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The derivation of the low energy theorem for threshold photoproduction of neutral pions on a
nucleon is reconsidered. Instead of considering explicitly the Born terms, as done in earlier deriva-
tions, a more general class of diagrams is separated from the total amplitude. Gauge invariance is
imposed on the operator level and the partial conservation of the axial-vector current constraint is
incorporated. Besides recovering the older results in this approach, relations for the off-shell behav-
ior of the strong and electromagnetic vertices are derived.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent accurate remeasurements’? of the pion pho-
toproduction amplitude for neutral pions near threshold
have renewed the interest in the low energy theorems for
this reaction.’~® This was due to the fact that the data as
published suggest that these theorems fail. However, the
comparison between experiment and the low energy
theorem, derived for equal pion masses, is complicated by
isospin breaking. Due to the different masses, the
charged pion threshold lies a few MeV above the neutral
pion threshold. The apparent violation of the low energy
theorem is due to an analysis of the low energy data
which attempts to account for this channel coupling. In
Refs. 6 and 8, it was shown that other methods to include
this coupling lead to different results. As we will see
below, for no isospin breaking this coupling is included in
the low energy theorem. The well-known Kroll-
Ruderman theorem!? states that the threshold amplitude
to zeroth order in the photon energy is model indepen-
dent. It can be obtained by the low energy limit of Born
diagrams, evaluated with the physical masses and cou-
pling constants. While it yields a nonvanishing predic-
tion for charged pions, the photoproduction amplitude
for neutral pions is zero in this limit. It was later realized
that another constraint, obtained from the hypothesis of
the partial conservation of the axial-vector current
(PCAC), yields the linear terms, which contain the first
nonvanishing contribution to the production amplitude
of a 7° on a nucleon. For neutral pions, even the quadra-
tic terms can be obtained at threshold in this way. The
situation for the (y,w) amplitude is somewhat analogous
to the low energy theorem for Compton scattering, where
the amplitude to first order in the photon energy is deter-
mined in a model-independent fashion. While the Comp-
ton amplitude involves two conserved currents, the pho-
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topion amplitude involves the conserved electromagnetic
current and one almost conserved axial-vector current,
whose nonconservation, however, is given by PCAC.
This makes it possible to also derive a similar low energy
prediction.

In the derivation of the extended low energy theorem
for pion photoproduction by the Baenst,!! one starts by
splitting the total amplitude into known Born terms and
the unknown rest (see also Ref. 12). It is then shown that
current conservation and PCAC can be used to express
higher-order terms of the total amplitude through known
physical properties: mass, magnetic moment, strong cou-
pling constant and charge. In this paper, we derive the
low energy theorem by using a more general basis which
allows us to extend the earlier results of de Baenst.'!
Rather than splitting the amplitude into Born terms and
‘rest’, we follow the method of Gell-Mann and Gold-
berger.!> We split the diagrams into class A, which we
deal with explicitly, consisting of those in which pion and
photon vertices are separated by a single nucleon or pion.
The rest, class B, consists of diagrams which cannot be
reduced in this fashion. A reaction such as photoproduc-
tion on a nucleon necessarily involves an intermediate nu-
cleon off its mass shell. This implies that the strong and
electromagnetic vertex operators as well as the form fac-
tors in class A have a much more complicated structure
than the free vertices in the Born terms. We enforce
gauge invariance on the operator level by using the
Ward-Takahashi!* identity, rather than on the amplitude
level by imposing the weaker constraint of current con-
servation. Of course, the latter constraint is necessary
but might not be sufficient to arrive at the most general
result. We show in our approach explicitly for the case
of 7° photoproduction on the nucleon how the model-
dependent terms disappear when PCAC is used, which
justifies the earlier calculations (e.g., de Baenst!!) in
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which on-shell form factors were assumed. An interest-
ing by-product of this result is that the PCAC hypothesis
yields relations between the model-dependent off-shell be-
havior of the vertices and class B terms. In the general
framework we use, all “‘rescattering” corrections at the
7° threshold are included. We here only consider the 7°
threshold limit. We assume that the masses of charged
and neutral pions are the same. A consequence of this as-
sumption is that no cusp appears at the 7+ n threshold.
Our main purpose here is to reconsider the low energy
theorem using strong gauge invariance and by explicitly
considering not only the (on-shell) Born terms, but a
more general class of amplitudes than heretofore used.
We will make no assumptions about the pion-nucleon
coupling and our derivation includes pseudoscalar and
pseudovector coupling as special cases.

Other approaches to study the low energy behavior of
the photoproduction amplitude are current algebra, com-
bined with soft pion techniques'>~!7 and chiral Lagrang-
ian models.'® A recent review of the field can be found in
Ref. 19. As an extension, chiral symmetry-breaking
effects have been studied which could lead to violations of
the low energy theorem.”2%2! For studies on the quark
level, see, e.g., Refs. 22 and 23. Chiral symmetry con-
straints derived from QCD for low energy reactions in-
volving pions are discussed in the recent paper by
Donoghue and Holstein.?* Explicit calculations of the re-
scattering of the pion on the nucleon have been carried
out by Araki,’ Nozawa, Lee, and Blankleider,® and
Yang.® Other attempts, e.g., Ref. 25, to explain the data
have relied on introducing vector meson exchange, which
were found to be small in most cases,’ as are the anomaly
contributions from Primakoff-like processes.?® The latter
effects, which break the PCAC assumption,?’ are not con-
sidered in this paper.

In the next section, we outline the ingredients of our
calculation: the propagators, the general structure of the
vertices and the different classes of production ampli-
tudes, together with the constraints of “strong” gauge in-
variance on the operator level. In Sec. III we then exam-
ine the power-series expansion of the general production
operator. We display the model-dependent terms in this
expansion and show how they get cancelled when PCAC
is used, resulting in constraints for the model-dependent
off-shell form factors. Section IV contains a summary of
our findings and conclusions.

II. THE PHOTOPRODUCTION PROCESS

A. Kinematics

We first consider the general photoproduction ampli-
tude of a pion from a nucleon,

y(k)+N(p)—>N'(p')+m(q) . (2.1)

We restrict ourselves to real photons, k*=0. For reasons
explained later, we assume that the produced pion is not
on its mass shell and that the initial and final nucleon
masses are different.!! The initial mass is taken to be the
physical mass, M, while the mass after the pion-nucleon
vertex is taken to be M'. Of course, four-momentum is
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conserved,
k+p=q-+p'. (2.2)

In the CM frame the components of the four-vectors are
given as

k =(ko,k), q=(q0,9q),

) (2.3)
p=(p07_k)y P':(Po:_q):
where
po=VK*+M? pi=V@+M? k,=|k|. (2.4

Instead of the commonly used Mandelstam variables, we
will later use the dimensionless scalar variables!!

1 1
v=—(p4+p )k,
a2 PP 2M?

At threshold, where the pion is produced at rest in the
CM frame, q=0, these variables have the values

v = (2.5)

q-k .

VO:_217(k0po+koMl+k(2)) )

1
=W¢10ko .

(2.6)
W

(a)

FIG. 1. (a) Class A contributions to the photoproduction am-
plitude. (b) Class B contributions to the photoproduction ampli-
tude.
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B. Class A and B diagrams

Following the approach in Ref. 13, we divide the possi-
ble diagrams contributing to the photoproduction ampli-
tude into two classes. “Class A” consists of diagrams
where the photon and pion vertex are separated by either
a single nucleon or pion propagator. The possible contri-
butions to this class are shown in Fig. 1. Note that, in
contrast to the Born terms, these diagrams consist of the
most general vertices and (off-shell) propagators. The
first diagram in Fig. 1, the nucleon pole term A, has the
form (we suppress isospin indices)

M (p',q5p, k)= As(p’sp +K)S (p +KTIT(p +K,p)

=As(p'p +K)So(p + k)T, (p +k.p) .
@.7)

Here I‘L" is the irreducible photon-nucleon vertex, used

M+p+K i0,k"
2M 2M

Culp)=e |y,ey+

M—(p+k) iok"
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together with the fully dressed nucleon propagator, S (p),

S(p)= L ,
P—M—Z(p)tie

where 2(p) is the self-energy of the nucleon. The irreduc-
ible vertex is related to the reducible one, I“y, through

S(p )Ty (p",p)S(p)=S,(p" )T ,(p",p)So(p) - 2.9)

(2.8)

To avoid double counting when using the reducible ver-
tex, one has to work with the bare propagator for the in-
termediate nucleon,

1
Solp) p—M+ie
This yields the second form in Eq. (2.7). In this paper, we
will work with the reducible electromagnetic vertex for
the nucleon. Since the photon couples to an initial on-
shell nucleon, but the intermediate nucleon is off its mass
shell, this vertex has the form?®~%

(2.10)

F;(0,(p+k)},M?)+

F;(0,(p +k),M?) lu(p) . (2.11)

2M 2M

In this equation ey is the charge of the nucleon considered (in units of e). Other equivalent linear combinations of the
Dirac-operators in Eq. (2.11) can be chosen. In the most general case, the form factors F3 are functions of three scalar

variables, e.g.,

in(kz,pfz,p,z) .

(2.12)

For the kinematics in diagram A, this dependence reduces to the form in Eq. (2.11).
The 7NN vertex for both the initial (momentum p) and final nucleon (momentum p’) off-shell can be written in the

general form?!

, N (p—M) (p'—M") (p'—M') (F—M)
As(p',p)=ysf1t+vs ﬁM fat pM, ysfy+ pM, Ys ﬂM fa (2.13)
where the form factors again depend on three scalar variables,
f[zfi(PZ,PIZ,(P _P’)z) . (214)

Using the quantities defined above, we can immediately also write down the structure of the term corresponding to dia-

gram A, in Fig. 1.

M (p',q5p,K) =T (p',p = K)S (p' =K )As(p'—k,p) =T, (p",p’ = K)So(p' k) As(p’ —K,p) .

(2.15)

Here the electromagnetic vertex connects an off-shell nucleon to the final on-shell nucleon. Using space and time rever-

sal invariance, this vertex is?® 3

v
ok

M

u(p")I'y,=eu(p’) |y, en+

The form factors are related to the ones in Eq. (2.11) ac-
cording to

F3(0,M*p*)=F5 (0,p*,M?) . 2.17)

Strictly speaking, the form factors could, in addition to

FF(0,M?,(p'—k)?)

’ _ I kY , P (o
M‘+‘ﬂ k_+_ U,uv F{((O,Mz,(p'_k)z)M—z(fl,—Q .

M’ M
(2.16)

the kinematical variables, also depend on the nucleon rest
mass, i.e., be different for M and M’. As one can show,
this does not change the final results and we will not con-
sider this explicitly below.

Finally, the pion pole term of the class A diagrams, A;
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FIG. 2. (a) Example for rescattering contribution contained
in class A terms. (b) Example for rescattering contribution con-
tained in class B terms (for pseudovector coupling).

in Fig. 1, can be written as

M, (p',q;p,k)=Ti""(q,q —k)Alg —K)As(p',p) .
(2.18)

Note that this term only occurs for charged pion pho-
toproduction. In Eq. (2.18) ;"7 is the irreducible elec-

tromagnetic vertex of the pion. Its most general form
£ 31,32
is’"

Lirmqg)=ellqg +4"),8 "((¢'—q) g% ¢
+(g'—9),8 ((g'—9*q%qH]. (.19

The intermediate pion propagator A(q) is given by
1
g’—m?2—1Il(g*)+ic ’

Alg)= (2.20)

where II is the pion self-energy. Because we do not con-
sider the production of an on-shell pion, we do not write
this in terms of a reducible electromagnetic vertex, since
it does not lead to a simpler structure as was the case for
the nucleon pole diagrams A, and A, In the
classification of Ref. 13, all other diagrams are called
“class B”. As we will discuss below, this class is subject
to certain conditions due to gauge invariance and PCAC.

In concluding this section we would like to point out
that rescattering corrections (7-N scattering and charge
exchange after the 7 is produced) are included in this
framework where isospin symmetry is not broken. For
example, as illustrated in Fig. 2, they are present in the
nucleon self energies in the class A terms which we con-
sider separately; others are contained in class B, and are
therefore included in this derivation of the low energy
theorem. Moreover, this holds for resonant production
and rescattering, which have been calculated separately
and found to be relatively small, e.g., Refs. 15 and 33-35.
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C. Gauge invariance

Instead of working with current conservation as a con-
straint for the pion photoproduction matrix element, we
impose gauge invariance on the operator level. For the
nucleon lines this means that we use the Ward-Takahashi
identity'*

(p'—pITir=eey[S~'(p) =S '(p)]. 2.21)

Similarly, we have for the vertex operator of a pion

(g’ =gy "=ee [A™(g")—AT(g)] . (2.22)

In Eq. (2.22) e, denotes the charge of the pion (in units of
e).

As was first shown by Kazes, gauge invariance
then implies a relation for the total pion photoproduction
operator analogous to the Ward-Takahashi identities,
Egs. (2.21) and (2.22). For example, for 7" production,
one has

k*M, (p',q;p,k)=e[A™'(9)A(g —k)As(p’,p)
—As(p',p +K)S(p +Kk)S " (p)] .
(2.23)

31,36,37

With the known structure of the type A diagram for this
process and the Ward-Takahashi identities, Eqs. (2.21)
and (2.22), one obtains from the gauge constraint, Eq.
(2.23), a condition for the up to now unspecified class B
terms

k“Mﬁ(p',q;p,k):e[AS(p’,p)-A5(p',p +k)]. (2.24)

Similarly, for 7° production on a proton, which we will
discuss later in this paper, one gets

k“MP(p’,q;p,k)=e[S_l(p')S(p’—k)A5(p’—k,p)
—A(p’,p +K)S(p +K)S " (p)],
(2.25)
and for the class B operator
k*ME(p',q;p.k)=e[As(p'—k,p)—As(p’,p +K)] .
(2.26)

The analogous relations for 7° photoproduction on a neu-
tron, also considered below, are easily obtained: the
right-hand sides of the expressions corresponding to Egs.
(2.25) and (2.26) are zero.

The above equations make clear that class B contains
insertions of a photon into the mwNN-vertex, which cannot
be reduced. Gauge invariance yields a separate condition
for these terms, e.g., Egs. (2.24) and (2.26). The simplest
example for a class B term is the contact or ‘seagull’ term
for p}s(’eudovector 7NN coupling in charged pion produc-
tion.

D. Connection with Born terms

The commonly used (and approximate) Born approach
can be expressed in our general framework in the follow-
ing way.
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One takes the form factors appearing in the elec-
tromagnetic vertices, Eqgs. (2.11) and (2.16), as constant,
i.e.,

FF(0,p},p?)=F; (0,p},p})=x , 2.27)

where k is the anomalous magnetic moment of the on-
shell nucleon:

FI(O,M*M*)=x . (2.28)

This yields the electromagnetic vertex used in the Born
approach. The mNN vertex for the Born diagrams can be
obtained from the general one for pseudoscalar coupling
by taking all strong form factors f; to be zero except

fi=glg*), (2.29a)
where g (¢?) is the strong pseudoscalar coupling form fac-
tor, whose on-shell value g is given by
2
£ =43, (2.29b)
4
Pseudovector coupling results from also taking
M . M’ -
=— g, fi=—"Fg. 2.30)
L= m® T e m® (

Note that the “‘seaguli’” or ‘“‘contact’ term is a class B
term. It trivially satisfies the condition impused by gauge
invariance [e.g., Eq. (2.24) for 7™ production]. Finally in
the pion electromagnetic vertex one takes

g =e,., g =0. (2.31)

If we compare our class A terms with the Born terms of
de Baenst!! we encounter, besides the modifications due
to the dependence of the off-shell scalar variables, extra
model-dependent terms proportional to f,, f3. g , and
Fy —F;.

E. PCAC and pion production

We will now use the partially conserved axial-vector
current (PCAC) hypothesis to provide an extra constraint
for the photoproduction amplitude. As was first realized
by Gaffney,’® this makes it possible to extend the Kroll-
Ruderman theorem.'”

The matrix element for the photoproduction amplitude
is

M=(NPIj NPy, 2.32)

where +,0 are the isospin indices and j_ 1s the pion
source,
(q2__m727)¢,t,0: ’-;,0 .

o

(2.33)

Note that we take equal pion masses. PCAC relates the
divergence of the axial-vector weak current to the strong-
ly interacting pion field. Adler* extended this relation by
inciuding the electromagnetic field 4,. Up to order e
one has:

(id+ee, AN P =if . m2¢™?,

i (2.34)

where Js , is the axial-vector current. These relations
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can be used for pion production as follows. Taking ma-
trix elements of the operator in Eq. (2.34) between a final
nucleon state and an initial state consisting of a nucleon
and a photon and using the field equation for the pion
field, Eq. (2.33), yields

2

ol __;2 (NP7 "IN (p)y k)

=igF(Nip)J5;IN(p),y(k))

~ee (N(PHJELAIN(p),y(k)) . (2.35)

The left-hand side, which contains the pion production
amplitude (the connection between the production ampli-
tudes in isospin formalism and in terms of physical ampli-
tudes is given in Appendix A), is defined only for virtual
pions. Using the reduction formalism, the second term
on the right-hand side can be related to the nucleon
axial-vector current, see, e.g., Ref. 40. For the neutral
pion, which we will discuss here, it is, of course, equal to
zero. The first terin on the right-hand side can be used to
obtain the production amplitude in the “‘soft pion” limit
in the following way. We first take the spatial momen-
tum q of the pion to be zero (threshold limit), keeping the
time component ¢ finite; the soft pion limit is then ob-
tained by letting ¢-—0. In this limit one cannot put the
term proportional to g, equal to zero because the matrix
element may diverge due to a nucleon pole. Several pro-
cedures to deal with this problem exist.*® We will follow
here de Baenst,'’! who introduced a fictitious mass
difference AM between the external nucleons. In this
case, the right-hand side of Eq. (2.35) vanishes in the soft
pion limit because the contribution of the nucleon inter-
mediate state remains finite, 1.e.,

(2.36)

Therefore for neutral pion production of the nucleon
where the external nucleons have different masses we
have a vanishing amplitude in the soft pion limit:

lim MOAM==0,7,)=0 .
9 +0

(2.37)

The physical ampiitude is then obtained by at the end let-
ting AM — 0.

III. EXPANSIONS AT THRESHOLD
The general form of the pion production amplitude can

be written in terms of six invariant amplitudes, which are
functions of the kinematical variables v and v, (Ref. 41):

—le - q/1 ‘\p +p ' )y
M= raip' )y A+ Fmpi. C

AL Y aM Vi

f q, (p+p"),

+ |22 p+
L 2M aM
+y 6 |* lup. G
'}/# 2AM u p . .
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This amplitude should be conserved; replacing € by k in
the last expression must yield zero. The earlier defined
strong gauge invariance implies this “weak” gauge invari-
ance; the opposite is not necessarily true. It should be
stressed that due to this gauge invariance constraint only
four of the six functions are linearly independent:

2vi A (v,v))+vB(v,v{)=0,
(3.2)
4C (v,v))+2viD (v,v|)+vF(v,v{)=0 .

This relation can be used to rewrite these “Ball” ampli-
tudes, Eq. (3.1) in terms of the more conventional ampli-
tudes defined by Chew, Goldberger, Low, and Nambu.*?
However, in the following we will use all six invariant
amplitudes rather than eliminating two of them.

We will now calculate these invariant functions at
threshold for 7° production. Therefore we will only con-
sider the isospin +0 amplitudes. For type A diagrams
discussed in the previous section we start from the most
general forms of the vertices and propagators. The con-
tribution of the class B diagrams to these invariants can
only be determined for the lowest-order terms in an ex-
pansion in the photon energy (which we assume to exist).
For the total amplitude, class A and class B, we will then
consider a power-series expansion in two parameters, €
and 8. They are defined as

=90 (3.3)

This, together with the PCAC constraint, Eq. (2.37), will

yield the well-known low energy theorem. To arrive at
J
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this result, we will make use of crossing symmetry for
equal nucleon masses. In terms of the invariant ampli-
tudes the crossing symmetry relations are given by

A%, v)=— A4 %—v,v)),
B*%v,v))=B %—wv,v,),
Cto%v,v))=—C*%—wv,v,),
Dt%v,v))=—D*%—wv,v,),
Fovv)=F*%—wv,v,),

G ov,v)=G % —wv,v,) .

A. Invariant amplitudes of class A diagrams

We will use the following notations for the form fac-
tors

lf.=fi(p+k12M?% g%,
2, =filMY(p'—k)qY),

. (3.5a)
3fi =fi(M2’M 2’(17 __p:)Z) »
[i=f(M* M7 q%)
'Fy =F; (0,(p +k?,M?),
(3.5b)

2Py =F;(0,M?%(p'—k)?) .

Diagram A, yields a contribution to the 7 production
matrix element:

o, +Kk—M i M+p+k 0,k M—p—kionk”,
M. = Vlytr 4+ )4 1 4 W gy w
A, ied(p’) |vs f1t7s M fa S—k—M Y uén M M F, M M Fy |u(p)
- +Kk—M i io,k” p+ik—M io,k" _
= ' 1 + ﬂ 1 + H 1 ++ Jad 1+ _ 1
ied(p') |vs f1t7s M /2 Fk—M Yuen M F, M M (F, Fy ) |ulp),
(3.6)
which yields the following invariant amplitudes, defined in Eq. (3.1), at threshold
—2ep ! —dey !
a= e g S AN TL v ey = S S v,
v+, v+,
2'f'FY - alf 'Ry _
1= v, +2'f,0Ff ='Fy), Fi= v+, +a'f,(Fy —1Fy), (3.7
2'f ey +'Fy) -
Gl=—~v~+~7—+‘f1(‘F;r—‘F2 +21f, ' FS
For diagram A, we obtain in a similar way
—2ey’f) —dey’f, M M ? _
4,= S Bzz—v_v1 , Cy=2f’Ff +2ey M,2f3" M 2f3CF =2F3 v—w),
2°f,°F; M| —&2f 2Ff 2
D,=—"——~ — 2 (2FF —2F> = "Jt 72 M | o opt _ap-
2 v—v, 2 M f3(°F, Fy), F, — +4 YT f3(°F; Fy), (3.8)
MI
—22f, eN+72F2+
G,= + | 2 op R 22 | X o R
v—v, M’ M’ :
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Diagram A; yields
—8M?3f,g%(0,4%,¢q>—4M%))
g —4M*v,—m2—Tl(g*—4M*v,)) ’

=

B. Invariant amplitudes of class B diagrams

In order to fulfill (strong) gauge invariance we need
class B terms, Egs. (2.24) and (2.26), except for 7° pro-
duction on the neutron. In contrast to class A diagrams
their form is not explicitly known. However, for 7° pro-
duction on the proton we can use Eq. (2.26) to expand the
matrix element. Up to terms linear in k one has:

dAs dA 3’A
./l'lB———zeu( ") > +‘—5—lkﬁ—‘—‘“5
dp™  dp* 2 3pPop
5 3’As

u(p)tieu(p')S, ulp),

1
+—k
2 ap#apﬂ
(3.10
where S is an undetermined operator of order (k) and
k#S,=0. In terms of the form factors in the strong ver-

tex, As, Eq. (2.13), we obtain for the invariant amplitudes
of the first part of class B (i.e., without S contribution):

A =4M> 1 —aM?' £ +4M A v+ f Y
+HAMA v—v))'f, ,

B, =8M’f|+8M*'f | +8M*(v+v))fY
—8MYv—v)"f,,

Ck=2f2—2~g7f3+2M2(v+v1)f’2

-+—2M2-1%-4,—(v—v1)’f3 s
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d .
r— '_<t2,M2, 2) ,
fi d(tz)f q e
(3.11b)
e — d 2 .,2 2
[ M ’ ’ ’
d d(u?) (M55u5e°) W=M"

and similarly for the second derivatives. Before combin-
ing the B terms with type A, we rewrite these coefficients
in a more convenient form. This modification neglects
terms of order (k?) and higher and yields the contribu-
tions denoted with the index K [in fact, for equal masses
we have C, =Cy +0(e*)]:

_ ey 2 L 2 2
f1+f1>v+v1+< fiH S

1

_f1+2f|) 4 ’

v+ vy v—v,

_fl lfl

CK=(fz+1f2)—_M—,(f3+1f3)

5 M (3.12)
—(— 1 M
Dy=(—fat [ - F 3 (it Ss) v
ey 4 M 2 4
L - LA ARA S el

We combine the neglected terms of order (k?) and higher
together with S, the undetermined contribution, denoted
by the index R. The class B matrix element therefore be-
comes
ME=mE+mp . (3.13)
Now we sum up all “known” (i.e., expressable in terms of
electromagnetic and strong form factors, which are part-
ly model dependent) matrix elements: class A and the
known part of (modified) class B. We present this result
in terms of the isospin amplitudes (+0) which are
relevant for 7° production. Here we use that the known
part of class B for 7#° production on the neutron is zero.

M (3.11a) In the following, it is understood that F, is taken to be
D, =4M*f’ — MZ ~'fs, the isoscalar electromagnetic form factor for the 0 ampli-
tudes and the isovector electromagnetic form factor for
ang2 e ' M, the + isospin components. From now on we will indi-
Fy=8M°f;+8M M’ f3s cate the sum with an index T
G,=0, Mi=mi+mk (3.14)
with This yields the following amplitudes
J
1 1 2 2
Af0=— - , Bf%= + ,
T i v+, /i v—wv; —/ v+, i V=V,
vo_1 . _L_AL _2p y_lp Ip+ _1p (1 1 +
CT z(fz fz) M f f) f Fz fz FZ Fy )v+v))
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DfO=(—f,+ 1f2+21f11F2+) +21f2 ('Fy —
M 1
+ —ﬁ(—f3+2f3)+22f1 ’Fy fvl—z
2
FTH):(_fz 1f2+21f1]Fz vt v +41f2(1F;
1
- {%(—fg S0+ |

+0_ 1f1+21f11F2 +1f1 +

_[2f1+2—2f12F2 (ZF:)_

Note that this amplitude constructed by using strong
gauge invariance is weakly gauge invariant, Eq. (3.2), and
crossing symmetric, Eq. (3.4), in all orders in k for zero
mass difference.

C. The low energy theorem

We now expand the invariant amplitudes obtained in
the preceding section with respect to two independent
small parameters. The first one, €, is used for expanding
around the soft pion limit and is defined in Eq. (3.3). The
second small parameter is 8 which measures the mass
difference between the initial and final nucleon, intro-
duced in Eq. (3.3) to deal with the poles of the amplitude
in the soft pion limit. The kinematical variables in Eq.
(2.5) can be expressed in terms of these parameters

vty =(e+8)+e+8)?,
(3.16)
v—v;=1(14+8)[(1+e+8)—(1+e+8)"'].
At threshold, =0, and choosing the transverse gauge,
=0, we obtain from the general form of the pion pro-
ductlon amplitude, Eq. (3.1), the following matrix ele-
ment
M= 2M

s“u(p Ysv [CH4(8+€e)Glu(p), (3.17)
and, consequently, we have only to consider the C and G
amplitudes.

We start with the contributions of the residual dia-
grams R, which do not contain poles in k. We therefore
assume the following expansions

Xp=Xpo+ X ov+Xgvi+ X vive- -, (3.18)

where X stands for the amplitudes C and G, and in gen-
eral

X=X, (g08) . (3.19)

M;

M
MI
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'F3)

2
f3CF;

—F; ), (3.15)

—'Fy)

2
] 2fFF —Fy),

—Fy)+2f,'FS

—F5 )+2 2f3 ’Fy

The class of diagrams R has been defined in such a way
that its matrix element is at least of order k; therefore we
have

Cpo=0 . (3.20)

In fact, it is easy to see that also 4,,=0, By, =0. Ex-
panding also the X, around €¢=0,5=0 and keeping only
linear terms in the matrix element, we obtain for the class
R terms:

MR= 2_1‘[;(e+6)s"ﬁ(O)YSY#[C10(0,0)+%GOO(O’O)]“(O)'

(3.21)

Note that also the spinors have been expanded in € and §.
However, as is shown in Appendix B, only the constant
term contributes.

We also look at the expansion of the C;° and G;°
terms. Since these terms contain pole contributions we
must be careful in taking the limits €e—0,8—0; in fact
the order in which one takes these limits is crucial. The
expansion of C; ° yields only linear terms:

C10=6¢ "O4er 104+ - | (3.22)
with
¢ 0==M’[f3(0)+'f4(0)]
=[£2(0)+ f3(0)][F5 (0)—F5 (0)]
—2M[f1(0)+'f,(0)]F; (0),
(3.23)
¢ 0=—2M2f (O)'F; (0)+F, (0)]+¢ *°.
We have used the abbreviations
f:(0)=f(M?*M?0),
(3.24)

FF(0)=F5 (0,M*,M?),
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and similarly for the derivatives.
For G we only need the lowest power in € and 8. It
depends on the order in which the limits are taken:
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g PO=2M£1(0)+"£,(0)][2F (0)+1]
+2F5 (0)[£,(0)+ £3(0)]—2/,(0)F; (0)

, (3.26)
g T0=g *0—f£,(0)+4aM2 £ (0)[F; (0)+'F; (0)] .
limlimG,/°=g *°, limlimG;°=g *°, (3.25) . i .
810 €l0 €l0 810 We are now in the position to write down the threshold
contribution for the physical process (6=0). This yields
where to first order in €:
]
MHO= ;A’;’ et (0)y sy, (¢ O+ C 20,00+ 1[g *O+ G 5(0,0)]}u (0)+0(e?) . (3.27)
On the other hand, the soft pion limit (¢ =0) yields to first order in &:
MH0= 2——1:;85!‘17(0)1/57“{? O+ 20,00+ L[F T4+ G (0,0)]u(0)+0(8%) . (3.28)

The PCAC hypothesis, Eq. (2.37), constrains the last amplitude to be zero, which means that the expression between
the curly brackets must vanish. This enables us to determine precisely the combination of the unknown residual ampli-
tudes which enters the physical production process, Eq. (3.27):

1G5°(0,0)+CH°(0,0)=—(1g *04c *O)=—{M?[f1(0)+'f,(0)— £3(0)—"f5(0)]
—[f,(0)+ £3(0)][F5 (0)—F; (0)]
—f£1(0)F; (0)+F3 (0)[f,(0)+ £3(0)]}
=— (MY f(0)+"f£,(0)— £5(0)—="f3(0)]+F5 (0 f2(0)+ f£3(0)— £,(0)]} .

We repeat here that the isospin superscripts +0 in F,
are suppressed to avoid confusion.

This relationship has two important consequences.
First, in our very general derivation we get back the re-
sult of de Baenst.!! Substituting Eq. (3.29) into the matrix
element of the physical process, Eq. (3.27), yields to first
order in €:
ie

.M+0= -
2M

eetu(0)ysy,
X[e 0=z "0+ L(g 0~z T)Ju(0)+0(e?)

ie _
= M se“u(0)y5y#§f1(0)u(0)+0(52)

iegm, 5
= PYE e#u(0)ysy,u(0)+0(e”) .

(3.30)

This is the same as the term linear in m_/M in the low
energy theorem of de Baenst, which yields the proton and
neutron 7° photoproduction amplitudes according to Eq.
(A2). While de Baenst assumed pseudoscalar coupling,
our general derivation immediately shows that the result
is also the same for pseudovector coupling [see Egs.
(2.27)-(2.30)]. Without the PCAC constraint, pseudosca-
lar and pseudovector coupling yield different threshold
amplitudes. The resulting amplitude is zero for the neu-
tron in this order. The second consequence is that Eq.
(3.29) relates the lowest nonvanishing contribution of the
undetermined class B diagrams, % in Eq. (3.13), to the
“known” elements of class A. This relation is the low en-

(3.29)

[

ergy limit of the gauge conditions, Eq. (2.26) for the pro-
ton and the analogous one for the neutron, extended to
include PCAC. It provides a consistency condition for a
microscopic description of photoproduction (beyond a
phenomenological Lagrangian or “Born term” approach)
and constrains the way form factors can go off-shell at
threshold. For example, Ohta,*’ by using minimal substi-
tution, has generated a class B contribution for a general
mNN vertex that guarantees gauge invariance. In order
to fulfill PCAC, which was not considered by Ohta, the
constraint given in Eq. (3.29) must be satisfied. As anoth-
er example of a possible application of Eq. (3.29), we
mention the work of Gross and Riska.** These authors
give a recipe for including phenomenological form fac-
tors in strong and electromagnetic vertices in exchange
current contributions that is consistent with current con-
servation. Again Eq. (3.29) yields a consistency condition
for the corresponding class R terms if one attempts to ex-
tend their prescription to the closely related process of
pion photoproduction and PCAC is imposed.

In the derivation of de Baenst,!! the terms were split
up into Born terms and ‘“rest.” Pseudoscalar pion nu-
cleon coupling was assumed for the Born terms. We can
reproduce his results in our general framework as fol-
lows. Using the prescription as given in Egs. (2.27) and
(2.29) to obtain the pseudoscalar Born terms as class A,
the condition, Eq. (3.29), then becomes much simpler

1G32(0,0)+C°(0,0)=k"% . (3.31)
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This is precisely the result of de Baenst. For neutral pion
production no class B terms are needed in his approach
to fulfill “strong” gauge invariance, because the right-
hand side of Eq. (2.26) vanishes for pseudoscalar cou-
pling. Had we chosen pseudovector coupling Born
terms'? as class A in our derivation, according to the
prescription given in Egs. (2.27), (2.29), and (2.30), the
PCAC constraint would therefore not require contribu-
tions from the “rest” in the physical amplitude in this or-
der, i.e., the right-hand side of Eq. (3.29) vanishes. This
is a consequence of the well-known fact that pseudovec-
tor pion nucleon coupling Born terms yield a chirally in-
variant theory.

Following de Baenst we can also obtain the second-
order contribution to the photoproduction amplitude,
i.e., expand the matrix element in Eq. (3.17) to order €.
For zero mass difference crossing symmetry, Eq. (3.4),
holds. (Note that we do not have to keep the mass
difference in this order any more after the PCAC con-
straint has been imposed.) Using crossing symmetry in
the expansions for the invariant amplitudes of the residu-
al matrix element, Eq. (3.18), we obtain:

Coi’ =G’ =Cy’=0, (3.32)
and therefore the second-order term of the residual am-
plitude R is zero. This means that we can obtain the
second-order term by expanding the ‘“known” amplitudes
Cr and G, which are the ones that contribute at thresh-
old. Asis clear from Eq. (3.17), C has to be expanded to
second order, while G only has to be expanded to first
order. This straightforward but rather tedious calcula-
tion (see Appendix C) results in the following second-
order contribution:
Ci0%4+1eGfO0=1f [1+2F; (0)]=1g(1+2«7%) . (3.33)
Again, the spinor expansion yields no contribution (see
Appendix B). This final result is exactly the same as the
low energy theorem of de Baenst,'! and can again be con-
verted to proton and neutron 7° photoproduction ampli-
tudes by using Eq. (A2). For the neutron, this is the first
nonvanishing term in the low energy limit.

In order to obtain this result we used invariance under
space and time reversal which yields relations between
various form factors at the on-shell point (see Appendix
C). Furthermore crossing symmetry is crucial to have
direct and crossed terms cancel in this order. The quoted
result holds only for threshold kinematics, because in this
limit only the C and G invariant amplitudes contribute to
the matrix element.

We would like to conclude this section with several
caveats. We have assumed that a power-series expansion
of class B terms exists. As was shown by Li and Pagels,*
this might not be justified if a Goldstone symmetry of the
Hamiltonian, realized by massless bosons, gets broken.
Furthermore, if isospin breaking is taken into account
and the charged and neutral pion masses become
different, a cusp occurs at the charged pion threshold,
which has to be treated carefully. Finally, we mention
that expansion methods as used above are not a priori

useful in nuclear pion production; this is discussed in Ref.
45.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Recently, there has been a lot of interest in the elec-
tromagnetic interaction of an off-shell nucleon. This was
triggered by recent experiments investigating the knock
out of nucleons in quasifree electron scattering from nu-
clei. Electromagnetic form factors of an off-shell nucleon
already play a role in simpler situations, namely, two-step
processes on a free nucleon, such as pion photoproduc-
tion. Of course, in that case one also deals with the elec-
tromagnetic pion form factor and the strong pion-
nucleon vertex in situations where the intermediate parti-
cles are off their mass shell. However, it has been shown
that at low energies, the leading terms of an expansion of
the physical amplitudes can be expressed in terms of a
few global on-shell properties of the hadrons. One of
these low energy theorems, which made a prediction for
the photoproduction of a 7° on a proton has come under
close scrutiny after recent experiments apparently yielded
incompatible results.

In the derivation of the low energy theorem for Comp-
ton scattering by Gell-Mann and Goldberger!® the gen-
eral structure of the off-shell vertices was explicitly taken
into account to obtain the famous result in terms of on-
shell properties: mass, charge, and magnetic moment.
We have in this paper gone through an analogous deriva-
tion of the low energy theorem for 7° production where
the off-shell behavior was explicitly considered. While in
Compton scattering one deals with two conserved
currents, photoproduction only involves one and addi-
tional information is needed to go beyond the lowest or-
der Kroll-Ruderman'® result. This additional constraint
is provided by the PCAC hypothesis. In the derivation of
the threshold amplitude by de Baenst,!' only Born terms
are explicitly treated and the remainder, which includes
the off-shell parts, is constrained in a general fashion by
PCAQC, crossing symmetry and conservation of the elec-
tromagnetic current. Similarly, in current algebra ap-
proaches, off-shell terms do not show up as intermediate
on-shell single nucleon states are inserted in the current
commutators.

Just as in the work of de Baenst!! and, e.g., Vainshtein
and Zakharov,!? we neglect the mass difference between
charged and neutral pions and, furthermore, we assume
that a power-series expansion of the nonpole terms exists.
Both assumptions exclude the cusp that occurs when the
production channel of the charged meson opens above
the 7° threshold. The approach chosen in this paper
differs from the derivation of de Baenst!! in several
respects. One important difference is that instead of Born
terms we split off amplitudes which contain an isolated
nucleon or pion pole. These “class A” terms have a more
general structure and include off-shell vertices and propa-
gators. Another major difference is that we incorporate
gauge invariance on the operator level, rather than only
requiring that the total amplitude is conserved. In our
approach, just as in de Baenst’s,'! “rescattering” of the
pion (Fig. 2) on the nucleon is included and therefore
needs not to be taken into account explicitly.
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In our general framework, we end up obtaining the
well-known low energy theorem for 7° photoproduction
on a nucleon. Just as in earlier derivations, we have not
taken into account isospin breaking, i.e., different pion
masses which might be necessary to directly compare to
the measurements. Therefore, it is clear from this work
that additional rescattering corrections, which have been
proposed to explain the threshold data, should disappear
in the limit of equal masses. Our approach includes pure
pseudoscalar 7NN coupling, as assumed by de Baenst,'!
and pure pseudovector coupling, assumed by Vainshtein
and Zakharov,'? as special cases. We have explicitly
demonstrated how the off-shell behavior of the different
vertices enters and disappears in the final answer. In do-
ing so, we obtain a new relation between the off-shell be-
havior of strong and electromagnetic form factors and
the lowest-order nontrivial class B contribution. We
have shown that this relation provides a useful consisten-
cy check for microscopic approaches to photopion pro-
duction.
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APPENDIX A: ISOSPIN

The invariant amplitudes have the following structure
in isospin space
X=x"XT8p+X Lrpm]+X )y, (A1)

where }’ and y are the isospinor of the initial and final
nucleons and 8 denotes the isospin of the outgoing pion.
The four physical processes are given by the following
combinations:

Mz T)=vV2um°+m-),
M(mTT)=V2AMO—MT),
Mpr®)y=m*+m°,
Mnm®)=m*—m° .

H. W. L. NAUS, J. H. KOCH, AND J. L. FRIAR 41

APPENDIX B: SPINOR EXPANSION

If one expands the total matrix element of the pion
photoproduction process one has also to expand the spi-
nors.*® The spinor of the initial state can be expanded at
threshold in the CM frame as

- _ky 2
u(p)=u(0)~ 2L u0)+0(kF) . (B1)

Let us assume that the photon momentum defines the j
direction (j =1,2,3, corresponding with x,y, z, respective-
ly), and rewrite Eq. (B1) in terms of the expansion param-
eters € and 8. This yields

u(p)=u(0)— (€+8)'yju(0)+0(52,£6,82) . (B2)

1

2

For the final spinor, of course, no expansion is necessary
u(p’')=u(0) . (B3)

It is clear from Egs. (3.17), (3.20), and (3.22) that the
first-order matrix element, Eq. (3.30) does not change be-
cause a possible correction due to the expansion (B2) is of
higher order. It could contribute to the second-order ma-
trix element; however this term, denoted with 7, actually
yields zero. We obtain

where i, because of the transversality of the real pho-
ton. The product of the y matrices can be worked out
easily

oI 0 o, 0 o
Ys¥i¥V;= |1 0| |=o, 0||—0, O
0 —0,0;
= ~0,0, 0 (BS)

Since this matrix is off diagonal and because the spinor of
a particle with zero three-momentum has only upper
components, we indeed obtain 7=0.

APPENDIX C: SECOND-ORDER TERMS

We give explicit formulas for the intermediate results
of the second-order terms. First we give the second-order
contribution of C:

Crf=—1IM*f3(0)—M*fy(0)+1M* f1(0)+M*" f1(0)—[Lf,(0)+2M*f,(0)][F5 (0)—F; (0)]

—2Mf,(0)[Fy"(0)=F; ' (0)]—Q,+Q,

+[1£3(0)0+2M? " £(0)][F5 (0)—F5 (0)]+2M2f5(0)[ 'F5 (0)—"F; (0)], (C1)

with

Q=M (0)[F; (0)+2M?F; " (0)]+4M*f{(0)F; (0)+M>F; (0)[2M>f{(0)+ £1(0)+f, ,(0)], (C2)
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and
Q,=M’f(0)['F; (0)+2M*"F; (0)]+4M*'f,(0)'F; (0)+M*F; (0)[2M*" f1(0)+'f(0)+ f, ,(0)] , (C3)
where
9
Figl LAl . (C4)
9g* g2=0,p2=p2=M>

The first-order term in G (which gives a second-order contribution to the matrix element because it gets an factor €/2)

is
G/fY=1f,(0)
+2M*f (0 FS (0)—
+4M2[f'2(0)F+(0)+f2(0)F;'(0>
_2Q2 ‘fl

+2M*f(0)

—2M2f,(o>['F; (0)—'F2“(0)]—-2M2 'fLO)[F; (0)

The total contribution is in second order given by:

C;g_*_l G+0_lfl+%M2(lf3_f'2)+M4(”f3—f’2’+”f1—
35— D F2MCf3= )+ M f 1= f)]

+[F; (0)—F5 (0)

+M3f, (0)+2Q,+1f (0OFF
; (0)]+2M2f1(0)[F; (0)
]+lf1(0)—2M“"f,(O)—
0)+2M?['f (0)F; (0)+ f,(0

(0)—2M?[f(0)F (0)+ £,(0)F5'(0)]
—F; (0)]

M?f, ,(0)

YF5(0)]

—F; (0)]—4M['f3(0)FS (0)+ f3(0)F; (0)] . (C5)

+M2[F; (0)—F5 (0))(f,—2fy)—M?['FF (0)—'F; (0)1(f,—2f3)
+M2FFON f1= 1 +2f5 =2 )+ 1f \F (O)+2M?[ f,F5(0)— f1FS (0)]— M2, [F5 (0)—F; (0)].
(C6)
Note that we used
£0)=f,+0(€?) . (o7))

Proper behavior under space and time reversal?®

points:

f f}v f2 f3’ “ ”f3’ fl fl’ flll

"fi, Fi(

yields the following relations for the form factors at the on-shell

0)='F; (0), F; (0)='F; (0). (C8)

If we insert these relations in Eq. (C6) then we find the result quoted in Sec. III because all model-dependent terms can-
cel. Alternatively one can immediately use these relations in the expressions for C and G separately. This yields a van-
ishing C amplitude while the G amplitude gives the final result. Note that this amplitude is the only one which is not

constrained by weak gauge invariance.
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