1 COHERENT INELASTIC CONTRIBUTIONS

We have in any case a model in which the coherent
inelastic effects can be evaluated completely, and, in
fact, the total contribution from all coherent inelastic
states is simpler to evaluate than that from any single
state. It might be interesting to study in detail the
magnitudes and phases of the individual contributions;
this could probably be done using the methods devel-
oped in Ref. 11.

Insofar as our model is applicable to real elementary
hadrons, it indicates that A factors as large as 1.4 in
the forward direction are quite likely, and that N’s as
large as 2, as used in Ref. 3, are not completely un-
reasonable. Our model, however, gives little justifica-
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tion for choosing A independent of momentum trans-
fer.?> We obviously have not proven that a constant
\ is impossible, but we have shown that a not com-
pletely unrealistic model predicts a rather rapid vari-
ation.
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2 This conclusion was also reached, on somewhat different
grounds, in Ref. 8.
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Preliminary results on the application of the Reggeized U (6) Q U(6) @ O(3) absorptive peripheral
model to photoproduction reactions are presented, with a detailed treatment for yp—=*n. The agreement

of the theory with experiment is most encouraging.

1. INTRODUCTION

N a series of papers,'? the Reggeized U (6) @ U (6) ®
0O(3) absorptive peripheral model has been applied
with reasonable success to high-energy 0—3+—0—3%
charge- and hypercharge-exchange reactions. The model
has now been extended to photoproduction processes.
The Reggeized U(6)®@U(6) ®0(3) symmetry scheme
is used to calculate the pole graph, thus providing sig-
nificant constraints among the Regge residues. Regge-
cut contributions are then introduced by applying ab-
sorption corrections to the pole amplitudes.

In Sec. 2 we present the general formalism for
¥3+t—0~3+ reactions in terms of the s-channel helicity
amplitudes and outline the derivation of the Reggeized
supermultiplet amplitudes. Section 3 contains a dis-
cussion on the application of absorption corrections to
elementary and Reggeized pion exchange. We conclude
in Sec. 4 with a discussion of the differential cross sec-
tion for the reaction yp—n*x obtained from our model.

* Present address: Mathematics Institute, University of Kent,
Canterbury, England.

T Science Research Council Research Fellow.

1 B. J. Hartley, R. W. Moore, and K. J. M. Moriarty, Phys.
Rev. 187, 1921 (1969); and Phys. Rev. D 1, 954 (1970).

2P, A. Collins, B. J. Hartley, R. W. Moore, and K. J. M.
Moriarty, Nucl. Phys. (to be published).

2. FORMALISM

For photoproduction of mesons on baryons, the
SU(3) U-spin scalar transformation property of the
photon in the vector-dominance model® gives for the co-
variant 7" matrix

T(vB—MB')
=X,[T(p"B—MB’)+ (1/V3) T (wsB—>MB") ],
where the p-photon coupling X, is given by
X,=¢/gprr, With g,..2/47=1.8 and ¢*/4r=1/137.

The Reggeized U(6) @ U (6) ®0(3) symmetry scheme!
is used to calculate the pole graph for the reaction
0—3+—1-4*. By applying time reversal and the vector-
dominance model, we obtain the pole amplitudes for
v3t—0-3t.

For meson-baryon scattering, which proceeds by the
exchange of excitation number NV, the relevant effective
Lagrangians for the two U(6) ®0(3) invariant 3-point

3 For a review of the recent literature see, e.g., D. Schildknecht,
DESY Report No. 69/10 (unpublished), in which further refer-
ences can be found.

4 R. Delbourgo, A. Salam, and J. Strathdee, Phys. Rev. 179,
1487 (1968); 172, 1727 (1968) ; 186, 1516 (1969).
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couplings are
(a) Meson-meson-meson supermultiplet vertex:

(6, 65 0)3p1-— (6, 6; 0) 3p—g— (6, 6; N) _y,

Lo =wNPs" (3p+¢) 2" (30— ¢) [/10(_) 85 0™

0 Lpa® )
aq'AD v 3(]ch

+hO/(H)M—2q/BAq'DC+#h1(+) <5BC

d
+ukl(—) <5BC —dp4 "‘““)] (I)(N)(_p; 9') .

g’ 4P g’
(b) Baryon-baryon-meson supermultiplet vertex:
(36, 150) —ypig— (56, 15 0) 14— (6, 6; V) 1,
Loy=mNa 4P (3p+q) wpep) (—3p+9)
X (go0aB+mgy 8/9q5*) Py (P, q),

where m and u are the masses associated with the
(56, 1; 0) and (6, 6; 0) multiplets, respectively. The
go, ho, and %y’ couplings do not contribute to charge-
exchange scattering.

The U(6, 6) fields are decomposed as

UABe) (D) (1 pamd
= (6\/—2 m) 7 I: (p+m)~sC ]aﬂeabdjvcvd(m “eep2N)

+ (cyclic perm.) }
and

P48 (P) (u1eeopun) = (2\/2”) -1
X { (p+ﬂ) [’YﬁP(M“-uN)—'Yuvn(ul---#n))]}AB-
The covariant T matrix is

Tup=LwLw
and
A= (@w) (p, Q)P (—£,4"))
= (—M)"Hq-g)HM

is the fully contracted propagator for the meson super-
multiplet, where M is the mass associated with the
exchange.

The Born diagram is evaluated at the pole i=M?,
and phase factors 3[ 1+ exp(—iwN)] extracted from
h®, respectively. Representing natural and unnatural

parity exchange by » and #, respectively, we make the
replacements for natural parity:

t—M*— sinm(a,—1)=—7/T(0,) T (1—a,),
N—a,—1,
and for unnatural parity
t— M?— sinta, = —7/T (14a,) T (—a),
N—a,,.

The Gell-Mann ghost-eliminating mechanism is intro-
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duced by dividing by I'(e,) for natural parity exchange
and I'(1+4a,) for unnatural parity exchange.

For 0~3t—1~1* the T matrix is
T=(14-M/2u) 2a(3p+q)
X{(1/8Mw)[p, [q', vulvs I+ (a-Q'/Mu) puvs
— (toxu@nys/2u) Ju(—3p+9) @+ (1+ M/ 2u)
X (14-2m/ M) a(3p+q) vsu(—3p+q) (pu/ M) G,
where
@=3B,[1— exp(—ima,_) T (1—a-) (PV,)p
XL (s—mi— -+ ) /2136,
X[14 exp(—iman;) JT (1—any) (PV ) r
X[ (s—m2—p24-3t) [ 2mpJons !
is associated with natural parity exchange, and
=36, [1— exp(—ira, ) I (—au) (PV,)p
X[ (s—m*—p>+5t) /2mp ]+ 5Bur
X[1+ exp(—irans) T (—aus) (PVu)r
X[ (s—m*—p*+38) /2mp ]

is associated with unnatural parity exchange. The +
refer to even and odd signatures, respectively.

The U(6, 6) spinor decomposition is carried out and
“Gribov doubling” is used to remove the 4/t kinematic
singularities. All poles are made evasive by multiplying
the residues by ¢/4mu, giving

T={— (t/8mp?) (14-m/w) (1—1t/4m®) (Nvs[v,, @' IN) F
—[(s—=32m+3t) [Amp* Jp, [ (14-1/4mp)

X (NvsN) pyerss— (t/4m?) (14m/u) (NvsN) r]
+ (t/4mu®) [ (14-t/4myp) {qu (N'Y5q’N)D+2F/3
—3(s— %me—f-%i) (Ny57,N) pyorss} — (14m/ )

X[qu(Nysq' N)p—3(s— 3 Zm+-5) NysvuN)ell} @

+ (Pu/zﬂ) (1+l/4m#) (1*1/47”2) (N75N)D+2F/363.

Defining T, to be the time-reversed 7" matrix with
V. removed, gauge invariance implies that

“‘%P‘}“Q/) FT#=0;

where (—3p-+¢’) is the photon 4-momentum. The
above T matrix is gauge invariant except for the pseudo-
scalar coupling, which can be made gauge invariant by
the inclusion of a contribution from the s-channel graph.
Since this contribution vanishes in the Coulomb gauge
in the center-of-mass frame, the 7" matrix for yp—ntn
is effectively gauge invariant.

We define m;, E;, and \; to be the mass, c.m. energy,
and helicity of each particle, with i=1, 2, 3, 4 specifying
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the target baryon, the photon, and the outgoing baryon
and meson, respectively. K and Q are the magnitudes
of the incoming and outgoing 3-momenta in the c.m.
frame. We also define

C= (Extm) (Es+ms),
D.=C+0K,
Hy=K(Estm;) £Q(Ertm),
A=3B,[1— exp(—ira,) JT(1—an) hip
X[ (s—md—p2+3t) /2mpJon—2
+3Bui[ 1+ exp(—imany) T (1—any) b
X[ (s—m2—p2+5t) [ 2mpTon1,
B=18. [1— exp(—irae) 0 (—au)ip
X[ (s—m?—p>+-51) /2mp ]+ 5Bus
X[14 exp(—imony) T (— ) br
X[ (s—m2—p2+31) /2muJe,

where % is the coupling constant at the meson-meson-
Reggeon vertex and g is the coupling constant at the
baryon-baryon-Reggeon vertex. For convenience we
introduce

t m 12
Ay=— 1+ —)1— —) A,
! szm( t /J.)( 4m? 8

e - <1+ L)
P o Aoy

; s—32 mi+3t
X [(1— 47”2) B— _;my A] gD42F)3

+ (1+m>s~%2i%2+%t
BmPu u

t t m
A= — |1+ — — (1 —~> ]A.
3= 1 ot [( + 4m#) gD+2r /3 < + p gr

Using the covariant boost convention, together with
time reversal, the s-channel helicity amplitudes are,

A
zm'u grAa,

TasLe I. Helicity dependence of amplitudes for v3+—03+.

A Ae 31 -3 1 3 -1 -3 -1
Az M

0
0

pR N
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Tasre II. Absorption coefficients.

Dlab Vinitial Vfinal
(GeV/c) Cimitial  [(GeV/e)™]  crma1  [(GeV/e)™]
5.0 1 0.295 0.81 0.26
8.0 1 0.295 0.76 0.26
11.0 1 0.295 0.73 0.26
16.0 1 0.295 0.71 0.26
18.0 1 0.295 0.71 0.26

using the notation in Table I,
dr=—(1X,/V2 v/C) { A —2 sin}6
X ((ExtE) D-—(Q—K)H-)
— H_Q sinf cos30 ]+ A2H_Q sinf cosd
+As[—Q sind cos38 ((Ext+Ey) Hi+ (Q+K)D,)
+2(2s+t— X mP) Dy sing]},

do=(—1X,/V2 \/C) { A1[2 cos3f
X ((Ext+E) Dy+(Q+K)Hy)

—H,Q sinf sini0 ]+ A2H . Q sinf sin3f
+A5[Q sind sinz6 (— (Fot+E) H A (Q—K)D_)
—2(2s+t— Y, m?2) D_cosif]},

d3=(—1iX,/V2 \/C)Q sinf sin36{ (— A1+ A42) H,.
+A3[— (Ex+E) H +(Q—K)D_T},

¢1=(—1X,/V2 v/C)Q sinb cos}b{ — (— A1+ As) H__
+ AL (Bt Ey) Hi 4 (Q+K) D, 1},

where 0 is the c.m. scattering angle.

The ¢.’s are expanded in partial-wave series and the
absorption corrections applied using the traditional
Watson formula®

7, 1
Ta'7 =55 initiar+ S tina1) T’

where p and A are the initial and final helicities, respec-
tively. The Gaussian model of elastic scattering is
assumed:

S7=1—c¢ exp[ —J (J+1) /v*p*],

where J is the angular momentum, p is the c.m. 3-mo-
mentum, and » the elastic radius of interaction. The
partial-wave series are then resumed to give the modi-
fied helicity amplitudes ¢/, in terms of which

do/di= (/K2 X% .§4 | /8m/s |2

The absorption coefficients used are shown in Table II.

5H. D. D. Watson, Phys. Letters 17, 72 (1965).
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Re o(t)
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0.0

t C(GeVic)2a

F1c. 1. Plot of «(#) against ¢ for 7, p, and A, trajectorics. Parameters from Table II.

3. PION EXCHANGE

The experimental data® on yp—wtn exhibit a sharp
forward peak of width in ¢ of the order of the square of
the pion mass. This is suggestive of pion exchange.

Now it is well known that the elementary = is evasive
and hence its contribution to do/dt at {=0 vanishes.
However, with the application of absorption correc-
tions, a forward peak of the correct width can be ob-
tained. In particular, for yp—ntn,

$=(=30[T[31)

does not involve any net helicity flip. Hence it need not
vanish in the forward direction. However,

¢21rNt/ (l—mvrz)
=1+4+m.2/ (I—m.?).

Now the first term is s-wave, which grossly violates
unitarity at high energy. This contribution is largely
removed by the absorption corrections, giving

¢2" (absorbed) ~m,2/ (t—m,?),

for small ¢

which peaks in the forward direction. However, for non-
zero spin exchange, both the energy and momentum-

¢A. M. Boyarski, F. Bulos, W. Busza, R. Diebold, S. D.
Ecklund, G. E. Fischer, J. Rees, and B. Richter, Phys. Rev.
Letters 20, 300 (1968), and contribution to the Fourteenth
International Conference on High-Energy Physics, Vienna, 1968,
paper 430 (unpublished).

transfer dependence’ of the absorption model are in
disagreement with experiment.

As discussed below, for small momentum transfers
an elementary and an evasive Reggeized pion exchange
give essentially the same result for small £. Thus a
Reggeized absorption model would give all the good
results of the elementary spin-O-exchange absorption
model but improved results for higher-spin exchange.

In a recent paper,® Leader has discussed minimal re-
quirements for attributing a contribution to Reggeized
w exchange. These conditions are as follows:

(i) The contribution should be associated with a pole
at t=m,?, and the polelike denominator should be
largely responsible for the rapid variation with ¢ for
| t]<a few m.2.

Tasire III. SU(3) couplings.

Baryon vertex Meson vertex

Reaction D+-2F F D F
p*p—rtn (5/3)v2 V2 0 —2
(1/V3)wgp—ntn (5/3)v2 V2 2 0

7F. D. Gault, B. J. Hartley, J. H. R. Migneron, and K. J. M.
Moriarty, Nuovo Cimento 62, 269 (1969), and references therein.

8 E. Leader, invited paper, Institute of Physics and the Physical
Society, Conference on Elementary Particle Physics, Cambridge,
England, 1969 (unpublished).
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F16. 2. Predictions for elementary 7, Reggeized , absorbed elementary =, and absorbed Reggeized = (indicated by curves 1-4, re-
spectively) at 8 GeV/c.

(i) The contribution, when continued to the region
t~m,?, should reduce to the result for elementary =

exchange.
(ili) The energy dependence of do/di for small ¢
should be approximately s2.

4. DISCUSSION AND RESULTS

Within the content of the vector-dominance model,
the reaction yp—ntn can be expressed in terms of the
reactions

pp—mtn,

wgp—TTN.

For p’p—wtn, the possible f-channel exchanges are
the A, (natural parity) and the = (unnatural parity),
while for wsp—ntn the possible exchanges are the p
(natural parity) and the B (unnatural parity). The
relevant SU(3) couplings are shown in Table III.

Little is known about the trajectory of the B meson,
but it is generally believed that it is relatively low-lying.
We therefore consider only , p, and A, exchange.

We took the residues to be constants and param-
etrized the trajectory functions for negative ¢ by

a(t) = aotoq exp(ast)

in keeping with Ref. 1. This gives the conventional
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TasLE IV. Regge parameters.
Trajectory P p 4>
ag —0.520 —0.871 (not varied) —0.936 (not varied)
a1 0.513 1.415 (not varied) 1.420 (not varied)

az [(GeV/e)™2] 0.674 0.632 (not varied) 0.607 (not varied)
BL(GeV/c)1] 21.637 —33.318 35.040

No. of data points 99

x? 255.0

linear parametrization of a Regge trajectory in the
peripheral region:

a(t) Q(ao—l—al) +a1a2t.

The p- and A,-trajectory parameters were taken from
Ref. 1. The pion trajectory, in accordance with the
first of Leader’s conditions, was constrained to pass
through the pion pole by extrapolating the linear form.
In order to satisfy angular momentum conservation
in the forward direction it is necessary to evade the
pseudoscalar coupling. In the U(6) @ U(6) @0(3) sym-
metry scheme, this demands that we not only evade the
« residue, but also the p and A, residues. The residues
for the p and A, in Ref.1 were nonevasive, so we cannot
hope to carry over the residues from Ref. 1 to this work.
We therefore have two trajectory parameters for the
m, and three constant residues, giving a total of five
parameters to be determined from the data. We used
MiNvUITS (CERN Program Library No. D506) to obtain
these parameters by a x? fit of the differential cross
section to the experimental data. The results of this
minimization procedure are shown in Table IV.

A Chew-Frautschi plot of the =, p, and 4, trajec-
tories, using these parameters, is shown in Fig. 1. We
note that the = trajectory has a slope for positive ¢ of
0.35, which is to be contrasted with the p and A4, which
have slopes of 0.90 and 0.86, respectively.

The effect of absorption on elementary and Reggeized
pion exchange is shown in Fig. 2. Unabsorbed ele-
mentary and Reggeized pion exchange are represented
by curves 1 and 2, respectively. The result for the ele-
mentary pion exchange is taken from Ref. 9, which
employed U (6, 6) symmetry to relate vertex couplings,
and the Reggeized pion is the result of the present cal-
culation. It should be noted that for both the differ-
ential cross section behaves as ¢ for /0. The applica-
tion of absorption corrections to the elementary and
Reggeized pion exchanges results in curves 3 and 4,
respectively. A sharp forward peak of width ~m,?, so
characteristic of the data, is obtained in each case.
Beyond the region in which we expect the pion to dom-
inate, ie., | {[>m,2, a “dip-bump” structure, not ex-
hibited by the data, is present.

9D. G. Fincham, A. P. Hunt, J. H. R. Migneron, and K.
Moriarty, Nucl. Phys. B13, 161 (1969).

Leader’s first condition, that the contribution is as-
sociated with a pole at ¢=m,?, is ensured by constrain-
ing the pion trajectory to pass through the pion pole,
ie.,

o (t=m,?) =0.

For small ¢ our amplitude contains the factor

I'(—a;)~—1/(—m,%)a’ near i=m,?

which is singular at ¢=m,?. This denominator is respon-
sible for the rapid variation with ¢ for | ¢ | Sm.2. In fact

2/ (t—m.2)~ exp(t/m,*)=~ exp(50f)

for small ¢. By comparing the elementary pion exchange
of Ref. 9 with the Reggeized pion exchange of the
present calculation, we obtain

(1—p/4m) (142m/p) _ da
(1 tma2/dmp) (A—m2)Am2) Qb | o2’

where g and % are the universal U (6, 6) couplings at the
baryon-baryon-meson and meson-meson-meson Ver-
tices, respectively. This shows the correspondence of
the elementary pion exchange and the Reggeized pion
exchange when continued to the region /=m,?, as re-
quired by Leader’s second condition.

In Fig. 3 is shown the energy variation of the mo-
mentum-transfer distributions for the reaction yp—ntn
obtained from our model. The s and ¢ dependence of the
experimental data is extremely well represented for
5.0<$1,<18.0 GeV/c and for 0<]|£]|<1.0 (GeV/c)2
Data exist at higher momentum transfers, but this was
not included in our analysis since this is beyond the
peripheral region. The addition of p and 4, exchanges
fills in the dip structure obtained from « exchange alone
to give a ‘“‘shoulder”, and increases the forward nor-
malization. For small £, where our trajectories are linear,
the trajectory of the #— P cut contribution is given by

(1) =0y (0) +e1(0) — 1
+{ex’(0)o’e1(0) /[’ (0) +aa’ (0) T} .
In our case we have a fixed 5 pole
aa(t) =1,
0D, Amati, S. Fubini, and A. Stanghellini, Nuovo Cimento

2(6, 896 (1962); S. Mandelstam, dbid. 30, 1127 (1963); 30, 1148
1963).

Br=06 ghu
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giving
ao(f) =a,(0)
~0.
Therefore the cut contribution to the differential cross
section is given by

do/di~[s**®=1/(Ins+const) P

~ SHQ.

5.0 GeV/c

2
11.0 GeV/c

10°
16.0 GeV/c

4o (ub/(Gevrc)*)

TT=T"TT

52 1 1 1 I L i L
10°05 02 0% 06 8 10

J=t (GeV/c)

Fig. 3. Differential cross section for yp—n*n. Data from Ref. 6.
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Because of the slow logarithmic variation, this satisfies
Leader’s third condition.

The reaction yp—n+#x has been treated in a pole+cut
approach by Frgyland and Gordon,"* Henyey et al.,'*!3
and Blackmon et al.'* The model of Ref. 11 contained
evasive m and p exchanges and their respective cut con-
tributions, which were of adjustable strength. Using 18
free parameters, they were able to represent the differ-
ential cross section. We note that their differential cross
section has a dip at t~m.,?, the depth of which increases
with increasing energy, in contrast with our model.
Reference 13 used m, p, and A4, exchanges with adjust-
able cuts generated by absorption. Twelve free param-
eters were used. As in the previous model of Frgyland
and Gordon," this gives a dip which becomes more
prominent with increasing energy. The agreement for
large ¢ is somewhat unsatisfactory. The model of
Blackmon et al* used an elementary = exchange
[a-(£)=0] plus a Reggeized evasive 4. exchange.
Since their 7 is elementary, there were no free param-
eters for this exchange. However, the 4, exchange in-
volved five free parameters. The fit to the experimental
data was reasonable.

Our model, which employs Reggeized =, p, and 4,
exchanges plus absorptive correction cuts, at the ex-
pense of only five free parameters, is able to reproduce
the features of the experimental data. We feel that this
work is additional evidence of the importance of Regge
cuts especially for m-exchange reactions.!s

For the calculations we used an exact partial-wave
summation of 30 partial waves calculated with a 48-
point Gaussian quadrature. Experience has shown that
sufficient accuracy is obtained in this manner.
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