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The chiral SU(3) X SU(3) Lagrangian including (3,3) + (3,3)-type symmetry breaking is applied to the
investigation of meson-baryon scattering lengths. The effect of the N*(1236) is taken into account. It is
shown that a consistent picture of pion-nucleon and K-meson-nucleon scattering lengths can be obtained for
a range of values of the arbitrary parameter Z occurring in the w NN* coupling. The value Z =0 is
required by the asymptotic behavior of a certain combination of the pion-nucleon amplitudes, whereas
Z = —1/2 seems to be preferred by the P-wave pion-nucleon scattering lengths. The value of the pion-
nucleon coupling constant f? is also calculated as a function of Z.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the introduction of the phenomenological
chiral Lagrangians by Weinberg,' a great many
applications of this method have been made in
describing low-energy processes.>? While the
meson-meson scattering processes canbe adequate -
ly described in this formalism, its application
to meson-baryon processes has not met with un-
qualified success.

The basic SU(3) X SU(3)-invariant chiral La-
grangian suitable for meson-baryon scattering
was written down by Weinberg, Wess and Zumino,
Giirsey, and others, but it was Peccei’® who first
made a systematic study of the low-energy pion-
nucleon scattering parameters in the chiral La-
grangian formulation. He, in fact, extended the
model by including a TNN*(1236) interaction which
allowed him to calculate the N* contribution to the
S- and P-wave scattering lengths. However, his
results for the P-wave scattering length in the
isospin-odd and J = 3 state and for the S-wave scat-
tering length in the isospin-even state were rather
unsatisfactory. He pointed out that a possible ex-
planation of the S-wave result might be a failure
to include a contact term for the isospin-even am-
plitude. This contact term was believed to be
present in the phenomenological Lagrangian so as
to cancel the unacceptable asymptotic behavior
of the N* amplitude.

More recently, new low-energy nN differential
elastic cross-section data* have become available,
making it possible to obtain more accurate values
of the low-energy pion-nucleon scattering param-
eters.® Olsson and Osypowski® have constructed
a simple current-algebra model for 7N elastic
scattering including the usual o term, the nu-
cleon Born term, a p exchange term, the N*
contribution, and another term called the diffrac-
tive term. This diffractive term in the B* am-
plitude is supposed to account for diffractive ef-
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fects usually considered only at higher energies. Itis
interesting to observe that this diffractive term con-
tributes 0.034 to ag and the ¢ term contrib-
utes 0.012, whereas the nucleon and the A
total of —0.006.- This is exactly analogous to the cal-
culation of Peccei,® who found that the nucleonand A
contributions to a5 are -0.011 and -0.050, so that
in order to obtain a scattering length a’s= -0.001,
he needed a contact-term contribution of +0.060.

The question therefore naturally arises wheth-
er this contact term, in the language of Peccei,®
or the diffractive term, in the language of Olsson
and Osypowski,® is really necessary or whether
there is an alternative way of explaining the a’
scattering length in the current-algebra or chiral
Lagrangian framework. The diffractive term, as
emphasized by Olsson and Osypowski, is necessary
to explain the detalied structure of the pion-nu-
cleon scattering amplitude, but if we restrict our-
selves to the consideration of only the scattering
lengths, a chiral Lagrangian model should suffice
without any ad hoc terms since after all the chiral
Lagrangians were designed specifically for this
purpose. It appears to us that a systematic way
of studying this question is to write down the most
general chiral Lagrangian including the symmetry-
breaking terms. Indeed, we will show that the
extra contribution to the ay scattering length need-
ed to cancel the large-N* contribution can indeed
come from symmetry-breaking effects without
disturbing any of the good results of Peccei and
others on other amplitudes.

Since Gell-Mann’ proposed the idea of an approxi-
mate chiral symmetry of the strong interactions,
the most popular approach has been to assume that
the symmetry-breaking interaction Hamiltonian
belongs to the (3, 3) + (3, 3) representation of SU(3)
X SU(3). Although several authors® have recently
added a term belonging to the (8, 8) representation,
we will confine our discussion here to the (3,3)
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+ (3, 3) which is motivated in part by analogy with
the structure of mass terms in the quark model.
However, the phenomenological chiral Lagrangian
will be written down following the very general
treatment given by McDonald and Rosen.® Indeed,
they have written down the chiral Lagrangian for
the meson-baryon scattering processes involving
all possible types of symmetry breaking but un-
fortunately the number of parameters in this theory
is much too large. Although one hopes to be able
to determine these parameters from the masses
of the baryons and the S-wave pion-nucleon and

K -meson-nucleon scattering lengths, it is dif-
ficult to do so in view of the uncertainties of these
scattering lengths.

There is an additional complication due to an
unknown parameter in the TNN* interaction La-
grangian which has recently attracted considerable
attention'© in the literature. This unknown param-
eter Z was taken to be equal to —3 by Peccei,
while other authors have preferred it to be +3 or
-3. It is one of our purposes to try to fix this
parameter from three different angles. First, we
will show that the asymptotic behavior of the pion-
nucleon scattering amplitudes can constrain the

value of Z, although unfortunately not uniquely.
Secondly, we will reexamine the Adler-Weisberger
theorem following Brown, Pardee, and Peccei'!
and calculate the pion-nucleon coupling constant

as a function of Z. Again unfortunately, we will
show that the dependence of Z is so weak that no
firm conclusion can be drawn from this approach
either. Thirdly, we will calculate the S-wave
pion-nucleon and K -meson-nucleon scattering
lengths using the effective Lagrangian and then
predict the P-wave pion-nucleon scattering lengths.
Again, we will find that the scattering lengths can
not strongly constrain the value of Z.

However, taking all these approaches together,
we will try to show that a value of Z equal to zero
is not inconsistent with all the available experi-
mental data. This value Z =0 has the great merit
that it removes the necessity of the contact term
advocated by Peccei, without destroying any of the
beautiful features of this effective-Lagrangian
model. This is achieved by simply attributing the
correction to the scattering length to the sym-
metry-breaking terms which were not, to our
knowledge, included in phenomenological-Lagran-
gian calculations before.

II. THE EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

For meson-baryon scattering, the SU(3) X SU(3)-invariant chiral Lagrangian is, up to second-order

terms,

1 . 1 .
-Ly=Bly '8+mo)B+—————£2F BtyulfimmelfinMja"Mr"'F"(dukD+T'fiij)BquYsauMu (1)
T 0

where B and M are the usual 3 X 3 baryon and pseudoscalar-meson matrices, respectively, F, is the pion-
decay constant, and D/F, and F/F, are the symmetric and antisymmetric coupling constants.

The symmetry-breaking Lagrangian is

( 1 1
—Lgp= mo%EB [’Y (1 —%"};) +7' F‘Bz'] +B(uDy+ VF,)B lea’
T

T

X 1 1
+ B(” 'Dlz+ V'Fk)B [ﬁak (1 + W (11 - 6m2)> + _4_F—§d8kc II .+ _]TWMB Mk(—2m2 + %)}
T T T

11X MM IT
+B(ll” Dk+ V”Fk)B [5812 <1+ ISOF, (—2"'1.2 + 3)) +9—0;—,—£-(—2m2 + 3)+ dskc?%(—%m2+ 7:’)
T T

8m,? <X68,,
* 5m,(2m, + 3) \ 6F,°
where
X=MM,;, Y=dj MMM, T=dy,M,M,,

(Fo)ij= =ifpijy (Dy)i;=dyy, and m,, m, are Casimir eigenvalues,

my =3[ 1,2+ 12+ (By + 1)+ 6(k, + 1),

for the representation (u,, u,) of SU(3).
From (1), the relevant Yukawa couplings are

—Lyne =fNN'N7u75; < d¥TIN ’

-LNAK =fNAKN7uY5a“KA+ H.c. 3

My =4ty = 1) [y + 20,) (o + 20,) + 91y + 1, + 1)],

—-Lyck =sz:KN7u)’5.'F'-733“K+H.c. s 3)
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where
F+D 1+2a
Sfawe= w/_ZFO’ Suax= - 73 —=fnnes Suck= (1 -2a) ywes
and
o= F
“F+D°

Also, we have the contact terms from (1):

1 - - -
_LNNI"=Z'F_EN‘Y“T.‘"§M(;F.‘”)N, "LNNKK=
T

1 = . 3. .3
—Z-F—E(Ny“Ka“K N—N’}’“NK a“K). (4)
T

The relevant symmetry-breaking Lagrangians are from (2),

_m . my ___1__, -u+3v  -u’+3v
-Lsn-ﬁzWN)(ﬁ ) [— 8Vt Y e 20‘/_ (1-m,)
ST W < s 8 )}
20V3 1-gm+ m2'32m2+ 3) (5)
and
m m 1 —u+3v  —u'+ 3V —-u” 3" J
_L = 9 * [_——o- -— ! S -—
s2) T,f‘NN’K S S £ T TV A (o B
[, w+v u”+u”(_2_ 1 8m,? >]
SO (7 [ 25 e L o e )] ®)
On the other hand, the mass term is
~Linass = M BB(L+7)+ (1" + p" )BD B + (v' + v )BF B]. )
r
From (7) we identify the baryon masses as tion
8m,’ 2 ©)

’ ” \/_3'
My =my, [(1+Y)———M2—+‘/-§u—+—-2—(v'+ v")] ,

mz=mo\:(1+'}’)— “2-‘;-;” ——\/;:i‘(v’*'v”)} ’

W
m,:=m°[(1+}’)+ _‘/-—é_—] ,

my=m, [(1”) _—“—*ﬁf‘—] . (8)

These expressions satisfy the Gell-Mann-Okubo
mass formula as expected,

My+Mg _ Mp+3IMy
2 - 4 :

Clearly there are too many parameters for our
comfort and it is at this stage we make the assump-
tion that the symmetry breaking occurs in (m, m)
with a triangular representation of SU(3). Speci-
fically we assume that the symmetry-breaking
Lagrangian belongs to the (3, 3)+ (3, 3) representa-
tion so that we have p, =1, p,=0 and hence m,

=3, my= -2, In this case, because of the rela-

my@m,+3) 32y
the parameters p” and v” become redundant, as
we can easily see from (5) and (6) and hence we
can replace p’+ p” and v’ +v” by two parameters
W and 7, respectively,
Thus in the case of (3,3)+ (3, 3) symmetry-break-
ing, we have

—Lgg(nN)= (ITIN)n‘ﬂ
(-}'+ V3y' , kv -E+3D‘>
U3 6 T 12/3
10
_LSB(KN)=7?@3NNK°K (10)
x(—2y+wf§y' -u+3v H+3'17>
3 T 6 2473

+—F—2-0\71'N) (K"‘rK)( Lok + l;g)

and the masses are given by
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—myl+ 3my ¥
My=Mmy+myY + ———J—Zﬁ ,
Mgk + 3myV
e rle b
2V3 11)

Mg =My+ MyyY —

_ i
myg —mo+m07+-7_:3—- N

M

73

The four mass relations involve four unknown pa-
rameters, but on account of the Gell-Mann-Okubo

mass formula, only three of these parameters can
be determined:

My =mMy+ Myy —

My + My

my(l+7y)= 3

=1.1540,

mTi=0.0666,
m,v=-0.2192.

III. THE SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

Using the symmetric effective Lagrangians given
above, the contributions to the invariant ampli-
tudes A and B for meson-baryon scattering are
easily obtained from the relevant Feynman dia-
grams. We get

A*(nN) = 4m1vfmv12 s
A~(mN)=0,

1 1
+ = 2 2
B*(nN) = ~4my’ fyn, <s —my " u _mNz> ’ (12)

- 1
BY(1N) =557 = Y um’

1 1
'4mzv2fum2(s “my? t o me) ’

and

A[K*p)= E onyxz[mN"‘ my

y=A,LC

. (m, —my)(m,+ mN)Z:l ,

U —m®
+ 1 2 (mN+m )2
B(KP)=-F2+nyNK 1+ u'_'mi ’
T y y

(13)

2
AK™n) =fong {mﬂ"‘ mg 4+ (m,: _mN)(m§+ ) :l )
u—myg

(mg + my)? ] ,

. 1
BE')= - gr + fows” |1+ - my

where s, t,u are the usual Mandelstam variables.
The symmetry-breaking Lagrangian give

. ~ 2m0<-7+ V3 —up+3v -+ 3'17)
AN T3t~ s )
A*(nN) = B*(nN) = B~(N) = 0. (14)

and
_my [ 2y+V3y' u+dv L )
Al(KN)‘TV?<' 3 T3 Te/3/’
(15)
_my [ 2y+V3y' Bu+3v 24+ 37)
Ao(KN)“'F?(‘ 3 "3 " o3 )

where the subscripts in the KN amplitudes denote
isospin. Using these scattering amplitudes, we
can obtain the pion-nucleon and K -meson-nucleon
scattering lengths. But before we do this, let us
calculate the contribution of the spin-% resonance.
We shall write the 7TNN* interaction Lagrangian
in the form

4h
LN*NI=7$ueuvlpav¢ ’ (16)
where
0 =8gu+ar,y, 17

with a= —3(1+ 22) and the spin-3 propagator in the
form

P+M
‘Puu(P)=(;z'_—M)z‘ [—guw‘gﬁff’ul’ﬁ%nn
1
+531 YuPy —Y.,Pu)} . (18)
This gives
qeo 160° /2 [(M+mN)q32x+%(M - my)(Eg+my)?
3m,” 1 s -M?

+(a,+a,s)+ (s--u)] ,

Bt= 164 / 2 [qﬂzx_é(ER+mN)2
3m,7\ 1 s-M?

(19)

+ (Do +,5)% (s -u)} ,
where x = cosé,
a, =—6—111—/IT[2MS+ My (=14 4Z +42°) + 3myM?

+2m 2 (M +my)+ 4m M (Z + 222)] ,

2

37 [my(22+2)+ M(22% + 2)],

a=-

b°=§11W'[(M +my)+ 2myM(4Z + 82%)

+my*(8Z +42%) - 4m,2Z],
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and gz and E, are the pion-nucleon center-of- mass momentum and nucleon energy at the reso-

nance energy.
Using these results, it is straightforwardto calculate the S-wave and P-wave pion-nucleon scat-

tering lengths, and we obtain

. 1 22 m, 161%m,? 2
"ls = Fr s m, fmy) <4m,,2/m,2_1 + 2F,2) * S e m gy L 280
+ _ 1 4mNm'f2 1 128h2m,[ o 1 2
"els = = (T m, Imy) dmyt —m,2  An(l+ m,/my)  9MZ (M1 -2 -22%) + my(s+ 2° - 2)]
1 2m,m (y-ﬁy’ u=3v —H+3ﬁ>
“ar(l+m,/my) F,° ° 3 76 "T12v3 /¢
. 1 4myPm, 2 f?
TUP3/27 T g AL+ my/my) [(my —m, )2 = my7]
2 1 161%m, [1 < 1 1 ) 17(2) ]
Y3 @@ em,/my) 3 2\my+my -M ~ my-my,-M +m,,—m,,—M ?
et =2 1 4my*m,’ f*
P32 3 4n(1+ my/my) [(my —m, ) —=my’]
2 1 32h*m, P( 1 1 > 1 (2) J
T8 4n(l+m,/my) 3 2\ gt my, M iy —m, —M) Ty —m, —M 1’
. . m2 . om, .
MyQp | jo=Melp g/ —Tn',:_NE'as'*' W;;;Bo,
m 3

m
T + T BO
2 7T 8mmy °

+ +
MyQp | 2= MyQp 3 )0 =5
/ 2" am

where

1
7 (2)= Tm-g[wz(l +42%+22Z) - 2m,*(1+422+42Z)+ 2m,*(=1+42?)

+mymy(-4+8Z)+2myM(1 —-42%)+ 2m, M(1+ 12Z%+ 42)],
'(@2)=1"(2),

+ - 16mN3f2
By2)=- 1';1,(47;1,\.E - m,z)

32n%
L L [ZMZ(-1+4Z2)+4mN2(3 -4Z%)+4m,2(1-42%+ Amy (my® = m,?)
9 4M7qy M r

2 2)2
+4m,,M+33"—”—M‘2—’”'-)—(-1+422)] ,

272 m,>
dmg/my2 -1 2F.2

B3 (2)=

1642
+_9MT}:I_T{(ZZ + Z)(M2 —mN2 - m,2)2(2mN2+ ZMN1W+ m'2)
R

+AmyZ MM® = my® - m%)? = (2myPm,” + m,* = myM®)]
+2m P Z[2M% (my® + m,®) = (M*+ 5y )]+ Mmp[ (M? = m,?)? — mp? (MP + m,?))

+3my2(M? = my?)(BM? — my?) + am, 2 [ (M? = m,2)? — m 2 (3my? + 10M3)]}.

79

(20)

(21)

All these results agree precisely with those of Peccei for Z= -, as we can easily show by a straightfor-

ward, albeit tedious, calculation.
Finally, the S-wave and P-wave K -N scattering lengths are given by
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mxzfymrz

G2

1 - my [mk
measKN) 41(1+ my/m,) LF,? +,§E My+my —my *

my —my —Mmg

my (2v+V3y'  u+3v L ]
*F."”< 3 "3 Tevs) 8@
0 _ my 2 my’ 2 my® G*
m,as(KN) = An(1+ my/my [—fmm Mg+ My — g +3f ke . + My — 1y — g
my (2y+V3Y S5u+3v 20+ 35) }
—F—'e'( 3 + =73t

Sy i my+m,)?

(2)
1

m,ax s’ [
P32 ™ 3 47r(1+mK/mN) yoior (My+my, —my)?

GZ

my —my+my

+
(my —my —myg)* -

map, ,,=m,ak -m's a‘+ﬂ———1+2f
n“P1 /2 “P3/2 4m'N! S 8.”.mN F,’ yehor ¥y

—-my +my

’ [l * (mN(T:n:(;:lyjzm,"’ ]

+g2(Z)] ,

* (my —my)* —m

where

g),(Z)=

3my® (my —myg)® -

H? <(M —my —my)(4my® — qp?%) + 6Mqg?

7 +g3(Z)} ’

k4t

+ —2—;7;{2M3+ 3myM? — my® + 2m 2 (M + my)
+my(M+ my) + 422 [ 2Mm(dmy — my) + my2(my + my) — (my — my)°]
+4Z[4mym (M + my) - mxz(M+mN+mK)]}> ,

M+ My +My)
(my —my)® —-M*

_ HP (M —my —my)(dmy® - qg%) + 6Mgg?
L T B (T e

+ 7M27-[(2M+mu —m}()zz+ W+mN)Z]}!

g:(2)= Hz.[( 4z’ - 4my’ M2+W{(M+m") +4Z my(my+ 4M) + (my, - mg)?)+ 4Z[ 2my(my + M) - m,f]}).

3my® \(my - my) -
IV. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE N* AMPLITUDE

Let us introduce the invariant amplitude A’ by

A’ =A+t—f4T;TN!-mNB, (23)

which at £=0 reduces to the amplitude G(s, 0) de-
fined by Peccei. Now asymptotically

32n? s?

A”(s,0)—~ “ o ——W"[“ 4a(1+a)]. (24)

For a= -1 which is the value used by Peccei, we
get

4h2s?

AT O -
T

agreeing with the result of Peccei. If we now de-

—
mand that A”*(s, 0) should go to zero as s ~, we
must have

a=-3,
i.e.,
Z=0.

It should be noted here that the choice Z =0 makes
the amplitude A’*(s, 0) calculated from the Lagran-
gian model vanish at high energy. This does not,
of course, preclude the existence of the diffractive
term® since the latter is related to nonresonant
inelastic scattering.

On the other hand, the asymptotic behavior of
A’ (s, 0) comes out to be
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A'-(S, 0)= _?ﬂl—g—%ﬂr(s - mNz - m,z)
X [(M +my)+ m2(3+2a)(1+2a)], (25)

which agrees with Peccei’s result for a= -3. Thus,
following Peccei,!* we note that the Adler-Weis-
berger relation holds provided

f2=f2- _S)?—:IT[B(M +my)?+ 8m,%(3+ 2a)(1+2a)],

(26)

and using h?=0.29, and f,>=0.722 corresponding to
Zos’/4m=3.53 we find that

<—)—r—>2 =2.1006 + 0.004(3 + 2a)(1+ 24a) .

fo
The equation for a is
4a’+8a+c=0
where

o 21— (/)
c=3+——%o00a

For real a, we must have 4> ¢, which gives
(f/f,)? = 2.0966 .

Hence the minimum value of (f/f,) is 1.4479 which
occurs for a= -1, i.e., Z=3. Table I gives f/f,
as a function of Z. Clearly no value of Z can pro-
duce the experimental value of f/f,= 1,24 from

the asymptotic formula for A’"(s, 0) including only
the N* contribution.

V. CURRENT-ALGEBRA CONSTRAINTS
AND THE VALUE OF f?

Let us now define

S—-u t-m,
= » Vs
4mN 4mN

@m

Brown, Pardee, and Peccei'! have derived, from
current algebra, constraints on the amplitudes
A*(v,vg) and G~(v, vg), where

1642 (1
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TABLE 1. f/f, as a function of Z.

a VA f/fy
1 3 1.448
-1 0 1.449
-3 -4 1.450
0 - 1.454
- “(v,vp) -
G (v, vg)= (v, vg B (v, vg)

o, ()
A’(V ): N
»“B F'Z
2 y 4 2 2
+ £ [1+<—”15> a+-—-Vib+ <—B—-> c] ,
My my, my my

(28)

where o,y is the pion-nucleon ¢ sigma term, a, b,
c are dimensionless functions and the coupling
constant g2 is related to f2 by f2=g %m,?/16mm,>.
At v=0, vg=0, this gives

- 2 2 4
A*(v, Va):-—-——z———c'”(;? 2m, ) + Zg;- [1 +< :Z;) ajl .
T

(29)

The second current-algebra constraint is
. g® 1
G (V, VE) = —-m +—2PFl(t)

1 m, \° 2v g v \?2 _}
g7\ (ng) ) e () 7
(30)
where F(¢) is the isovector nucleon electromag-
netic form factor and d, e, f are dimensionless

functions. It is a simple matter to obtain the N*
contributions to A*(v, vg) and G™(v, v5) and we have

32n2 (2M + my)m,*
9m,> MZ(M? - my°)

AZ(O, 0) == (3 1)

and

Gi(y, v8)=m—2—;l-b-[24mN2M2V32+ 2my v (TM* + 10M3my, — 2Mmy° + 4M?m,% + 2Mmym, + (my? — m,%)?)
T

+m (M + my® + dmyM) + 2m 2 (M + my)> (M = my) (@M + my) + (M = my)? (M + my)*]

M+ my) —4m,2Z - 8myzZ?) } ,

where D= (M? —my®+ 2myvg)? —4my®1?, This ex-
pression agrees with that of Brown et al. for

= —%. Since A*(0,0) is independent of Z, the
value of the pion-nucleon coupling constant,

(32)

2 2 2
fz__ g mr mv
Y-

— + UrN
16mmy® ~ 16mmy [A ©,0) - F71’

(33)
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obtained by Brown et al. using Adler’s determina-
tion of A* and o, =105 MeV remains unchanged,
i.e., f2=0.080. On the other hand, the use of

G~ (v, vg) for the evaluation of f? is dependent on

Z., In fact, we find from the expression given above
that

G~(0,0)="17.9468+ 1.3565Z ,
G0, —m,?/2my?) = —14.8999 + 1.3565Z ,
G~ (m,, -m,?/2my?)=0.3375+ 1.3565Z — 1.356422,

The relevant formulas for f2 are then

2 2
sy f2_ My n,
@) __TIG’II'F, [1+4.16( N)

2
~(6.1531+ 1.05032)<m' ) ]
my

m,?
Y
=0,0767 -0.0011Z,

G-(0,0)

2
(ii) f2= Tg’%,[l +0.2553 +0.0232(22 - Z)]

m?
81; G0, -m,*/2my)

=0.0774+0.0011(Z% - Z),
2 _ mfz 2
(iid) f -W[1+0.0058+0.0232(2 -2)

2
ml’
8T

=0.0744 +0.0011(22 - Z).

G~ (my, —m,2/2my)

Here we have used the nucleon’s form factor as

mf
my

2
F;’(t=2m,2)=1+4.1s( ) F0)=1,

and the value of G~ used by Brown et al.,'? i.e.,

m 2
E-G (0, —m,*/2my)=0.0206,

2
’;‘; [G(0,0) =G(0, —m,2/2m,)] =0.0126,

m,’
8w

[G(m,, -m,2/2my)] = 0.0289 .

TABLE II. Values of 10%2,

Z v=0, vp=0 v=0, vp=—m,*/2my v=m,, vp=—m,"/2my

0 76.7 7.4 4.4
-1 77.0 77.7 74.7
-1 7.3 78.2 75.2

3 76.1 77.1 74.1

Thus we get the values of 2 seen in Table II. We
note that the threshold determinations give con-
sistently lower values of f2 while Z = -3 gives f2
closest to its presently accepted value of 0.08.

VI. EVALUATION OF THE SCATTERING LENGTHS

For the evaluation of the scattering lengths, we
have used as input'?

meas(nN) = -0,005, m,al(KN)=-0.29,
m.a%(KN) = -0.01,

as well as the following values of the constants:

_f 101 _ .
Suwe=— =5 .1306 = 12362 GeV™,
1+2a
fuak= _—‘/'g_fNN,= -1.52 GeV™?,
Suex=(1=20)f yy, = 14472 GeV™?,
a=0.4,

K*=0.29, G*/41=0.32, H?/4m=1.9,
F,=92.56 MeV.

The three mass relations and the three S-wave
scattering lengths determine six parameters,

my(1+7)=1.1540, myy’'=0.0156,
Mok =0.0725, m,u=0.0666,
myv=0.0835, mv=-0.2192,

where m, can be estimated from the experimental
value of the o term,

2 c -m L+ 3m, U

where we have assumed the symmetry-breaking
Hamiltonian to be of the form Hgg = cqu, + cq, U
with ¢ =cy/c, and where u,, u, are the even-parity
SU(3) singlet operator and T=Y =0 member of
the octet of operators in (3,3)+ (3,3). Comparing
with (7)

Cothg=MgYBB ++ ¢+,

cgg=myuBDB + m,VBF B,

(35)

so that the expression for o,y in terms of u, and u,,

0,N=—§- (%"‘7%‘) ((I\I[u0|N)+7.1_§-(N[u8|N)) ,

immediately leads to the equation (34). The value
of c is given by

_ m2 —m? _
C—Zﬁ W-— 1.2513

Using the experimental determination of o, (¢
E 2m,?) and taking into account the correction given



16 MESON-BARYON SCATTERING LENGTHS IN A CHIRAL...

83

TABLE III, 7N scattering lengths as a function of Z.

Nucleon Direct A

contribution contribution contribution Total Experiment

m,ag 0.0008 0.1015 Z=-%: 0.0004 0.0800 0.087+0.002
Z=-%: 0.0001 0.0797
Z= }: 0.0001 0.0797
Z= 0: 0.0005 0.0801

ma} —0.0106 Symmetry-breaking Z=-3:-0.0502 -0.0167 —0.005+0.002
term: 0.0441 Z=-%:-0.0570 ~0.0235
Z= 3: 0 0.0335
Z= 0:-0.0385 —0.0050

myGp3/; —0.0550 Z=-%:-0.0273 -0.0823 -—0.081+0.002
Z=-4:-0.0278 —0.0828
Z= %:-0.0373 —0.0923
Z= 0:-0.0287 —0.0837

myaps/,  0.0550 Z=-%: 0.0739  0.1289 0.133

Z=-%: 0.0728 0.1278
Z= }: 0.0538 0.1088
Z= 0: 0.0711  0.1261

miapq/; —0.0549 0.0081 Z=—%: 0.0295 —0.0191 -0.013x0.002
Z=-%: 0.0647 0.0161
Z= 1: 0.0918 0.0432
Z= 0: 0.0223 -0.0263

mgap i/, —0.1082 Z=_%: 0.0506 —0.0579 -0.056

Z=-}%: 0.0487 —0.0598
Z= %: 0.0294 -0.0791
Z= 0: 0.0479 -0.0606

by Pagels,'* the value of 0,,(¢=0) is about 36 MeV,
which requires

my=803 MeV .

This shows that the bare nucleon mass is close to
the physical nucleon mass and indicates that the
symmetry-breaking contribution is small but not
insignificant.

Finally, we calculate the P-wave pion-nucleon
scattering lengths as a function of Z and compare
them withexperimental data. The results are given
in Table IOI. The KN scattering lengths for Z=0
are given in Table IV.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

It is clear therefore that a consistent picture of
low-energy meson-baryon scattering is possible
within the framework of a chiral SU(3) x SU(3)
effective Lagrangian including (3, 3)+ (3, 3) sym-
metry breaking. There are quite a few parameters
in the theory coming from the symmetry-breaking
term as well as one parameter from the TNN* in-
teraction Lagrangian. We have tried to constrain
these parameters from the low-energy experimen-
tal data and it seems to us that the parameters
occurring in the symmetry-breaking term can be

TABLE IV. KN scattering lengths (Z=0).

Direct Nucleon Y £(1385) Symmetry-breaking
contribution contribution contribution contribution Total Experiment
m"a‘s -0.4195 -0.0351 0.2506 -0.085 -0.29 -0.29
(input)
m,,ag s -0.0880 0.7517 -0.6737 -0.01 -0.01
(input)
myabss coe 0.0143 -0.0023 0.012 0.024+0.006
myaby; —0.0157 —0.0062 0.0021 —-0.0005 0.020 0.026%0.002
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obtained from the baryon masses and three S-wave
scattering lengths so as to agree with the pion-
nucleon o term. A great advantage of the pheno-
menological Lagrangian we have used is that we

do not now need any more ad hoc assumptions to
reproduce the value of ay. It is to be remembered
that Peccei tried to cancel the large-N* contribu-
tion to this scattering length by an assumed contact
term, whereas Olsson and Osypwski® introduced a
diffractive term to serve essentially the same
purpose. The point of view we have adopted is that
the large-N* contribution can be cancelled by the
symmetry-breaking term, and, in fact, we can use
the value of a§ as input in order to determine the
parameters of the symmetry-breaking terms, thus
avoiding the necessity of introducing any ad hoc
term to explain the very small, experimental value
of this quantity. Similar is the case with the
Y¥(1385) contributions to the S-wave K -N scattering
lengths.

We must emphasize here once again that we have
concerned ourselves only with the scattering
lengths and not with any detailed behavior of the
scattering amplitude. It is probably difficult for
a simple Lagrangian model like the one we have
used to explain such detailed properties as the
discrepancy between the threshold and crossing
points in the forward. amplitude. As Olsson and
Osypowski have pointed out, the N* resonance is
alone responsible, in such simple models, for the
amplitude AF =F*(v=1, t=0)-F*(v=0, t=0),
where F=A + vB with the nucleon pole removed.
But the N* can account for only  of the total so that
an extra contribution is necessary, which was
called the diffractive term by Olsson and Osypow -
ski. This problem cannot be solved in the La-
grangian model by any choice of symmetry-break-
ing parameters. Moreover, although by a suitable

choice of symmetry breaking it is possible to ob-
tain the meson-nucleon scattering lengths as we
have shown, there are, of course, other require-
ments that must be met. For example, the ¢ de-
pendence of the pion-nucleon scattering amplitude
A*(v=0, ¢{) must agree with experiment but N* alone
cannot account for the proper ¢ dependence. The
symmetry-breaking term is important here but
the one we have chosen is {-independent so that the
observed!® A*(0, t) cannot be fitted. A detailed
amplitude analysis in the Lagrangian model will
face these difficulties, but for scattering lengths
only it seems to us that a consistent application

of the effective Lagrangians is not only possible
but also very useful for a unified treatment of all
meson-baryon scattering.

The P-wave scattering lengths we have obtained
(Table III) all agree with the experimental values
for various values of Z, although Z =3 seems to be
rather less satisfactory than Z=0, -3, and -%.
But in view of the uncertainties of the experimental
numbers, it is not possible to draw any firm con-
clusion on this point.

On the other hand, the asymptotic behavior of
A’* amplitude requires Z=0 and it seems to us
that such a value of Z is not inconsistent with the P-
wave scattering lengths. Moreover, as we see
from Table II and Table IV, this value of Z also
gives a reasonable value of the coupling constant
f? and of the P-wave KN scattering lengths, re-
spectively. A firm statement on the value of Z
is only possible when we have more accurate values
of the scattering lengths, but in this work our
primary concern has been to show that a reason-
ably consistent picture of low-energy meson-baryon
scattering in the context of phenomenological chiral
Lagrangians is possible without any ad koc as-
sumptions.
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