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The crossing-symmetric amplitude possessing Regge behavior for 7N scattering is con-
structed using suitable combinations of beta-function terms and ¢-dependent form factors.
The input parameters obtained from nucleon-pole and low-energy pion-nucleon resonances
are being used to predict the charge-~exchange polarizations, forward differential cross
sections, and 7*p and 77p backward differential cross sections. The theoretical predictions

agree reasonably well with experimental data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The most attractive feature of a Veneziano-type
amplitude! is that it can describe both the high-
energy and the low-energy regions of any scatter-
ing process. The conventional high-energy Regge-
pole amplitude describes the average behavior of
the low-energy region.? In general, the Regge am-
plitude can successfully predict the large-s be-
havior for small ¢ or small % only. The amplitude
when extrapolated should give the observed prop-
erties of the f~ and u-channel resonances. But
the amplitude parametrized in terms of Regge
poles does not show the observed behavior for any
process of the low-energy region with the accuracy
demanded from the principle of duality. The Ve-
neziano-type expression for the amplitude can be
expressed either in terms of low-energy resonance
parameters of the s channel or in terms of residue
functions of crossed channels. In principle, the
resonance parameters alone should be able to pre-
dict the high-energy forward, backward differen-
tial cross sections, polarizations, etc. Several
authors® have met with partial success with the
Veneziano-type amplitude in.the pion-nucleon sys-
tem where extensive experimental information is
available. In spite of good results at high s and
small ¢ predicted from the low-energy resonance
parameters, the 7~p backward differential cross
sections are predicted to be 2000 times larger
than the observed values.® We have attempted here
with the Veneziano-type amplitude to predict the
observed 77p backward differential cross sections,
charge-exchange forward differential cross sec-
tions, polarizations, and 7*p backward differen-
tial cross sections. We have introduced ¢-depen-
dent form factors to the A; trajectory consistent
with the requirement of Regge asymptotic be-
havior, crossing symmetry, and poles at points
corresponding to resonances.

In this investigation, the elastic scattering po-

joo

larization is not considered at all. The polariza-
tion for any process is caused by the interference
between the spin-flip and the spin-nonflip ampli-
tudes. In the nonflip amplitudes, the dominating
part comes from the “Pomeranchukon” amplitude.
There is no “Pomeranchukon” amplitude in the
flip amplitudes. In the dual approach to this in-
vestigation, the “Pomeranchukon” amplitude is
absent. Therefore, the elastic polarization arises
largely due to interference with a dominating
“Pomeranchukon” amplitude in the nonflip ampli-
tudes with the flip amplitudes. Since our present
investigation uses the dual approach, the elastic
polarization is not considered. v

Usually, a Veneziano-type amplitude allows only
constant residues for its representations. Since
the constant residues for the A; resonance fail
completely to predict backward differential cross
sections for mN scattering, simple combinations of
beta-function terms for such an amplitude are not
adequate to predict simultaneously all data which
are observed these days. Therefore, Veneziano-
type amplitudes with constant residues require
modifications for a full description of the real
world. The minimum change we want to make for
the amplitude without violating crossing symmetry
and asymptotic behavior is to introduce exponen-
tially ¢-dependent form factors for the residues
of the A5 resonance in order to predict simulta-
neously n~p, n*p backward differential cross sec-
tions, charge-exchange polarizations, and forward
differential cross sections.

The aim of the present investigation is to cor-
relate successfully the low-energy resonance pa-
rameters with the high-energy differential cross
sections and polarizations. For this purpose, we
have introduced two fermion trajectories N, and
As. Since the contribution due to the N, trajecto -
ry* is insignificant according to the work of
Barger and Olsson, we have not considered it
here at all. The usual p and P’ along with their
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daughters p’ and P” occur in our formulations of
Veneziano-type beta-function terms. Both p and
P’ trajectories choose nonsense with no extra
power of @. Another p, trajectory half a unit be-
low the p trajectory is introduced here. Our work
resembles to a great extent that of Fenster and
Wali® except that we have introduced ¢-dependent
form factors to A; trajectories.

In the u channel, the MacDowell symmetry re-
lates F“)(J, V&) to F(7)(J, =Vu) such that
F(J,Vu)==F (J,-vu). This symmetry can
be continued for complex J and, therefore, places
a significant restriction on «#-channel Regge tra-
jectories. The trajectories and residues of (+) and
(=) poles are related by

at(Vu)=a (-Vu)
and
B*(Vu)=-B~(-Vu) .

Nature does not seem to obey the MacDowell re-
flection symmetry. For the nucleon

N, (938,07 P =4"), Ng(938,JF=3") should be ob-
served due to MacDowell symmetry. Since there
is no 3~ particle with mass ~nucleon, we are left
with no alternative but not to consider the Ny tra-
jectory at all. In other words, one should assume
N, trajectory chooses nonsense at a~(vVu)=% in
order that the residue ¥y~ (vu) vanish there. The
five dominant 7= § resonances fall nicely on a A
trajectory with its lowest state A;(1236, 3*) reso-
nance. But there is no D, state with mass ~1236
for the MacDowell reflection of the P,,(1236).
Therefore, we do not strictly consider the N, tra-
jectory. Also the contributions due to N, trajec-
tory® is insignificant according to the work of
Barger and Olsson.

Lie—a(t)TGm = a,(s) |

Since in the Veneziano representations the col-
lisions between different Regge trajectories to
produce cuts are not allowed, we are free to
choose as many trajectories as we require to pre-
dict observed facts. The p, trajectory with the
same quantum numbers of the usual p is essential
to predict the charge-exchange (CEX) polariza-
tion data. Indeed, it is intended to reproduce some
features of cuts in absorption fits translated into
Regge-pole-plus-cut parametrizations. Inthe 1N
system, the ¢-(f - ') cut is equivalent to the p,tra-
jectory in the Veneziano representations in some
sense, although they play significant parts in dif-
ferent models.

In Sec. II, we construct the invariant amplitudes
with suitable choice of beta-function terms. Sec-
tion IIT deals with determination of parameters
and numerical evaluation of the model.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF AMPLITUDE

To construct a Veneziano-type pion-nucleon
scattering amplitude, one has to take care of
s - u crossing symmetry. It is well known that

AP (s, t,u)=+ AP (u, t,s) .
Regge asymptotic behavior for large s and fixed
t gives

A(s,t)——s““), B(S,t)-sa(t)-l, (1)
where a(t) is the appropriate exchanged meson
trajectory, and for large s and fixed « gives

Als,u) - s*W=1/2 B(s, u) .~ s*w-1/2 (2)

where a(u) refers to the exchanged fermion trajec-

tory.
We are using the following notations for the Euler
functions®:

Tn-a()TGEm - o, (w) (3)

Bi(”y %m) = I‘(n+ %m - a(t) -, (S))

T(n+sm - alt)-a, () ’

B, 1) = "E (T In = ar, ()= @, ()

TGEm-a,(s)CGm- a,(u)
T(m- a,(s)- a,(u) ’

B(3m,3m)=

_I'Gm=-a, (s)TGn-oa, () . Igm=-a, (W) In- a,(s)) @)
Tim+4n —a, (W)—-a,(s) ’

(5)

Here x denotes the fermion trajectories N, and A;. The C functions, where C(x, y) =T(x)I'(y)/T(x+y - 1),
are defined in a similar fashion. Below, we write A, A"*), B~), and B‘*) which satisfy s-u crossing
and display Regge behavior and have resonance poles on Regge trajectories.

A=)

——=(a1’—91')[CgNa(1,%)+C;,a %7% ]+81_[ ;1”0:(1’ %)‘*‘C&a(%, % ]
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A(+
T4y 1[Ch Na(ly 2)+CN (2, 9]
{l:d+<1+——§—->+c ]CP’A5(19 HN-c CA‘5 2,3)- d"(1+ )CP”A5(2 3)} ePlt=t%) , G
B( -\[ pt 1 1 1 11
=(B] = o) Box(1, 2) + Bylz, 3)]+ ¢1[Bp1Na(1! 3)+ By, (3,3)]
+{[a'+b <1+2 ):]B+'A5(1’ 2)+[ '<1+'2—;—2-)— a']BAa(é, )
(1+ >[B+’A5(2s 2)+B 2, z)]l At =t¥) ’ (8)
B -
= BilBoy, (1,2)+ By, 5, 2)]

{[a +b+(1+ f] )]B,,Aau,g) a* B3 (3, 3) - b+<1+—2—;—2)B;.,AG(Z,%)}e”““*) , (9)

where ¢* is the value of ¢ at the Ay resonance and ¢ is the s-channel center-of-mass momenta of the 7N
system. For large s and fixed ¢, we have

)
R (07 - a7 )T(1- a (1)) (bs)*P (1= e~t"%p(#)) — 97T (1~ @, (t) (Bs)*pft)(1 = et pult)y

—[d-(1+§§]—§) * C'}I‘(l -a, ()) (Bs)*F D) (1 = gmimed8)y el =e%)

+ d'<1 +§§I-§) r2- otp(t)) (6s)% O =1(1 + e-map(t))ec(t-t*) , (10)

(+) . :
in = @i T(1 - ap () (b) 2P (1 + e™imp (¥))

’ [d+<1 +—2_f75> * c+] T(1 = ap/(#)) (bs) “P/ D (14 gmimap ()P =%)

-dt <1 +—2—§3 )I‘(Z - apt)) (bs)apr(t)-l(l - e-hrapr(t))eD(t-t*) , (11)

(=)
_Bii;r_= (ﬁ;-— or)r(1 - otp(t))(bs) ocp(t)-l(l - e-iwtxp(t))+ o7 I(1- O‘pl(t)) (bs) apl(t)-x (1-e-im apl(t))

+[a'+b <1+§f]—)]1‘(1 @, (t)) (Bs) %O "Y1 = e™i™% (£)ygAlt=t%)

-b" <1+ t >I‘(2 o (t))(bs)"‘ (8)=2(1 4 gmimop())pAlt- -t%) , (12)
%='BTT(1—&pf(t))(bs)a"’(t)'l(l+e""°‘P'(‘))
[a +b+<1 +§fl—~>:|1"(1— ap/()) (bs) %P () =Y (1 4 gmimep (D)) BlE=2¥%)
+b*(1 +—2—;-2>r(2_ ap/(t)) (bs) P =2(1 ~ emimop (1) Bt =t%) (13)

For large s and fixed #, we have
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47

(=)
A_ =—af I‘(%— azva(u)) (bs)“N"‘(")'l/z(l + e-m[am(u)-l/z])

—C-F(% - aAé(u))(bS) aAa(u)-l/Z(l _‘e-iw[OLAa(u)—1/2])eC(mA52—s) , (14)

A(+)

—'—'(1:1—‘(’%— aNa(u)) (bs)aNa(“)'1/2(1+ e‘”[“}va(w'l/z])

47

+e'TE - aAa(“)) (bs)®astw =1/2(1 _ e-i?r[OCAg,(u)-l/z])eD(mAéz—s) , (15)

(-)
B Br (3~ a/\'a(“)) (bs)OCNa(u)-l/2(1+e-in[aNa(u)-!./Z])

41r=

+a'I"(§ - aAé(u))(bs)aAé(u) -1/2(1_ e-nr[aAé(u)-1/2])eA(mA52-s) , (16)

47

( +)
B =—ﬁfI‘(%— oy (u))(bs)aNa(u)—l/2(1+ e-z‘ﬂ'[aNa(u)-l/Z])
o

-a'TG- aAa(u))(bs)aAé(u)-l/Z(l_ e-in[ocAé(u)-1/2])eB(mA52-s) . 17

III. EVALUATION OF CONSTANTS AND RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the evaluation of the
parameters and compare our predictions with
experimental data.

In 77p backward scattering, only A; resonance
exchange takes place. Therefore it yields a;=a;.
The residues of B and B can be expressed easily
in terms of the pion-nucleon coupling constant g
at the nucleon pole,

287 =287 =g% (GeV/c)™2 .
The constants a~, a*, -, b*, ¢, ¢*, d-, and d*

can be evaluated from the residues of A; reso-
nance from the expressions®

100 E

P =5,
=591 GeVie

b/GeVieY] .
[ud e/C),]b

do
du

-005 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 08
-u [(GeV/c)z]

FIG. 1. Backward differential cross section for 77p
— 7 p at laboratory momentum 5,91 GeV/c. Data from
Ref. 6.

T
*2
A3/2 = iz q*2<(mA6 +m) cosh

2 ’

+ F(E* +m) a5 “m)> 1
m

E*X—m A= S
(18)
*2 1 E¥+m 1
B3/2-8 _ *2< —_= )_____.
uz 7 oS0 =3 TF —m Mpg® = s

where g*/u is the coupling constant of Ay decay-
ing in N+w. E* is the energy of nucleon at A
resonance and g* is the center-of-mass momen-
tum of 7N system at A, resonance. The a,, tra-
jectory is given by

aAé(u)=—0.03+u . (19)

100 E

Plab= 8.0 GeV/c

(=]

T

[ub/GevieX]

do
du

o
=

I

-0025 00 01 02 03 04
v [eevrer]

FIG. 2. Backward differential cross section for 77p
—m"p at laboratory momentum 8,0 GeV/c. Data from
Ref. 7.
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The constant a’s, b’s, ¢’s, and d’s obtained from
the residues. of A; resonance are given below:

a~=-16.7978 (GeV/c)2 ,
a*=-28.0065 (GeV/c)™? ,
b~ =1.62 (GeV/c) 2,
b*=6.65 (GeV/c)™?,

(20)
¢~ =1.47 (GeV/c)™!,

¢*=-8.35 (GeV/c)™t,
d~=0.4188 (GeV/c)™ ,
d*=0.3152 (GeV/c)™ .

In 77p backward elastic scattering all the param-
eters are known except the parameters occurring
in the form factors of A; resonance. At the Ag
resonance, these are equal to unity and, therefore,
they cannot be determined. We want to evaluate
the parameters A, B, C, and D from the best fit
of x? of backward 7”p differential cross sections.
In backward elastic scattering, the invariant
amplitudes B and A are linear combinations of
B (s, u), B (s,u), A% (s, u), and A“(s, u) de-
fined earlier:

Bn~p~pn”)= B‘”(s, u)+ B~ (s, u)
and

Ala=p—-pr7) =AW (s, u)+ A7 (s, u) .
(21)

<g%)b oward :Z,ﬂi[lfx(s’“)+fz(8,u)cos9l2
ackward 7~ p

+|fa(s, u) sing|?] ,

10}
=5, V/1
I Plab 5.0 GeV/c
04} +
g N
0‘0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L 1 L
02 04 06 w__ 1.4 2.0
-04f
I -t [Gever]
-08}

FIG. 3. Polarization of the recoil neutron in 77p
— 1% at laboratory momentum 5.0 GeV/c, Data from
Ref. 8.

where
fals,u)= g;;,” {AY9 (s, u) + A (s, u)
(W =m)[BDs, )+ Bs, )]}
and (22)
fg(s,u)='lé;;,n =149 (s, w)+ A9 (s, w)]

+(W+m)[BD(s, u)+ B (s, )]} .

The 77p backward differential cross sections are
evaluated from best fit of x* at laboratory momen-
tum 5.91 GeV/c (Ref. 6) and 8.0 GeV/c (Ref. 7).
The exponentially ¢-dependent parameters ob-
tained, thereby, are A~0.1(GeV/c)™%, B~0.15
(GeV/c)™2, C=~20.0 (GeV/c)™2, and D=~0.20
(GeV/c)™2. Figures 1 and 2 give quantitative fea-
tures of predictions. For charge-exchange (CEX)
7N forward scattering, we have

Bepx (s, 8)=vZ B (s, t) ,

Acex (s, 8)=VE A“)s, ) . (23)
Here

<%>CEX =#[|f(8, t)CEX12+ lg(s, t)cp,x'z]
and (24)

5= 2Im[r*(s, thels, lamx _ 5
£ (s, ™+ 1(s, eud®

where # is the unit vector perpendicular to the
plane of scattering. We have defined f(s, ¢) and
g(s, t) in the following way:

P =8.0 GeV/c
08r lab
A
S 1
0‘0 ! 1 1 L 1 L
0.4 ﬁ 08 12 16 20
—
—0.4[-
-t feevr]
-08f

FIG. 4. Polarization of the recoil neutron in 77
— % at laboratory momentum 8.0 GeV/c. Data from
Ref. 8.



246 B. K. PAL

fis,t)=f (s, t)+fy(s, t)cosh
and (25)

gl(s, t)=f,(s, t)sind .

The only unknown parameters occuring in 7N for-
ward charge-exchange differential cross sections
and polarizations are a;, 6;, and ¢ 7. We want to
evaluate them in a similar fashion from the best
fit of x*. They turned out to be

af~=2.13 (GeV/c)™,
67 ~-0.64 (GeV/c)™, (26)
¢r ~=8.05 (GeV/c)™2 .

Figures 3-7 compare our predictions with the ex-
perimental data.

Finally in n*p backward differential cross sec-
tions, we have no adjustable parameters to fit in.
We predict 7*p backward differential cross sec-
tions in Figs. 8 and 9. The oy, trajectory is

Ay, (0)==-0.38+u .
Except in the neighborhood of #=0, our model can
predict the backward differential cross sections
of both 7°p and 7*p processes accurately and con-

sistently with the experimental data. The qualita-
tive features of the polarizations are exhibited

10 F

g =59 GeV/c
ab

Q
=

[mb/Gev/cy]

do
du

o
Q
=
-

0.001 1 L L L 1 L L L
00 01 0.3 0.5 0.7 09

-t [ioevr]

FIG. 5. Differential cross section for 77— 7% at
laboratory momentum 5.9 GeV/c. Data from Ref, 9,

| =
Plab 9.8 GeV/c

99 [mb/Gev/c )] o

o
=
T

0.001 L 1 1 L 1 1 1 L !
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 0.9

-t [Gevcy]

FIG. 6. Differential cross section for 77p — 7% at
laboratory momentum 9.8 GeV/c. Data from Ref. 9.

over a wide range of ¢{. Our work cannot repro-
duce the large polarizations observed recently.®
Our model, however, has been able to describe
all the processes of TN scattering with reasonable

success.

10r

Pl.abﬂsa GeV/c

it

o
=

99 b/ (Gev/c’)

o
=

0.001 L : L
00 O 03 0.5 0.7 08

-t [eewrer]

FIG. 7. Differential cross section for 77p— % at
laboratory momentum 13.3 GeV/c. Data from Ref, 9.
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100F

=
o
T

P =985 GeVA
‘ lab 5 GeV/c

99T/ Gevrer’]

-
oL
T

2

0 1 L 1 1 L 1 1
00 04 08 12 16 20 24 28

~u [Gevey')

FIG. 8. Backward differential cross section for
7*p — 7*p at laboratory momentum 9.85 GeV/c. Data
from Ref. 10.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied in this paper the modified Ve~
neziano-type amplitude for 7N scattering. In our
model, we have introduced daughter trajectories
of p and P’. Since the daughter trajectories are
parallel to their parent trajectories and lie one
unit below their parents, we have simplified our
notations in the asymptotic limit to denote them
in terms of their parents. The signatures of the
daughter trajectories are of opposite sign. A sec-
ond trajectory of p quantum numbers half a unit
below p called p, trajectory together with p pre-
vents the vanishing of charge-exchange differen-
tial cross sections when ap(t) goes through zero.
Furthermore, the p and p, together provide an
explanation for the nonzero polarizations for 77p
~7%.

The simple combinations of beta functions with
constant-residue parameters satisfy the principle
of duality. Earlier attempts to describe 7~p back-
ward differential cross sections failed completely
for such a combination of beta functions with con-

100k
[
0
E P =1373 GeV,
10E lab 3 GeV/c
3 |
e
N
=)
2
bl::-1
°B10 b
[
16° A ’ e

00 04 08 12 16 20 24 28 32

-t [Gevre’]

FIG. 9. Backward differential cross section for 7*p
— 1*p at laboratory momentum 13,73 GeV/c. Data from
Ref. 10.

stant residues (without any form factors). Any phe-
nomenological model should be partially success-
ful to describe all processes simultaneously. In
order to satisfy this requirement, we believe that
the Veneziano-type amplitude should be modified
for fuller description of nature. Without violating
the crossing symmetry and Regge asymptotic be-
havior, we have made minimum modifications for
our amplitude by introducing #-dependent form
factors for the residues of A; resonance only.
Conventional Veneziano-type amplitude does not
allow such a modification, but this seems to work
for our model to describe all processes of 7N
scattering.
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