest [the
positive square root is taken in Eqgs. (3.37) and (3.38)
for definiteness ).

(i) If ars(W pk?)=a,™*(W g,k%) and

(a) T'y=2Ts, then

2 T |abs(W g k2) |2
[ AW | A (W) [2=— —|——— 2| . (3.44)
Res T I‘l RC'D(WR)
(b) F2<<F1, then
2| ay (W g k2) |2
/ AW AW ) = | =222 (3.45)
Res T'I Re’'D(Wp)

Both of these results are just the previous results of
model I, only now with an explicit prescription for com-
puting D(W) when inelastic channels are present.

(ii) If @ 8(IW g,k2)>>ast (W g,k?), then

allhs(WR,kz)
Re’D(Wp)

2

., (3.46)

21!' I‘l

/ AW | AL (W ) |2 = 2
Res T

and the result is smaller than that of model I if I';<T
since the resonance is not as strongly formed in this case.

This model explicitly keeps only two channels which
are assumed to be the important channels in the reson-
ance regions. As W —, many more channels will
open, and it is reasonable to assume that the ampli-
tudes become purely absorptive, or purely imaginary,
in this limit. Thus it might be expected that

rand L8

(3.47)
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There is experimental evidence (see Sec. 4) that
this is indeed happening. In this case, one must make
a subtraction in the expression for D and write

w—-M,)
D(W) =exp[ —(—————
i LW ] (3.48)
/ o (W' =M)W'—W—ied”
D(M,)=1. (3.49)

The absolute normalization of the resonance amplitude
is therefore expressed in terms of the subtraction
point M,.18

4. CALCULATION OF D(W)

This section is devoted to the determination of the
eigenphase shift ¢ for the various resonances and the
calculation of D(IW) as an integral over £ as given by
Eq. (3.48). With the assumption of only one nonzero
eigenphase, the elastic amplitude in a particular channel
has the parametrization of Eq. (3.13):

(e21—1)/2i= (cos?e)e’t sint. (4.1)

61 is the (complex) =-N phase shift for the given
channel :
81=0r+16r.

Extensive phase-shift analyses of pion-nucleon scatter-
ing have been performed by several groups'*2 with
the result that there is substantial agreement on the
phases 8; up to c.m. energies of the order of 2 GeV.2

As discussed in Ref. 8, it is only the resonant phase
shift that is of interest here. Thus, one needs to decom-
pose é; into a resonant part and a background part.
In many channels, however, there appears to be no
appreciable background, and so 4, is the resonant phase.
Such is the case for the Pj;, Dy;, Dys, Fy5, and Fyy
channels,? and these are the channels that will be con-
sidered here. The S3; channel is an example where there

(4.2)

18 In the discussions of this section it is assumed that the multi-
pole amplitudes have been so chosen that Egs. (3.22) and (3.41)
hold. These equations do not depend on the normalization of the
initial state y*+ but do depend on that of the strongly interact-
ing particles. These normalizations can be chosen following
Jacob and Wick (Ref. 32). In the notation of I it is the amplitudes
(A2| TY (W k) |\A) which are being discussed.

( ;6?) Bareyre, C. Bricman, and G. Villet, Phys. Rev. 165, 1730
1 .

® A. Donnachie, R. G. Kirsopp, and C. Lovelace, Phys. Letters
26B, 161 (1968); CERN Report No. TH. 838, Addendum, 1967
(unpublished).

1 C. Johnson and H. Steiner, Lawrence Radiation Laboratory
Report No. UCRL-18001, 1967 (unpublished); C. Johnson,
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory Report No. UCRL-17683, 1967
(unpublished).

2 C. Lovelace, in Proceedings of the Heidelberg International
Conference on Elementary Particles, 1967 (North-Holland Pub-
lishing Co., Amsterdam, 1968), p. 79.

% The usual notation is used where the letter indicates the
orbital angular momentum of the |xN) system and the subscripts
are 27T, 2J, with T the isospin and J the total spin of the resonance.

WALECKA, AND ZUCKER

184

is a significant nonresonant contribution to the phase
shift. In the S1; channel there are two low-lying reso-
nances that overlap each other considerably.!®?:22 Con-
sequently, the assumption of a single resonant eigen-
channel is no longer adequate, and a more sophisticated
treatment of the Sy; channel is required.

Equation (4.1) determines both # and the magnitude
of e:

tanfé= (1—7 cos2dg)/y sin2ég, 4.3)
cos?e=T1/T=1—3(1—9*)/(1—ncos2dg), (4.4)

where
n=exp(—23r). (4.5)

The phase-shift analyses give values of 8r and 7.
In calculating £ and T'y/T' the CERN dispersion rela-
tion fits to 8z and 5 have been used,?® and eigenphase
shifts and ratios of I';/T have been evaluated for the
Py, Dis, Dys, Fi5, and Fy channels. The following
features were noted:

(i) When 9=1 (i.e., 6=0), then £=4; and I';/T'=1.

(ii) The behavior of 8z near a resonance depends
critically on the value of I'y/T. If T';/T'>0.5, then 6z
rises through 3w at resonance. This, happens, for ex-
ample, in the Py, Dys, and Fy; channels. But if T';/T'
<0.5, then g falls sharply through zero at resonance
and becomes negative. Examples are found in the D;;
and Fi; channels. The eigenphase shift, however,
shows no such dependence on TI';/T. In all the cases
under consideration ¢ rises through iz at resonance.
Thus D(W) as defined in Eq. (3.35) will be pure
imaginary at resonance, and this justifies the defini-
tion (3.42).

(iii) Goldberg® has observed that small changes in
the eigenphase shift and mixing angle can produce
rapid changes in the phase shift 3z and inelasticity 7.
The results of the present calculation substantiate this
observation. One example is the contrast noted above
between the behavior of £ and 8z for I'y/T" just greater
than and just less than 0.5. Even in the cases where 8z
goes through 37 at resonance, the slope of the eigen-
phase shift is less steep than that of 8g. This is particu-
larly apparent in the Dy; channel where 65 rises almost
vertically through ix. The increase of ¢ is much less
rapid.

(iv) T'y/T is reasonably constant over the region of
the resonance. This justifies the assumption that e(W)
is a slowly varying function over the resonance. (See
Sec. 3.)

(v) The CERN analysis extends to W =2.189 GeV.
Before this energy is reached, the eigenphase shifts
have all come back down close to or through 1,
and all but that in the Fj channel have reached a
minimum and started rising again. Thus, unlike 3z,
the eigenphase shift does not appear to approach either
m or 0 asymptotically. Indeed, it appears to be oscillat-

% Hyman Goldberg, Phys. Rev. 151, 1186 (1966).
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ing about 37 as W increases. As noted earlier there are
theoretical reasons for assuming that the amplitudes
become pure imaginary as W —, and the behavior of
the eigenphase shift tends to support this conclusion.

After the eigenphase shift has been obtained, D (W)
as given in Eq. (3.35) can be evaluated. In order to
do this, the eigenphase shift £(W) is needed for m-+pu
<W< . For m+u<W<2.189 GeV, £(W) has been
determined from the phase-shift analysis. For W>2.189
GeV an additional assumption must be made. Following
the argument in (v) above, it is assumed that §(W)=3r
for W>2.189 GeV. With this assumption it is necessary
to make a subtraction in the expression for D(W) as
indicated in Egs. (3.48) and (3.49). The integral in
Eq. (3.48) can be rewritten as

D)= lim CDW)/D(M.)], (4.6)
where e £
) = — f— ). (4.7
baw) eXp( T J mip W w’ —VV—ie) 1)

The absolute normalization of D(W) therefore depends
on the subtraction point M,, and M, will only be deter-
mined later by comparison with experiment. However,
the behavior of D as a function of W, that is the shape
of the resonance, is independent of M,.

The integral in Eq. (3.48) has been performed
numerically, and in Fig. 2, |1/D(W)|2is plotted for the
Dy3, Dis, F15, and F3; channels. The vertical scale was
determined by taking M, to be the proton mass. It is
interesting to note that the maximum wvalues are
nearly the same for all four resonances. The predicted
widths are considerably larger than the #-NV widths
listed in the Particle Data Group tables,?® but they are
only slightly larger than the widths found in the CERN
phase-shift analysis.?® These discrepancies are not so
surprising when one recalls from atomic or nuclear
physics that predictions of widths depend critically on
the particular model employed. In the present case the
model is that of a single nonzero eigenphase. In all
cases the energy at which |1/D(W)|? is a maximum lies
below that at which £ passes through ix. This is a
commonly observed phenomenon in resonance cross
sections.?® [ Note added in proof. After completion of this
work we learned that a discrepancy has been found?¢s
between the elastic #—p scattering data and the CERN
dispersion relation fit to the phase shifts? for 1.4 GeV
SW 1.8 GeV. The calculations of this section have
been repeated using the Glasgow phase shifts 2% which

% N. Barash-Schmidt, A. Barbaro-Galtieri, L. R. Price,
Matts Roos, A. H. Rosenfeld, Paul Soding, and C. G. Wohl,
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory Report No. UCRL-8030, 1968
(unpublished).

% Gunnar Killén, Elementary Particle Physics (Addison-Wesley
Publishing Co., Inc., Reading, Mass., 1964), p. 143.

262 A. D. Brody, D. W. G. S. Leith, B. G. Levi, B. C. Shen, D.
Herndon, R. Longacre, L. Price, A. H. Rosenfeld, and P. Soding,
Phys. Rev. Letters 22, 1401 (1969).
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Fi6. 2. 1/|D(W)|? from Egs. (3.47) and (3.48) for the Pss,
Di3, Dys, Fis, and F3r channels. The vertical scale is determined
by taking M,=m. The dashed curve for the Ps; channel shows
0.5/|D(W)|? computed using §g above the inelastic threshold.

do show qualitative agreement with the »~p data.26s
The widths of the higher resonances are considerably
reduced and are now consistent with the tabulated
w-N widths.25 In addition, the maximum of |[1/D(W)|?
is now only 12-15 MeV below the energy at which £
passes through i (rather than 50-60 MeV as was the
case with the CERN results). Both of these changes lead
to much better agreement with the results of the SLAC
experiments (see Sec. 7)].

The 3-3 resonance occurs below the inelastic thresh-
old, and Eq. (2.29), which gives D(IW) as an integral
over the elastic phase shift, should be applicable to
this resonance. Figure 2 shows the result for |1/D(W) |2
calculated using &g above the inelastic threshold. It
has been assumed that éz== for W>2.189 GeV, in
accord with the present experimental indications and
M ,=m. Unlike the higher resonances, the predicted
width is slightly smaller than that found in #-N
scattering; the location of the maximum, however, is
again shifted below the resonance energy. It is interest-
ing to note that if one evaluates D(W) for the 3-3
resonance using the treatment of the inelastic region
implied by Eq. (3.48) (again assuming f=3ir for
W>2.189 GeV), the resulting shape is almost identical
to that given by the integral over the elastic phase
shift. This is illustrated in Fig. 2. The normalization,
however, is substantially different. |1/D(W )|2=27.0
when the eigenphase shift is used compared with
[1/D(Wg)|2=49.3 from the elastic phase shift. This
suggests that even for the 3-3 resonance the contribution
of the inelastic region may be significant for the over-all
normalization.

One should note that the approximation

Ay (W k2= A,s(W g,k?) /D(W) 4.8)

26> A, T. Davies and R. G. Moorhouse, in Proceedings of the
Fourteenth International Conference on High-Energy Physics,
Vienna, 1968 (CERN, Geneva, 1968). We thank Professor
Moorhouse for permission to use these results prior to publication.
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k+p =q+p,

F1G. 3. Assumed excitation mechanism for electroproduction
of |wN*(1236)) channel.

used for all numerical calculations does not preserve
the threshold behavior in W since the numerator on the
right side is evaluated at W g. Consequently, the shapes
of the resonances presented in Fig. 2 are less reliable
near threshold.

5. EXCITATION MECHANISM

A model for the excitation function a'®s(W k?) is
now made by choosing a gauge-invariant set of exchange
graphs which are assumed to play a dominant role in
the excitation process. The graphs used for the [7N)
channel were discussed and evaluated in I. The graphs
used to evaluate the |wN*(1236)) channel excitation
function a,™*(W k?) are shown in Fig. 3. In this model
the excitation graphs are treated as generalized Feyn-
man amplitudes in the sense that renormalized coupling
constants and measured form factors are used at each
vertex. This amplitude thus correctly reproduces all
the pole terms in any dispersion theory treatment of
the process. Away from the poles this is just a simple
model of the process which, however, maintains the
general properties of the theory.

Since the excitation of the N*(1236) is known to be
predominantly a magnetic dipole transition (at least
for small £?), the YNN* vertex is approximated by?’

1e[Cs (kz)/mr:h’stkﬁ’u_ (6% 'k)&,,] ) (5.1)

where the index v refers to the spinor w,(ps,\;) for the
J=4% isobar, u refers to the photon polarization e,(A\:),
and % is the incoming virtual photon’s four-momentum.
This vertex is gauge-invariant by itself since it vanishes
when multiplied by k,. The form factor C;3(k2) is deter-
mined by computing the transverse cross section for
electron excitation of the N*(1236) resonance using
(5.1) and equating this with the experimental value

%7 M. Gourdin and Ph. Salin, Nuovo Cimento 27, 193 (1963);
27,309 (1963).
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(see Fig. 4)

Ca(k) T
[Cs(e)] Am2MAL| fe | =] Texot

- [ (M —m)2+ R [M2 (M +m)2+3 (24 Mm+m?)]
(5.2)

where M is the mass of the N*(1236). The ¥ NN* vertex
is obtained from the phenomenological interaction

Lr="Pib0¢:/dx,+h.c. (5.3)

Using this interaction, the decay width for p* — p+4-a°
is

L(p*— p+=°)
7*“2[(M2 —m2'_m1r2)2_4m72m2]3/2E(M+m)2_m1(2]
- 127 (16M5) '

(5.4)
From the experimental value of 80 MeV, one obtains
(vx0)*=(79.7 MeV)~2. (5.5)

The coupling constants for the charged mesons needed
in Fig. 3 follow from isotopic spin invariance:

Yot=—3V2Ys0,

. (5.6)
Yeo=—5(V6)yr=—7x.
Similarly,

C3(k2)p*p= CS(kz) n*n. (57)

By comparing the amplitude for pion electroproduction
computed using an N and N*(1236) in the direct chan-
nel with the results of CGLN,?8 one finds that

eC3(0)yro/egron>0. (5.8)

Equations (5.6) to (5.8) suffice to determine all the
necessary relative signs in Fig. 3. Our phase convention
will be to take both v, and C3(0) as positive. Since the
interaction in Eq. (5.3) is a derivative coupling, graph
(c) must be included whenever a charged pion is
emitted. It is included with a form factor F ¢ (k2). Only
the terms from the N* exchange graph (e) which in-
clude the convection current and are necessary for
gauge invariance are kept.? Since the N*(1236) has
isospin 2, conservation of isospin here rules out the «°
exchange graph, which was found to be important in
I. The resulting generalized Feynman amplitude for
electroproduction of the |wN*(1236)) channel from a
proton target can finally be expressed as

26l mM 12| 1,000 e
- = —wV(P2)AmEuu(P1) y (59)

% G. F. Chew, M. L. Goldberger, F. E. Low, and Y. Nambu,
Phys. Rev. 106, 1337 (1957); 106, 1345 (1957); referred to here-
after as CGLN.

% The numerator in the N* propagator is replaced by the
approximate form §,,—3v,yx» and F¥*(k)v, is used for the
electromagnetic vertex [see Egs. (5.10) and (5.12)].
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Ayt =V2gn[Cs/mx Jys[kyyu— (v-k)du]
XLy pa—r-k)t+mI vs—ive*{F 60— (¢—k),
X (2g— k) FL[(g—k)*+m 2] —ig,
X[ily: prty-k)+m ] H(FiPyu— FoPonky)
— iy iy po—v k) + M1
X[e—3r(r-9l},

A 0= —g.N (C3/mr)75[kv7n“ (v- k)awj
X[Lily:pe—v-k)+mIys—ive
X{—=ig[i(y-prty-k)+mI(Fr*yvu—FePonks)
— iy B [y po—y - R)+M T

X[gp—3(r-9},
Avﬂ_= *ivr—{ '_FGauv+ (q—k)v(zq—k)ﬂF‘r
X[(g=ky+m2 Tt —ig[i(y- prty-k)+m]™?
X (FyPvu— FoPanky) — i’YuZFlN‘H
X[y pe—y-k)+MT?
X[e—5n@-9lr. (5.12)

In these expressions, the superscript on 4 refers to the

charge of the emerging pion. Also g.n=g-y and

C3=C3=C;" All of the form factors are functions of k2,

as is Cs.

It immediately follows from these results that

Ayu+kp= _i71r+[(FG_Fr)kv

(5.10)

(5.11)

+(F.—F»+F1™)g], (5.13)

Anlky=—ivo[ (F*—Fy)g. ], (5.14)
Avu—ku= _i'Yr_[(Fr—FG)kv

+(2F1N*++~—F,—F1p)q,]. (5.15)

This set of generalized Feynman amplitudes is there-
fore manifestly gauge-invariant if

Fe=F,, F"=Fyp,

5.16
FIN.++=%(F.,+F1P), FI"‘-——‘Flp—F,. ( )

Note that this is not a necessary condition for gauge
invariance, but merely a sufficient one. One can always
add terms proportional to &, to the amplitude without
changing any of the physics of electroproduction since

kue,=0 (5.17)

because of conservation of the electron current. Thus,
for example, one could leave the physical amplitude
unchanged by replacing

(29—k)uFr— (29—Fk),F,
+ (FiV—F.)(2q-k—Fk)k,/k? (5.18)

and obtain a manifestly gauge-invariant amplitude
without requiring F,=F,", as was done in 1.*° The
philosophy of the present model, however, is to do the
simplest thing possible to obtain a manifestly gauge-
invariant expression, and Egs. (5.16) shall be assumed

# See for example, N. Kroll, in International Conference on
High-Energy Physics, Vienna, 1968 (CERN, Geneva, 1968), p. 78.
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to hold. The elastic form-factor fits used in I will also
be used here [see Eq. (6.2)]. In particular this means
that F»=F, so that F1"*=0. The effect of possible
alternative fits to the elastic form factors will be dis-
cussed in Sec. 6.

The amplitudes for production of a |wN*(1236))
state of definite total isotopic spin from a proton
target are related to the charged amplitudes by [only
T=1,3 are nonzero |

(V15)4%2= (v/8)A*t—A'— (v/6)4~,
(V6)A2= A+ —V2A4+V34~.

It is easily demonstrated that the general amplitude
for electroproduction of the |wN*(1236)) channel in-
volves 12 linearly independent gauge-invariant kine-
matic invariants. These can be taken to be vy;¢,M; and
vsk,M;, where M; (i=1---6) are the invariants used
in I. In fact, there are only nine combinations of in-
variants which naturally appear in the present calcula-
tion and these are®

2w o ELEoQ/mM)'2{qp, { Ju(0)eu [ p1)

(5.19)

9
=w,(pA)[ 22 M, DADW, k2, k) Ju(pih)

MA=3ig[(v-(v-k)—(v k) (v- €],
M,P=2ig[(P-€)(q-k)—(P-k)(g- &)1,
M,C=g¢[(v & (g-k)—(v-k)(g ],
M,P=2g[(v-(P-k)—(v-k)(P- )]

—img[(v-(y-k)—(v-k)(v- ], (5.20)
MF=ig[ (k- €)(g-k)—(g- Ok*],
M =ile(q-k)—k(g- €],
M,¢=2i&(P-k)—Fk,(P-€)]

+(m+M)[e(y-k)—k (v o],
M =ik, (k- ) — ek?],
M, =3ik[(v- O (v-B)— (v k) (v €]
In these expressions
P=3(prtp2). (5.21)

The coefficients 4 (W, k2, k-q) obtained from Egs.
(5.9) and (5.20) are listed in Appendix A for each
charge state of the pion. Because explicitly gauge-
invariant M,’s were chosen, the B and E coefficients
contain an apparent 1/k-g kinematic singularity.
When these nine generalized Feynman amplitudes

% These nine invariants can be expanded in terms of the 12
linearly independent invariants mentioned in the text by expand-
ing €, in terms of a complete orthonormal basis of four vectors
constructed from Py, k,, ¢, and €upePok,q, and then using e,

= (vs/29)[v4¥»,¥s»YoJantisym, the Dirac equation, and the sub-
sidiary conditions on 1, (p3).
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are combined to give the transition matrix elements,
this singularity disappears as it must. For the |#N)
channel the same behavior occurred and was discussed
in I.

In order to perform a Jacob-Wick helicity analysis,
the c.m. frame of the |7N*(1236)) system is chosen
and the helicity amplitudes (\;| 77 (W, k%) |\i\:) are
projected explicitly in this frame (\; is the incident
photon helicity). The vector magnitudes are denoted

by k= k| =pi],
g*=lq|=1p.|,

while ko, wg, Ei, and E, refer to the energies. The
angles ¢ and 6 are defined exactly as in I (see I, Fig. 4)

ﬁlz (Oa 0) 1);
po= (sind cose, sinb sing, cosh).

The scattering amplitude for y*+N — N*(1236)+,
defined by

(5.22)

(5.23)

1/2

Hann(0,0)= +Wv (par2)

XL S MO0IADY, B, k- Tu(pn),  (5.24)

=1

is expanded according to Jacob and Wick® [compare
I, Eq. (3.13)]

1
Srann(6,8) =W §(2J+1)

X 3))\1—)\1:—)\2J(-¢y - 0: ¢)*<>‘2I TJ(W:kZ) ] >‘1>\k> . (525)

The angular momentum notation follows Edmonds.®
Using the orthogonality of the du/m’(—86), Eq. (5.25)
is inverted to give

WO\?I T7 (W k%) | \ihe)

1 1
=5 / d(COSG)sz;)\l)\k(oylt)
-1

XDy -rene” (—, —0,8).  (5.26)

In order to evaluate this integral, either analytically
or numerically, it is necessary to exhibit the angular
dependence of f(6,¢). Although the dependence of
AD W,k k-q) on 0 is apparent from looking at
Appendix A, the angular dependence of w,(p2\s)
XM, (N\)u(py,A1) is hidden in the Dirac matrix
multiplication and in the four-vector dot products
which result from it. [Clearly each of the kinematic
invariants can be treated separately in evaluating
(5.26).] The intricate procedure of expanding these
products in the c.m. frame is discussed in Appendix B.

2 M. Jacob and G. C. Wick, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 7, 404 (1959).
% A. R. Edmonds, Angular Momentum in Quantum Mechanics
(Princeton University Press, Princeton, N. J., 1957).
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Because there are three independent photon helicity
states, there are 24 matrix elements of the form
(\e| T7 (W k%) | A\ \i) which need to be calculated. As a
result of parity conservation in this reaction, only 12
of these are independent. It is then convenient to form
parity eigenstates [compare I, Eq. (3.15)]

AE[ =320 F(=No|], (Ao=%,3); (5.27)
l%:t)E%\/Q—[lAl: _%) A= 1>:Fl%_1>]7
[3%)=32[[31)F|-3-1)], (5.28)

| L£)=3V2[ | 30)F | —30)].

The parity of these states is (—1)7#!/2, In each parity
channel there are six amplitudes, three to the |\;| =2
final state and three to the |\,| =3 state. Thus, the
|wN*(1236)) excitation contributes to two independ-
ent final-state channels in the 7 matrix.

The approach of this calculation, however, is to
consider ome |wN*) channel along with the |7IV)
channel. On the other hand, it is desired to include as
much of the |mN*) behavior as possible. The (3|
and (3*| amplitudes are generally of comparable
magnitude, and to ignore one in this calculation would
be a possible but not satisfactory approximation. A
unitary transformation applied to these two final states
gives two new independent final states which are
suitable as channels for the T matrix. Hopefully, such
a transformation can be found which results in one
channel having larger amplitudes than the other in the
region of interest. In looking for such a transformation,
it is useful to consider a nonrelativistic N*(1236). (For
W less than a few GeV, the N* does not have very much
kinetic energy in the |mN*) c.m. frame.) Since spin is
a good quantum number for a nonrelativistic particle,
there is another natural way to define two independent
final states of given J and parity. Spin £ can couple to
two different values of orbital angular momentum L,
to give a specified J and parity.3* Furthermore, as in
nuclear physics, the presence of a “centrifugal barrier”
inhibits transitions, and it is expected that amplitudes
for transitions into the lower L state are greater in
magnitude than amplitudes for transitions into the
higher L state.

The unitary transformation that gives the L states
in terms of the helicity states is given below. The
relations in Jacob and Wick® are used, and the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients are evaluated explicitly. For parity
(—1)7+12 the higher L (denoted L,.) coupling has
L=J+3%, while the lower L (denoted Lmni,) coupling
has L=J—1:

(4T +4)2(T Lt | = — (=323
+BU+DIG
(4T+4) 2, | == [3U+)T23]
— (-1

| “l Of}course, if J=3 there is only one channel, which has
)\z =3.

(5.29)
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TasLE I. Mixing angle, final-state enhancement factors [Eq. (7.6)], and subtraction points.
tane® Model IP Model IT° g (GeV)
State Mixing angle Jexpt (GeV) M, (GeV) Jexpt (GeV) M, (GeV) for M,=m

19.8 0.77 240 0.72 .
3,4 (1236) O'm{d'e 13.2 0.85 16.1 0.82 82
3, 3 (1525) —0.98 8.6 0.78 8.3 0.80 5.9
£, 3 (1680) +1.25 0.32 physical 8.0 1.06 10.2

region

£, % (1688) +0.89 25.9 —0.29 8.0 0.99 8.8
3+, 4 (1950) —1.26 15.5 0.41 15.8 0.39 9.5

* tan’€ is obtained from Egs (3.37) and (3.38). The sign of € is chosen to give the most consistent set of subtraction points in model 1I. For the §~

and §+ states, using the same

nal-state enhancement factor only the indicated choice of signs gives a ratio of resonant contributions consistent with photo-

production (Ref 35). For the §~ state both signs of € give reasonable subtraction points, but € <0 gives a better fit to the SLAC data (Fig. 10).
Over-all normalization needed to fit the experimental integrated cross sections using Eq. (3.44).
¢ Over-all normalization needed to fit the experimental integrated cross sections using Eq. (3.43).

d Normalization from SLAC data (Fxg 9).
© Normalization from data of Fig

t This number as well as the lxsted subtractmn points for the 3*, § (1236) are obtained by integrating over the real pert of the elastic phase shift. If an
integral over the eigenphase shift is used, the corresponding value of g (M =m) is 4.5 GeV.

The couplings for parity (—1)/~1/2 (superscript minus)
are L=J+%and J—3:

(472, L™ = (30— 9123
—U+p
(), Lia”| = T+
+BU-HIE,

where the parity states (A\o*| are defined in (5.27).

Although L is not a good quantum number in the
relativistic case, the unitary transformation given in
(5.29) and (5.30) does define the two independent states
(J,Lmax®| and {J,Lmin*|, which can be used as chan-
nels for the T matrix. The results of this calculation
showed that the amplitudes (J,Lmaxt| 77 (W,E2) | A\ E)
were generally an order of magnitude smaller than the
(J,Lmin®| TV (W, k%) | A\ iE). As a result the Liyin channel
was included in this model while the L.y channel was
ignored. Of course, for W greater than a few GeV, the
N* is relativistic and other channels such as Lpax,
pN, or TN** may be important.

The final resonant multipole amplitudes within the
framework of the present model are thus given by

AW,k =[(aN=| T (W, k%) | A\ \E)2s cose
(N * L | T (W, 52) | Ahict Yo sine ]/ DI (W)
(5.31)
for each of the initial parity states |Ag)=]3%),
|3+), |L*) defined in Eq. (5.28). The cross section

expressed in terms of these amplitudes is [see I, Eq.
(3.31) and Appendix C of this paper]

< d’ ) o? cos?(36)
szdEg

(5.30)

k4
) (J+z>{—iA s

lab 451 sin*(36) 7=
1k W2
+[— —4— tan?(} 9):’
k*Z m2

m
X[ s |24 A1ye’ |2]}<W)- (5.32)

[The Coulomb and longitudinal matrix elements are
related by 4.= (k*/k¢)A ; compare I, Eq. (3.20).]

Figures 5 and 6 show a comparison of the %% depen-
dence of the two-channel cross section with the one-
channel results from I for the 1525- and 1688-MeV
resonance regions. The values of the mixing angles
used are given in Table I. The magnitude is obtained
from the phase-shift analyses and Eqs. (3.37)-(3.38),
while the sign of € is essentially chosen to give the most
consistent set of subtraction points (see Sec. 7 and the
caption to Table I). The curves are normalized to fit the
data and the resulting normalization constants are
compared with the theoretical calculations of D7"(W)
in Sec. 7. The contribution of the s-wave resonance in
the 1525-MeV region was found to be negligible (with
this choice of parameters) when the relative strength
was again adjusted to that determined in photoproduc-
tion®3¢ (see I). In the 1688-MeV resonance region, the
relative contribution of the $~ resonance to the 3+
was fit to the photoproduction value of 79,.3% The
contribution of the s-wave resonances which lie in this
region is again negligible at all 2 if their relative con-
tribution is small in photoproduction, as seems to be
the case.?> (With the present choice of parameters, their
relative contribution again decreases as a function of k2
just as in 1.)

Also shown in Figs. 5 and 6 is the pure threshold
behavior!

do a? cos?(36) 1

..___(Jr — l+)g
dQ, 4612 sin4(%0) 1+ (2 el/m) Sin2(%0)

BTN B W
X f — tan2(16)
B* pe\J—1/\op® 2

Xlase2(k*)2, (J>3) (5.33)

¥ R. L. Walker, Phys. Rev. (to be published); S. D. Ecklund
and R. L. Walker, zbzd 159, 1195 (1967)

38Y. C. Chau, Norman Dombey, and R. G. Moorhouse, Phys.
Rev. 163, 1632 (1967).
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for normal parity transitions, again normalized to
photoproduction. This determines the constant a °.

The most interesting feature of these results is the
similarity in the predictions of the k2 dependence in the
one- and two-channel calculations. The ratio doine1/doe
is predicted to flatten out for k221 GeV?, while the
ratio based only on threshold behavior continues to rise.
The curvature away from the threshold behavior and
the leveling off are clearly very model-dependent results.
It is a little surprising that the one- and two-channel
predictions agree so closely. These results will be dis-
cussed in detail in Sec. 7.

6. FURTHER CORRECTIONS TO THE THEORY

There are two further modifications of the theory
which can and should be investigated. The first is the
extension of the excitation mechanism for the |7N)
channel used in I. For example, because of the similarity
in the behavior of their form factors, one should really
include the exchange of all of the N*’s in discussing
the large &2 behavior of the N* form factors themselves.
Also, since there still remains the ambiguity over the
high-/ versus s-wave-dominant fits, it is important to
investigate the effects of the exchange of more massive
particles. As a first attempt in this direction, the
N*(1236) exchange graph has been included. Again,
just the coupling of Eq. (5.1) has been retained. The
resulting contribution to the |7V') excitation amplitude
is

(20 EAELQY/m*) (P | T, (0) €] p1)
= =70 (Cs/mz)i(pahs) evsLRyu— (v k)du ]
XLy pa—v-k)+MT g+ (1/3M)
X[ (p2—k)-q— (v- @) (p2— k), I+ (2/3M?) (p2— k),
X (pa—k)-q—3v.(v-@}u(pry). (6.1)

The coupling constants are determined from Eqgs.
(5.2)-(5.8). This amplitude can be expanded in the
invariants of I and added to the amplitudes there. In
fact, the calculation of I was redone using a procedure
similar to that described in Appendix B. This provided
a numerical check of the results presented in I and a
simple means for including more complicated graphs.

The resulting curves for electron excitation of the
N*(1236) resonance with and without N*(1236) ex-
change (models IT and I) are shown in Figs. 4 and 9.
The transverse contributions are indistinguishable
while there is a slight effect on the Coulomb form
factor. The modification of the coupled-channel cal-
culation due to the inclusion of .N*(1236) exchange in
the |7V) channel is shown in Figs. 5 and 6. The change
in %? dependence is not significant, and the high-l
versus s-wave-dominant ambiguity still remains.

This N*(1236) exchange is included in the curves
marked model IT in Figs. 4-12 and in the normaliza-
tion constants and multipole ratios at photoproduction
discussed as model II in Sec. 7.
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It is also of interest to investigate the effect of pos-
sible alternative fits to the elastic nucleon form factors
on the present calculation of the inelastic form factors.
The elastic form factors enter through the excitation
graphs. In the work discussed so far, the following
scaling laws have been assumed :

GMp GMn

Ep= = 2
Mp Hn k Hn

4m? GEn

(6.2)

In discussing the theoretical and experimental values
of doin/doe the actual form of Ggp is not needed. These
scaling laws imply that

F1=[Gg+ (k*/4m*)Gr ]/ (1+k2/4m?)

vanishes for the neutron. It is convenient to examine
the validity of the scaling law in terms of the empirical
dipole fit to Garp/up,

Gp/up=[1+#/0.71 GeV2]2. (6.4)

This dipole fit to Gu, has been verified with consider-
able accuracy up to k*~25 GeV,? the fit for Gz, up to
k*=~4 GeV?, the fit for Gy, up to k2=~ 1.2 GeV?, and the
situation with regards to Gg, is still very much up in
the air.3” There is some evidence that the fit to Ggn
given in Eq. (6.2) gives slightly too large a value of
|Geal| at k2~4 GeV?, the highest value at which it has
has been measured. The scaling law in Eq. (6.2) also
has the rather interesting feature that at large k% Gg,
is the dominant form factor.?® An alternative scaling
law, consistent with existing data, is

2/ 4m?
1++k2/4m?

(6.3)

GEn= Mn - (6'5)

The curves for model II shown in Figs. 4, 10, and 11
have been recomputed using Eq. (6.5). In all cases there
is no appreciable change for 2251 GeV2 For the 3-3
resonance the transverse cross section is increased
slightly for £2>1 GeV? the maximum increase being
159, at k*=35 GeV2. The Coulomb cross section is
somewhat more sensitive to the change in Gg,, but its
general shape and magnitude relative to the transverse
are not significantly changed. In the 1525-MeV region
the cross section is increased for 22>1 GeV?, with the
increase reaching 259, at k?=35 GeV?. For the 1688
region there is no change below 2 GeV?, but then the
cross section decreases, the change being 409, at
k*=35 GeV2 Thus, even at large momentum transfers
none of the curves are significantly altered, and a com-
parison of the present theory with experiment cannot
distinguish between the scaling laws in (6.5) and (6.2).

37 G. Weber, in Proceedings of the International Symposium on
Llectron and Photon Interactions at High Energies, SLAC, 1967
(National Bureau of Standards, Springfield, Va., 1968), p. 59;
R. E. Taylor, ibid., p. 78.

% We wish to thank Dr. D. Silverman for a discussion of these
points.
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7. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT

This section presents a comparison of the theory
with all existing data on the inelastic form factors for
the various nucleon resonances. A comparison is made
with both the previous calculations of I (referred to as
model I) and with the present coupled-channel calcula-
tions including N*(1236) exchange in the |wV) channel
(referred to as model IT). In making this comparison,
a value is needed for the parameter 8 defined in I:

Burv§wNN
f=—— = —(/10)
38-nF17(0)

On the basis of the over-all comparison between theory
and experiment a single value

8wry EwNN

(7.1)
[gurvy] gen

B=—6 (7.2)
was chosen. This number is very close to the other
independent determinations of this quantity (see I;
in particular I, Table II), and slightly less than the
value 3= —8.2 used in I. The sign is again crucial since
it is necessary to add amplitudes. With this choice of
sign, it is the high-/ resonances which dominate the in-
elastic spectrum.* For all the isobars except the
N*(1236) a comparison will be made directly with the
ratio of inelastic to elastic cross section as a function of
k? at a given electron scattering angle since there is as
yet no experimental separation of the transverse and

Coulomb contributions. The inelastic cross section is
defined by

doin d*c
_ / [ ] des, (7.3)
dQ, over resonance dQad e 1,0
dc’in oM
0 1+ (2e1/m) sin®(36)
1 d% W
% / [_ } <——>dW, (7.4)
over resonance O )M dﬂgdéz e, 0\ M
with
aar=a? cos?(16) /4.2 sint(36) (7.5)

[see I, Eq. (3.33)]. The k? associated with doi, is that
evaluated on the resonance peak W=Wg. The actual
value of the elastic form factor cancels in the theoretical
expressions for the ratio doin/doe, and all that is needed
is the scaling law for the elastic form factors. Equation
(6.2) was used for this. (The dependence of the results
on the assumed form of Gg, is discussed in Sec. 6.)
For the N*(1236) a separation of transverse and Cou-
lomb contributions has been carried out and a com-
parison is made of the ratios to Gg,2. To evaluate the
experimental values of this ratio, the fit (6.4) was used.
The values of € used in the coupled-channel calculation
are given in Table I and discussed in Sec. 5. All the
coupling constants have been discussed in the text.
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F1c. 4. [| f+|2+ | f-121/GE»? and | fe|?/GE,? for the 3+, § (1236)
resonance. The predictions of models I and II (defined in the text)
are indicated. The experimental points are from Refs. 39-41.
At the highest %2 point from both Cone et al. and Brasse et al.,
the cross section has been assumed to be entirely transverse. The
point at k2=0 is determined from the photoproduction data in
Refs. 35 and 40 by means of Eq. (1.2). (See also Ref. 1.)

In all of the comparisons between theory and ex-
periment the theoretical curves have been normalized
to fit the data. It is the k2 dependence which is then
predicted. The values of the resulting normalization
constants are discussed at the end of this section.

Figures 4-7 give the comparison with the data of
Lynch et al. (Stanford)® and Cone et al. (CEA)* as well
as with the new data of Brasse ef al. (DESY).4 For the
3+, 3 (1236) resonance the Stanford group was able
to separate the Coulomb and transverse contributions,
and thus in Fig. 4 the predictions for these two contribu-
tions are plotted separately. The CEA and DESY data
permit estimates of upper limits for the Coulomb con-
tribution. Stanford and DESY give the peak height of
the cross section, while for the comparison given in Fig.
4 it is necessary to have the cross section integrated over
the resonance. The values of the integrated form factors
given in Fig. 4 were obtained by assuming that the
relative background contribution is constant over k?
and equal to the value at photoproduction.”? The
resulting error in the transverse contribution should be
fairly small, but it is not at all clear how much of the
measured Coulomb contribution is due to the resonance
itself and how much is due to the nonresonant back-
ground. Thus, the Coulomb points should probably

3 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 Ramsey, J. K. Walker, and Richard Wilson, Phys. Rev.
156, 1490 (1967); 163, 1854(E) (1967).

4 F. W. Brasse, J. Engler, E. Ganssauge, and M. Schweizer,
Nuovo Cimento 55A, 679 (1968).

4 1In I, the errors on our treatment of the Stanford data due to
the uncertainty in the background subtraction and integration
over the resonance were understated.
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FiG. 5. Ratio of the resonant inelastic to the elastic cross sec-
tion, doin/doe, at 31° for the 1525-MeV region. doin/d: is given
in Eq. (1.1). doe1/d: is given by

doa\ _ a? cos?(36)

4 fin 4e?sint(30) [1+ (2ex/m) sin?(36) ]

X{[Grp*+ (k/4m?)Grp*]/ (1+-k2/4m?)
+ [ (k2/2m?) tan?(36) Gap*1}.
The predictions of model I, model II, the coupled-channel cal-
culation (model IT without N* exchange in the |#N) channel),
and the pure-threshold behavior [Eq. (5.33)] are shown. The

point at £2=0 is determined from the photoproduction data in
Refs. 35 and 40.

be considered only as order-of-magnitude estimates.
The fit to the transverse data is quite good, and the
relative magnitude of the Coulomb contribution given
by the model is consistent with the experimental upper
limits. The prediction of a diffraction minimum in the
Coulomb cross section is interesting.

Figures 5-7 give a comparison of the ratio doin/doe
with the measurements of Cone e al.® at 31° for the
1525-, 1688-, and 1950-MeV resonance region. The

COUPLED CHANNELS -

_— /]

N’ (1688)

CONE ET AL.
BRASSE ET AL.
PHOTOPRODUCTION

HOHHDHFOH

10 I 1 I ! : '
[eXe] 1.0 20 2 ) 30 40 50
k' (Gev/c)

Fi1c. 6. Same as Fig. 5 for the 1688-MeV region. The contribu-
tion of the §~, § (1680) state is shown for model II; for all values
of k% considered, the cross section is dominated by the §*, } (1688)
state.
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normalizations of the theoretical curves in these figures
are determined from the fit to the preliminary SLAC
data (see Figs. 10-12). The data of Brasse et al.*! are
also included in Figs. 5 and 6. For these data the reso-
nant part of the cross section has been estimated by the
present authors with a procedure similar to that of the
CEA group,*® and use has been made of the predicted
ratio of Coulomb to transverse excitation to extrapolate
the data from 47.4° to 31°. The quoted error is due
almost entirely to the uncertainty in estimating the
resonant part. From Walker’s analysis of single-pion
photoproduction,® the cross section at £2=0 in Fig. 6
is estimated to be 939, 5+, 3 (1688) and 79,5, % (1680).
Note that the fit does not fall fast enough at photo-
production. The relative contribution of the s-wave
resonances which are present in the 1525 and 1688
regions is small at photoproduction??%3% and decreases
with increasing %2 for the present choice of parameters in
the theory. Their contribution is therefore negligible
in Figs. 5 and 6. The electron scattering points in Fig. 7
are upper limits.

Extensive experiments on inelastic electron scattering
are being performed at SLAC, and some preliminary
results are now available.® The measurements
taken so far do not permit any separation of
Coulomb and transverse cross sections. The extrac-
tion of the resonance cross section from the data
is by no means straightforward, particularly for
the higher resonances, as we have indicated. The most
ambitious procedure developed so far is that of Mo
used in the preliminary analysis of the SLAC data.s%
In his fit to the data he employs four Breit-Wigner
shapes plus a polynomial background term. For
the N*(1236) the width is given a p-wave momentum
dependence and thus the shape is asymmetric. The loca-
tions and widths of the four resonances are free parame-
ters (as well as the heights of the resonances). The
results of his least-squares fits show that the integrated
cross sections are insensitive to the order of the poly-

b
5
2
I
E:
=
=
- N’ (1950
‘OIE )
8 CONE ET AL.
E 4 PHOTOPRODUCTION
02 I 1 i I I 1 I
00 10 20 , 30 20 50
Gevze

Fic. 7. da.in/dael' at 31° for the 1950-MeV resonance. The elec-
tron scattering points are upper limits from Ref. 40. The point

at k2=0 is determined from the photoproduction data in Ref. 35.

¥ L. Mo (private communication).
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nomial assumed for the background. A typical de-
composition into resonances and background is shown
in Fig. 8.5 The data of all the inelastic electron scatter-
ing experiments should be analyzed at least as ex-
tensively as the SLAC data if accurate results are to be
obtained for the integrated resonance cross section.
Figures 9-12 compare the predictions for the ratio of
inelastic to elastic cross section at 6° with the pre-
liminary SLAC data. From Fig. 9 it is seen that the fit
to the k? dependence of the 3-3 data is excellent. The
normalization based on the Stanford, CEA, and DESY
data, however, is low by ~409,. This discrepancy is
presumably due in part to the different methods em-
ploved for extracting resonance parameters from the
data. The SLAC procedure is certainly the most con-
sistent and thorough. It is also partly due to the large
tail on the high-energy side of the N*(1236) in the SLAC
fit. For example, there is a 209, contribution to the
integrated area coming from the region 2<W<4 GeV
in Mo’s analysis.® The k? dependence of the prediction
for the 1525 resonance region shown in Fig. 10 is also
excellent. From Fig. 5 it is seen that the predictions
with the SLAC normalization lie somewhat below the
CEA and DESY data. The difference in normalization
for the 1525 region may again be due in part to the
procedure used in estimating the resonant cross section.
However, it should be emphasized that the cross section
at 31° measures a different combination of the Coulomb
and transverse form factors than does the cross section
at 6°, and thus a further test of the model is involved
in comparing these different sets of data. For the 1688
region shown in Fig. 11 the %* dependence is only fair.
In particular, the theory is never able to get down to the
photoproduction point. If just the electron scattering
points are considered, however, the k2 dependence is
not bad. The preliminary SLAC results yield just one
value for the 1950 resonance region as shown in Fig. 12
(the curves are normalized to this point). This gives
results at 31° lying somewhat above the error bars on
the CEA data (Fig. 7).

MISSING MASS IN GeV

In addition to the %% dependence of the form factors,
the predictions of the model for the shapes of the reso-
nances (see Sec. 4) can be compared with experiment.
The most direct comparison is with Mo’s preliminary
decomposition of the SLAC data shown in Fig. 8.
Figure 13 shows the predicted spectrum for the same
experimental conditions. The normalizations used in
Fig. 13 correspond to the best fit to the SLAC data as
shown in Figs. 9-12. Thus, the area under correspond-
ing resonances is about the same in both figures. For the
3-3 resonance the widths are nearly identical. The
average width at half-maximum for all the SLAC
spectra is 105410 MeV, which is in excellent agreement
with the 105 MeV predicted by the model. But for the
1525 and 1688 regions the SLAC widths are considerably
smaller. The averages are 77414 and 102410 MeV,
respectively. These widths are about half the predicted

!
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F1G. 9. doin/doe; at 6° for the 3+, 3 (1236) resonance. The ex-
perimental points are the preliminary SLAC data (Ref. 6). The
solid curve is normalized to these data. The dashed curve is
normalized to the data of Fig. 4. In each of Figs. 9-11 the SLAC
point at the smallest value of 22 was measured at 4° rather than
at 6°. From Eq. (1.1) and the form of doe1/dQ: (see the caption of
Fig. 5) it is seen that the variation,in doi,/doe1 between 4° and 6°
is much smaller than the experimental error in all three cases.
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F16. 10. doin/doer at 6° for the 1525-MeV region. Also shown
is the pure threshold behavior [Eq. (5.33)]. Experimental points
are from Ref. 6.

values obtained from Fig. 2. They are also substantially
smaller than the widths found in =N scattering. Cone
el al., however, assumed much larger widths in their
analysist®: 140 MeV for the 1525 region and 145 MeV
for the 1688 region. This may explain in part why the
integrated CEA values are larger than the SLAC
values for the 1525 region. There is also some evidence
that different fitting procedures can yield somewhat
different widths.®

Another point of comparison is the location of the
maximum of the cross section. For the 3-3 resonance
the average of all the SLAC spectra is 1219410 MeV.
This is in very good agreement with the predicted value
of 1222 MeV (Fig. 2). For the second and third reso-
nance in the SLAC spectra, the average peak locations

10

» N (1688)

o siac
4 proroeroDuCTION

S

TR T
)

03 ) 25 30 30 50
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F16. 11. Same as Fig. 10 expect for the 1688-MeV region.
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2 N*(1950)
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K2(Gev/c)?

F16. 12. doin/doe at 6° for the 1950-MeV region. The curves
are normalized to the integrated area under the fourth Breit-
Wigner curve in Fig. 8. The error shown is the statistical error
in the fitting procedure used in Fig. 8 (Ref. 43).

are 1503410 and 1691410 MeV, respectively. These
are considerably higher than the predicted values (Fig.
2) for the §—, 3 (1525) and £+, % (1688) or 5—, 3 (1680)
resonances. However, as mentioned earlier, predictions
of shapes and spectra are strongly dependent on the
particular model used in the calculation. Thus, the
discrepancies here are perhaps not so surprising. Also,
one should note that the disagreement would probably
be much worse for the alternative 8=-+4.0 s-wave-
dominant solution discussed in I. In this solution the
inelastic cross sections away from k*=0 are dominated
by the =% s-wave resonances (at 1550 and 1710 MeV).
Thus, to reproduce the SLAC results it would be
necessary to get two sharp peaks from one channel.
Because these two resonances overlap considerably in
m-N scattering (T'1550=130 MeV and I'y710=300 MeV),
it seems highly unlikely that this could be the case.

100

90
80}
THEORETICAL RESONANCE
SPECTRUM
= Tor- « * 706V
s 6 = €.0DEGREES
60}
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%, sof-
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E
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10f-
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1.0 [N} L2 L3 1.4 1.5 1.6 17 1.8 1.9 20 241
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F1c. 13. The predicted resonance spectrum at =7 GeV,
6=06°, to be compared with Fig. 8. Note that this spectrum cor-
responds to values of %2 in the “threshold” region (k2=0.49 GeV?
at the 3-3 peak), and consequently the second and third resonances
are still dominated by the 3-3 resonance.
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TagLE II. Photoproduction amplitudes.
Experiment Model I Model II
Moorhouse
State Ratio Walker® et al.b g=—6 g=—4 g=—6 pB=-4
3+, % (1236) Ey+/M,* —0.04+0.08 —0.34 —0.25 —0.38 —0.27
3, % (1525) Ms-/Ey- +0.48+0.2 +0.34 —0.49 +0.03 +0.11 —+0.27
£, 3 (1680) Eo*/M o+ —-0.5 +0.5 —-0.33 —0.42 +4.0 +0.85
£+, % (1688) M;-/Es- +0.5 +0.3 —0.07 +0.07 —0.07 —0.04
3+, § (1950) Eg*/M3* +1.5 —1.05 +0.38  +0.49

a Reference 35. b Reference 36.

Because of these complexities it has not yet been pos-
sible to carry out a convincing coupled-channel calcula-
tion in the s-wave-dominant case. The fact that the
simple model of one nonzero eigenphase shift together
with negative B produces qualitatively reasonable spectra
at all k? is the strongest reason of believing that the high-l
dominant solution discussed here is correcl.

The model predicts ratios of multipole amplitudes
for a given resonance at all values of k2. At k2=0 these
ratios can be compared with the experimental values
determined from the various phenomenological analyses
of photoproduction.®**¢ The comparison is shown in
Table II. Note that the value 8=—4 gives a much
more reasonable set of ratios while not significantly
changing the fit to the form factors. Also, the coupled-
channel calculation greatly improves the agreement for
the §—, 3 (1525) resonance, and one therefore begins
to get a glimmer of a quantitative theory of the first
two nucleon resonances. The discrepancies for the
$-, 3 (1680) and %, 1 (1688) resonances are not re-
moved, and the model does not appear to be a detailed
theory of resonant photoproduction in this region.

Finally, we come to the determination of the sub-
traction point M, in the expression for D(W) [see
Eq. (4.6)]. M, is determined from the over-all nor-
malization needed to fit the experimental integrated
cross sections using the final-state enhancement factor

! AW’ gl 7.6)
9= A — . .
/ | DY) I' |Re’D(Wg)|? (

The experimental values of these factors are given in
Table I for both model IT [Eq. (3.43)] and model I
[Eq. (3.44)]. In determining M, from the normaliza-
tion the area has been approximated as on the right-
hand side of Eq. (7.6). The resulting values of M, are
given in Table I. The values for the 3—, 1 (1525),
5+, % (1688), 5—, £ (1680), and %+, 2 (1950) resonances
are all very similar in the coupled-channel calculation
for the fit to the data. It is interesting that the values
of M, are all near the nucleon mass. It is clear by com-
paring with the values of M, obtained in model I that
the major accomplishment of the coupled-channel
calculation is to give a uniform subtraction point. The
implication of this fact will be discussed in Sec. 8. It is

merely worth noting in passing that if one were to take
it as a principle that

M,=m 7.7

as in the Chew-Low theory of the N *(1236) resonance,?®
then all the relative and absolute cross sections of the
resonances considered here agree with experiment to
within approximately a factor of 2.4

8. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In I a simple relativistic model was developed to
obtain some predictions for the form factors for elec-
tron excitation of the nucleon resonances. The predic-
tions for the k* dependence of these form factors are in
remarkably good agreement with the recent SLAC data.
In the present paper an attempt has been made to
develop the model sufficiently so that one has at least
the beginning of a theory. The principal modification
is a coupled-channel calculation retaining |[7N) and
[#N*(1236)) and assuming that only one particular
linear combination, or one eigenphase shift, is resonant
(the eigenphase shifts extracted from the =-V scatter-
ing data under this assumption all show a very nice
resonant behavior.) This leads to the expressions (5.31)
and (5.32). The final-state enhancement factor is ex-
pressed in terms of an integral over the real eigenphase
shift [Eqgs. (3.48) and (3.49)]. The magnitude of the
mixing angle is obtained from the branching ratios of
the resonance into the two channels [Egs. (3.37) and
(3.38)]. The sign of € is essentially chosen to give the
most uniform set of subtraction points (Table I). A
covariant gauge-invariant model for excitation of the
|mN*(1236)) channel has been developed using the
generalized Feynman amplitudes shown in Fig. 3 and
the appropriate multipoles have been projected from
this amplitude. The k? dependence of the ratio doin/doe
in the coupled-channel calculation is very similar to
that obtained in model I for the 1525 and 1688 reso-
nance regions. Additional modifications of the theory
which have been investigated are the inclusion of the
N*(1236) exchange graph in the excitation amplitude

“ This factor can be somewhat larger for the N*(1236), depend-
ing on just how one treats the normalization to the experimental
data and the inelastic contribution to the final-state enhancement
factor. See Table I.
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for the |7N) channel and the effect of varying the
scaling law for the elastic form factors.

The k? dependence of this more detailed calculation
(model II) is in excellent agreement with the SLAC
electron scattering results for the 3+,  (1236) and
4~, 3 (1525) resonances. There are slight normalization
differences between the SLAC results and the previous
results, and the theoretical curve in Fig. 9 does not come
down to the photoproduction point. One reason for
this is that it is difficult to extract the resonant contribu-
tion from the total inelastic electron scattering cross
section and different procedures can lead to somewhat
different results (for example, all the points in Fig. 4
were obtained by just assuming that the relative non-
resonant background is the same as in photoproduc-
tion). The most ambitious program for extracting
resonance parameters is that of Mo and the SLAC group
and therefore the SLAC data for the resonant cross
sections are the most internally consistent. The photo-
production point at k2=0 always comes from a com-
pletely different experiment with different attendant
backgrounds and uncertainties and this must always
be kept in mind when extrapolating the electron scatter-
ing cross sections to the measured photoproduction
value. The comparison with the SLAC electron scatter-
ing points for the 5+, 3 (1688), -, 1 (1680) resonance
region is again quite good. The one serious problem for
the theory here is that it does not come down far enough
at photoproduction. As k2— 0 at a fixed 6 one has
from Egs. (1.1) and (1.2)

da’in k* , k2 W'Rz a1
SUACTAD] RCES
doin Wei—m? m

201
o) tan (39

doer m?  Arly

X / oy (@do. (8.2)
lab; over resonance

The contribution at 22=0 thus comes entirely from
the transverse form factors. As k? increases from zero,
the quantity k%/k*2 quickly approaches 1 (it varies
from 0.42 to 1.0 for all the electron scattering points
discussed), and for small scattering angles the Coulomb
scattering can make a major contribution. Thus, exist-
ing electron scattering results and the photoproduction
point at k2=0 are still testing different aspects of the
theory in the 1525- and 1688-MeV resonance regions
where the Coulomb contribution is important. The
relative Coulomb contributions in these resonance
regions in model IT are qualitatively similar to those
shown in I—Figs. 10 and 11. In the 1688 region,
[ fe[? is a factor of 2 larger than | fy|2+|f_|? except
for 0<5k%<0.7 GeV?, where the transverse dominates.
This is presumably the reason that the present theory
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is able to fit the electron scattering points in this region
and yet not get down to photoproduction. For the
1525-MeV resonance, | f.|?shows a diffractionminimum
as in I, only now at a somewhat larger value of k=<1
GeV2 It dominates the transverse both at k2=0 and
k224 GeV2.

It is clear from Figs. 7, 8, and 12 that any com-
parison between theory and experiment for the %+,
2 (1950) resonance is inconclusive.

The most striking feature of the ratios doin/doel
is that they all level off with k% as soon as one gets away
from the “‘threshold” region [the pure threshold be-
havior for normal parity transitions given by Egq.
(5.33) is indicated on the appropriate figures]. The
curvature away from the threshold values, the leveling
off, and the region in k2 where this occurs are, of course,
the main predictions of the present model. It is sur-
prising that such a simple theory in terms of relatively
low-mass particles in the exchange channels can give a
representation of the data to such large values of &2

Another striking feature of the ratios doin/doe is
that they all level off at a value very close to 1. Because
the eigenphase shift appears to go to 37 as W —, one
is forced to make a subtraction at some point W=M,
in the final-state enhancement factor [Egs. (3.48)-
(3.49) and (4.6)-(4.7)] and can therefore say nothing
a priori about the absolute normalization (without a
more detailed theory of the strong interactions).
Therefore, the theoretical curves in each resonance
region are simply normalized to the experimental data.
It is clear from Table I, however, that the resulting
subtraction points are very similar and very close to
the nucleon mass. From Fig. 2 it is seen that the final-
state enhancement factors calculated with M,=m are
also very similar. Indeed, the area under these curves
differs from their mean by at most 509,. If the area
were the same, then from Egs. (5.31) and (5.32) it
would follow that for resonances 7 and j at fixed 2,

da'in(i)/d"'in (j)g[do'in(i)/d"'in(j)]ms-

Thus if we assume the same subtraction point M ,~2m,
then the ratio of the resonant cross sections is the same
as the ratio of excitation cross sections. In fact, from
Table I this is seen to hold to about a factor of 2.4
Furthermore, if one says in addition that the dynamics
are such that M,=m as in the Chew-Low static theory
of the N*(1236), then the absolute magnitude of each
of the resonance cross sections discussed here is given
correctly to about a factor of 2.4

The predicted and experimental transverse multipole
ratios at k#2=0 are compared in Table II. It is clear that
these ratios are much more sensitive to the details of
the model than doi,/doa. For the 3+ (1236) and
§~ (1525) one is on the verge of having a quantitative
theory of the electromagnetic properties. The model
does not give a good representation of photoproduction
in the 1688-MeV resonance region, however.

(8.3)
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Finally, additional theoretical and experimental work
is clearly called for. On the theoretical side one would
like an enlarged coupled-channel calculation, particu-
larly for the higher nucleon resonances, a more detailed
solution to the coupled Omnés equations than the
simple resonance approximation used here, and a better
treatment of the excitation mechanism including the
exchange of the higher N*’s themselves and of vector
mesons with both the charge and magnetic couplings
retained. On the experimental side, it is crucial to have
a determination of the dominant multipole contribu-
tion in the resonance region as a function of %2 to decide
once and for all between the high-/ and s-wave-
dominant solutions. In addition, a separation of Cou-
lomb and transverse contributions, particularly in the
1525- and 1688-MeV resonance regions, will provide a
much more stringent test of the theory. The relative
Coulomb and transverse contributions can show very
interesting behavior (see I) while doin, which is the sum
of the squares of these contributions, is a very smooth
function of k2. Indeed the inelastic Coulomb form
factors may be expected to show diffraction minima in
many cases (see, for example, Fig. 4) even though
none appear in the elastic case. The most severe test
for any theory (and experiment) will be to get the
resonant multipole ratios as a function of 2.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank R. Taylor and the
members of SLAC Group A for many valuable dis-
cussions. In particular, they are very much indebted
to L. Mo for discussions of the analysis of the experi-
mental results.

APPENDIX A

The pole terms A ® (W, k2, k- q) calculated from the
graphs in Fig. 3 as discussed in Sec. 5 are given below.
AW®...4® are denoted by 4+ --1.

A=aF» (B[ (pr+k)>+m* T +a.Fs(k?)
XL(pr— g +M217,
B=—(1/k- QaiF1» () (p1+k)*+m* ]

— (1/k- QaiFs (R (pr— 9)*+M*T,
C=—alF? ()L (pr+k)+m* T,
D=—a\F? () (p1+E)+m* T,

E= (1/k- Q)a:F (k[ (g—k)*+m:* T,
F=—2a,F () (g—k)*+m:*T"—as[ Cs (k) /m.]
XL(p1— )*+m* 1 +-3a.F; (k)
XL(r— gy +m17,
G=as[Cs(&?)/m. [ (pr— )*+m* T
— 3P s (B (i M,
=—aF. ([ (g—k)*+m ],
I=as[ Cs(B%)/me ][ (pr— @)+ m2 ]
—3aFs (B (01— @+ M1,

(A1)
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where for positive pion emission

az= —vzng y
F3 (k2) = Fl"* (k2) 5

al=‘Yr+, aﬁ=‘YI"!

(A2)
for neutral pion emission:
A=Y=, (12=0, a3=gxN, Fa(k2)=F1"(k2) ; (As)

and for negative pion emission:

(13=0,

Fa(k?)=2F V" (i2).

A=Yz"y QA2=—Yzx",

(A%)

The poles are easily expressed in terms of W, %%, k- g,
and the masses:

[(e—gr+mT= (—2k- ),
[(prtRy+mt = — (=),
[(p1— gy +m?T = 2k g+ W= M),
[(pr— @M= (2% g+ W= ).

(AS)

APPENDIX B

A Dirac spinor can be expressed as a Lorentz trans-
formation operating on a two-component rest-frame
spinor. Thus, the initial spinor in the c.m. system is
decomposed :

E1+m

m[k*(_ I)XI—QJXI ()\1) ’ (Bl)

u(phi) =

where X; is a spin eigenfunction referred to p1=2% as
a quantization axis.

In a similar fashion the Rarita-Schwinger spinor in
the c.m. system is decomposed:

Wy (pahe) = 2 (1p30]1 3 $n)Xa" (o)

[2M (B4 M) s
Xewt(p)aw (—p)[Ea+-M, —g*(—1)"1],

where X,' and e, are spin-} and spin-1 eigenstates
referred to p; as a quantization axis, and where a,,(— p2)
is the Lorentz transformation matrix

(P2u+M’7u) (P2V+M"lv) 2P2u7lv
M(E.+M) M

(B2)

ayv(_P2)=ayv+ (Bs)

Since 7,= (0,0,0,7) in this frame and since a,, is always
contracted in this frame with the purely spatial
es', a0 (— p2) may be written as

a,,,(-—- Pz) = 6F'+[(P2F+M’7H)/M (E2+M)]P2' .

_ The angular momentum states with respect to the
P2 axis (denoted by a subscript 2) may be expressed
in terms of angular momentum states along $;=2

(B4)
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(denoted by a subscript 1) by means of a rotation
(see I):

x21'(a.) =Z le(a") 3341',0”2‘(_¢) -0, ¢) ’
o (B3)

ent(p)=2 ent (p) Dy ' (—9, —6,¢),
%
where e, (£1)=F(1/V2)(1, £%,0,0) and e, (0)=2.

Combining Egs. (5.14)-(5.16) with (5.19) gives the
general decomposition in the c.m. frame:

(Ne| T9 (W22 | Ahi)
(4k* *)1/2 1
? - / d(cosh)
SaW[(Extm) (Est-M) ]2 2 ),
X X (1p30]|1 5 ) Drorine” Dt Dyt 2*

pp’aa’

Xaw(—paen’ (o)X (o) [Eat-M, —g*(—1)712]

4
T

9 E
@ 0] X B
xz ool T, @0
where D= D(—¢, —6, ¢). For this calculation the Dirac
matrix elements X,'[ - - - JM [ : ], were expanded by
hand for each M, and then the angular integration

was performed numerically using the 4 in Appendix
A.

APPENDIX C

Because coincidence experiments where the final
electron and the final pion or proton are detected are
necessary to separate the relative contribution of the
multipole amplitudes in pion-electroproduction, and
since experiments in the higher resonance region are now
being considered,* the coincidence cross section is
derived in this appendix. The coincidence cross section

. m—o
3]

T16. 14. Coordinate axes in the |xN') center-of-momentum frame.

4 F. Pipkin (private communication).
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for the N*(1236) was first analyzed by Berkelman,*
and recently a general discussion has been given by
Adler.#” Because the result follows immediately from
the analysis in I, the coincidence cross section is also
presented here in the notation and variables of that
paper. Equations (C26)-(C28) are also valid for
| TN*(1236)) coincidence measurements. Furthermore,
the present discussion contains a detailed derivation of
the basic noncoincidence cross section.
One starts from the expression for the S matrix:

Sj.'= - (27r)4i5(“) (k1+P1—k2—P2— q) (me2/61€292)1/2

X (1) 20 ErEx) 2T y;,  (C1)

1T pi= — dmal @ (ks)y (k1) / k2] (20 ELExQ®/ m?)' 2
' X{gp2 Tl 1) (C2)
iT = —4rae,J . (C3)

All the notation and conventions follow I. Note that
Ty; is a Lorentz-invariant amplitude.

The laboratory cross section follows in standard
fashion as

dor=427)"%(dq/2w,) (dk2/2 €2) (dpo/2E2) (m/ €1)
X |meTps|20® (ky+pr—ka—pa—gq), (C4)

where doy has been written in an explicitly Lorentz-
invariant form (e;=—p1-k1/m). The resulting expres-
sion for do can therefore be evaluated in any Lorentz
frame.

The sum over electron spins can be carried out im-
mediately. Defining

J=0,7.), (CS)
T¥=I*4T ), (Co)
one has
mP 2 Y | Juel?
- =k[(J k) (J* k) +3R2(T-T¥)]. (CT)

Now go the c.m. system for pion electroproduction.
This frame is defined by

(pr+k)u= (0,iW). (C8)

Defining a coordinate system as in Fig. 14 and using
current conservation, one finds in the c.m. system

(J - ka) (J*- k) +3£2 (T - T*)e.m. system
= |Je[2L (k- B) (ko/k*) — [ ka| )2 — (k/4%*%)]
+162| 3124 (k- 82)2|J - 202
+L (k- B) (ko/B*) — | ks | ]

X (ki 8)2 ReJ *(J-25), (C9)

4 K. Berkelman, in Proceedings of the International Symposium
on_ Electron and Photon Interactions at High Energies, Hamburg,
1965 (Deutsche Physikalische Gesellschaft e.V., Hamburg,
Germany, 1966), Vol. I1, p. 299.

47 Stephen L. Adler, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 50, 189 (1968).
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where

RN ALEN) ALY (C10)

The coefficients in this expression depending on the
electron variables can be reexpressed in terms of
laboratory variables e, €, and 6 through the use of
Eq. (C8). Thus, it follows that

k) (T* k) 1T T o, systom
= (4m)eres cost(36) { (&4/k*)| |2+ (W/m?)
Xtant(36) ||+ (1/k*) |3 & |?
— (/R (W*/m?) tan? (36)+ 42/ k¥4

X2 ReJ*(X-82)}, (Cl1)
where 3, is defined by
Y= (m/4xW)J,. (C12)
Using the relation that in the c.m. system
(da/2wy) (dpa/2E2) 6™ (ky+pr—ka— pa—q)
= (¢/4W)dQ*, (C13)
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the cross section finally becomes

dbay, a?cos?(30) 1mgq
ded0adQS /A [612 sint (%a)]w{ (/E913I?
+ (£2/k*%) | 3 &>+ (W?/m?) tan?(36) | Ju|?
— (R*/k*))[(W?/m?) tan?(36)+k?/k** ]2
X2 ReSX*(J-22)}.

This fivefold cross section is a function of the five
variables (k2,W2,0,0kq,¢1), the first three being func-
tions only of the laboratory electron variables e, e,
and 6. Note also that the coordinate system in Fig. 14,
and in particular the vector &, is unchanged under the
Lorentz transformation (along £) from the laboratory
to the c.m. system.

Equation (C14) gives the cross section for arbitrary
initial and final nucleon spins. From I it follows that

3+ é=n.,'lie- 251+ (- §) (o (X 8))Fot+i(a k) (§-8)Fs
+i(0'q)(é°é)54]nus (Cls)
Se=14,Ti0- §F1+ie-kFsn,, (C16)

for 2-k=0. The F; are functions of %2 and W. If the
nucleon spins are not measured, one averages over
initial spins and sums over final spins. Then

(C14)

’% Z Z IS . ég|2= | F1 |2+ l 52[2—2 ReF*F, C050k¢+5in20kq Sin2¢k¢

8] 82

332 2 |Bu]2=2(| F1|2+| F2|2—2 ReF1*F cosbi,)

s 82

32 3 2 ReJ* (- &) =sinbig singig[2 ReF*F1+2 ReF*F1+2 ReF,*Fq

an 82

Equations (C14) and (C17)-(C20) give the final
coincidence cross sections. Note that the angle ¢,
enters these expressions only through the combinations
Sinfiq Singpq. 18

These results can be written in a slightly dif-
ferent form by reintroducing the helicity amplitudes.

48 The coordinate system shown in Fig. 14 differs from that
defined by Adler (Ref. 47). The angle 0, is the same as his polar
angle ¢, but the angle ¢, differs from his azimuthal angle & by
90°. Thus 6Or;=¢, pre=06-+90°. The definition of the isobaric
frame amplitudes also differs from that chosen by Adler. The rela-
tion between the amplitudes is

(C17)
X(|5s]2+|F4]242 ReF1*F1+2 ReFo*Fs+2 ReFs*F, cosby,), (C18)
+sin0io(| Fs|*+| 54| >4+2 ReF1*F(+2 ReFo*Fo+2 ReFs*F cosiy) (C19)
+2 ReEFa*S’g+cos(h,q(2 R653*‘51+2 Re&';*ifg)]. (CZO)
Using
e =TF3V2(¢,4is,),
= (uckity) (C21)
€= €3,
and defining
P=K-4, (C22)
one has
[Qu2= 1312+ 372, (C23)
[F-2[2=3]Ju2+Re(@H)*FY), (C24)

F1,2,3,4= (m/4xW)[F1, 5,9,V adter,
Fr= (m/4x W)k*[Fe" Jadter,

ffg:- (m/%W)k‘[gbvjAdler-

and

2ReJ*(J-82)=—V2 ImJ*@H+3).  (C25)
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The cross section can therefore be written

dy, o? cos?(36)myq
dedDudQ 4 L2 sin4(%o)}W{ (B/E9] 3]
+[k2/2k%24 (W2 /m?) tan(36) 1(| 372+ 37 [%)
+ (k?/2k*%)2 Re(JH)* (394 (k2/%*)
XL(W?/m?) tan?(36)+k2/k*]2V2

XImJH(SHA3-D)).  (C26)

Now from I,

S(MMM = (4k*9)—”2 EJ: (2]+1) ZDM—M.MJ(—d’p - 0p¢p)*

XN TV (W R MMy, (C27)
(Sehan= (k*/ ko) (4k*q) ™1 ; (27+1)
XDapn” (=@ —0,65) (o TV (W %) [M0). (C28)

The relation between the angles is obtained by com-
paring Fig. 4 of I with Fig. 14:

Gp=27T—Piq. (C29)

If only the electron is detected, one must integrate over
the final pion direction, and using the orthogonality of
the © functions the interference terms in (C26) go
out. Finally, summing and averaging over nucleon

01’= ekq ’
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helicities gives
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where the eigenstates of parity have been introduced.
The resulting cross section for detection of only the
electron is that given in Eq. (3.31) of I. The resonant
amplitudes for producing the |#NV) channel in the
coupled-channel calculations are obtained by multiply-
ing Eq. (5.31) by cose.
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We consider the model of a spinor field with arbitrary internal degrees of freedom having arbitrary
nonderivative coupling to external scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and axial-vector fields. By carefully defining
the S matrix in the interaction picture, the vector and axial-vector currents associated with the external
vector and axial-vector fields are found to satisfy anomalous Ward identities. If we require that the vector
currents satisfy the usual Ward identities, the divergence of the axial-vector current contains well-defined
anomalous terms. These terms are explicitly calculated.

L. INTRODUCTION

HE presence of anomalous terms in the Ward
identities for currents defined in a number of
spinor field theories has been noted by several
authors.’=® The existence of these terms may be traced
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to the local products of field operators which are so
singular as to prohibit the naive use of the field equa-
tions. In a version of the ¢ model, the anomalous terms
in the Ward identity for the neutral isospin current
haveled to a low-energy theorem for the decay 10 — 5.2

In this paper, we consider a theory of a spinor field
with an arbitrary number of internal degrees of freedom
coupled to external scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, and
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