PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 1,

NUMBER 1 1 JANUARY 1970

Interpretation of the p=*=~ and p=*=~ Mass Spectra in the Reaction
Pp — Pp=t=" at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/ct

W. J. KErNaN, H. B. CRAWLEY, R. A. JESPERSEN,* AND R. A. LEACOCK
Department of Physics and Institute for Atomic Research, Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50010
(Received 14 August 1969)

The reaction pp — pprtr~ has been studied for prtr

~ and prtr~ enhancements using 719 events at

2.7 GeV/cand 1015 events at 2.9 GeV/c. We find that the pr+r~ and prr~ mass spectra can be adequately
explained by assuming that the reaction proceeds 1009, through the A=~ (1236)A**(1236) channel, and
that it is not necessary to assume the production of prtz~ or pr*=~ resonances in this reaction at these

energies.

I. INTRODUCTION

HERE have been many reports of a low-mass
enhancement in the prtnr— system produced in
hadron-nucleon interactions.! The general assumption is
that this is the P11(1470) resonance reported at approxi-
mately the same mass in phase-shift analyses of wV
scattering data.? Recently Bacon et al? reported the
observation of an effect in the prtr— and prtr— mass
distributions in the reaction pp(n) — pprtr—(n) using
a 2.8-GeV/c incident p beam and the 20-in. Brookhaven
National Laboratory bubble chamber filled with
deuterium. They obtain a mass and width of 1400310
and 80420 MeV, respectively, for their resonance
effects. Ferbel ef al.# have studied the pr7r— and prtr—
mass distributions in the reaction pp— pprtr— at
3-4 GeV/c. Their interpretation is that there is no
evidence for prtr— or prtn~ resonance production in
their data, and that their prtz— and prtr— mass
spectra can be adequately explained by assuming that
the reaction proceeds through the intermediate state
A——(1236)A+*(1236). We report here an analysis of
the prtr— and prtr— mass spectra from the reaction

bp— pprtn~ o

at incident momenta 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c. The Iowa
State group has previously presented a detailed study of

t Work performed in part in the Ames Laboratory of the
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission. Contribution No. 2607.

* NASA Predoctoral Fellow.

1R. A. Jespersen, Y. W. Kang, W. J. Kernan, R. A. Leacock,
J. I. Rhode, T. L. Schalk, and L. S. Schroeder, Phys. Rev. Letters
21, 1368 (1968). Other observations include W. E. Ellis, D. J.
Miller, T. W. Morris, R. S. Panvini, and A. M. Thorndike, :bid.
21, 697 (1968); C. Baltay, J. Feinman, P. Franzini, R. Newman,
and N. Yeh, sbid. 21, 1839 (1968); G. Cocconi, E. Lillethun,
J. P. Scanlon, C. A. Stahlbrandt, C. C. Ting, J. Walters, and A. M.
Wetherell, Phys. Letters 8, 134 (1964).

2 L. D. Roper, Phys. Rev. Letters 12, 340 (1964); P. Bareyre,
C. Bricman, A. V. Stirling, and G. Villet, Phys. Letters 18, 342
(1965) ; C. Lovelace, in Proceedings of the Heidelberg International
Conference on Elementary Particles, edited by H. Filthuth (North-
Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1968); P. Bareyre, C.
Bricman, and G. Villet, Phys. Rev. 165, 1730 (1968).

3T, C. Bacon, F. Bomse, T. B. Borak, T. B. Cochran, W. J.
Fickinger, E. R. Goza, H. W. K. Hopkins, and E. O. Salant,
Phys. Rev. Letters 22, 43 (1969).

4T. Ferbel, R. Holmes, and S. Stone, Phys. Rev. Letters 22,
1141 (1969).

reaction (1) at 2.7 GeV/c.> However, the prtr— and
prtr— mass histograms, while examined,® were not
presented in that work. In addition, we are now
completing a study of this reaction at incident beam
momenta of 2.4 and 2.9 GeV/c. These recent investiga-
tions enable a direct comparison of the results of
Bacon et al. at 2.8 GeV/c, our results at 2.7 and 2.9
GeV/c, and the results of Ferbel et al. at 3-4 GeV/c
for the prtr— and prtn— mass spectra.

In Sec. IT is presented a brief discussion of the
experimental details, while Sec. IIT contains the report
of an analysis of the amounts of A(1236) and A(1236)
production in these data. The prt7r— and prtr— mass
spectra are presented and discussed in detail in Sec. IV,
and the general conclusions are given in Sec. V.

II. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

The 2.7-GeV/c experiment was performed using the
20-in. Brookhaven National Laboratory hydrogen
bubble chamber in the Yale-BNL separated beam. A
total of 43 500 pictures was used for the data collection
at this energy. Full details of the data-selection pro-
cedure have been published,® and they will not be
repeated here. A final sample of 719 events was accepted
as being due to reaction (1) and losses from all sources
(nonmeasurable events, scan losses, etc.) were estimated
to account for another 80 events. This corresponds to a
cross section for reaction (1) of 1.9340.16 mb at
2.7 GeV/e.

The 2.9-GeV/c experiment was performed using the
31-in. Brookhaven National Laboratory hydrogen
bubble chamber in an electrostatically separated beam.
Approximately 40 000 pictures were scanned for four-
prong events, yielding a measurable sample of 9400
events in this topology. From these 9400 events, a final
sample of 1015 events was accepted as being due to
reaction (1). These events all have good kinematic
fits to reaction (1) and are all ionization consistent with
this reaction. We estimate that losses from all sources
(nonmeasurable events, scan losses, etc.) correspond to
approximately 235 events. With this correction, the
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1 prta~ AND prto—
cross section for reaction (1) at 2.9 GeV/c¢ is found to
be 2.5340.10 mb.

III. DOMINANCE OF AA CHANNEL

Investigation of the two-dimensional mass scatter
plots for the invariant masses of the outgoing =*p
and 7p combinations in reaction (1) (not shown)
indicates that the A——(1236)A*+(1236) channel ac-
counts for nearly 1009, of the cross section of reaction
(1) at both 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c. The wtp and =—pH mass
distributions are identical within statistics at both
energies, and the summed distributions are shown in
Figs. 1(a) (2.7 GeV/¢) and 1(b) (2.9 GeV/c). The
procedure used to determine the amount of AA domi-
nance is described in detail in CLKS5; the same procedure
is used on the 2.9-GeV/c data. A brief description of the
method follows.

The 7+p and 7—p two-dimensional mass scatter plots
at each energy are fitted with the expression

L(w,@)=a(rtprp)F (rpr—p)+a(An—p)F (Ar—p)
Fa(rtpA)F (rtpA)+a (AA)F(AR). (2)

In this expression, w (@) is the invariant mass of the
outgoing #tp (7—p) combination, the o’s are the
fractions of the channels indicated by the arguments
[e.g., a(AA) is the fraction of reaction (1) going
through the AA intermediate state], and the F’s are
phenomenological expressions representing the produc-
tion and decay of the state indicated by the argument
[e.g., the meaning of F(AA) is: phase-space production
of a AA state followed by Breit-Wigner decay of that
state into 7tpn—p .57 The results of a maximum-likeli-
hood fit of Eq. (2) to the scatter plots at 2.7 and 2.9
GeV/c are presented in Table I. The errors quoted are
purely statistical and do not reflect uncertainties in the
forms used for the F’s. Small variations in the forms of
the F’s indicate that the statistical errors are too small,
and that the fraction of reaction (1) proceeding through
the A——(1236)A*+(1236) channel at both energies is
(9545)9%, with the remainder of the reaction being
nonresonant double-pion production (see again Table
I). There is no evidence for A°(1236) or A°(1236)
production.

At this point there exist differences in the conclusions
of this paper and those of Bacon et al. The cross sections
for reaction (1) given here are 1.93220.16 (2.7 GeV/c)
and 2.534-0.10 mb (2.9 GeV/c¢), while Bacon et al.
give 1.740.2 mb (2.8 GeV/c). Our estimate of the
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percentage of A—~A** production is (952:5)%, while
Bacon ef al. report 729, resonance production (A——At++
plus some single-resonance production). As seen in the
next section, the amount of A——A*+ production has an
important bearing on the interpretation of the prtmr—
and prt7— mass spectra.

IV. INTERPRETATION OF prmtm—
AND pxtz=— MASS SPECTRA

In Figs. 2(a)-2(d) are shown the outgoing pmtr—
and prtr— mass spectra for reaction (1) at 2.7 and 2.9
GeV/c with and without cuts on the corresponding
outgoing 7tp and 7—pH masses. The prtnr— and pria—

TaBLE 1. Fractions of zero-, single-, and double-resonance production.

Beam ) a(mtprp) a(Arp) =a(rtpA) a(AR)
(GeV/e) Fitted value Best estimate Fitted value Best estimate Fitted value Best estimate
2.7 0.07240.01 0.05+0.05 0.00=:0.02 0.00-+0.02 0.93£0.01 0.95+0.05
2.9 0.064-0.01 0.0540.05 0.00=0.02 0.00-£0.02 0.94:£0.02 0.95+0.05

77J. D. Jackson, Nuovo Cimento 34, 1644 (1964).
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F16. 2. Distribution of the prtz~— and prnr~ effective masses combined. The smooth curves are the predictions of the OPE model
normalized to the data. (a) All events at 2.7 GeV/c; (b) all events at 2.9 GeV/c; (c) all events at 2.7 GeV /¢ for which the p#* and
pr~ effective masses are in the A region (defined as 123624115 MeV for the open histogram and 1236450 MeV for the shaded

histogram); (d) same as (c) for 2.9 GeV/c.

spectra were found identical within statistical uncertain-
ties (this is expected if the strong interactions are
invariant under the CP operation) and are summed in
all cases. The numbers of events with no A(1236) and
A(1236) cuts are 719 (2.7 GeV/c) and 1015 (2.9 GeV/¢),
which are to be compared with Bacon ef al., 602 events
(2.8 GeV/c), and Ferbel et al., 1331 events (34 GeV/c).
When A and A cuts are performed on the #tp and
7~p masses, the numbers of remaining events are 629
(2.7 GeV/c) and 835 (2.9 GeV/c), while Ferbel et al.
have 892 events in this AA region. Bacon et al. do not
perform any AA cuts.

The prtr— and prtr— spectra were also examined
for (a) either the 7tp mass or the 7—p mass outside
1236115 MeV and (b) both 7+p and 7P masses
outside 12363115 MeV. While the number of events is
limited, both of these restrictions yielded patz— and
prtr— spectra (not shown) which have the same
qualitative shape as those in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b).

Preliminary examination of Figs. 2(a)-2(d) shows no
outstanding enhancements in either the 2.7- or 2.9-
GeV/c data, although there are possible small effects at

2.7 GeV/c in the regions 1400-1450 and 1600-1700
MeV. The shapes of these prtz— and pntr— mass
spectra are in qualitative agreement with the shapes of
the data of Bacon et al. and Ferbel et al., with the
exception that the spectra of Bacon et al. have relatively
more events in the 1300-1500-MeV region. As remarked
in the Introduction, Bacon ef al. present evidence for
prtn— and prra— resonance production based on their
prtn— and prtr— spectra, while Ferbel ef al. claim
their same spectra can be adequately explained without
such resonance production. Both groups base their
arguments, in part, upon calculations of the expected
prtn— and prtr— mass spectra assuming a “double-
isobar” one-pion-exchange (OPE) graph as the produc-
tion mechanism for a part, or all, of reaction (1). In
order to investigate quantitatively our spectra as
presented in Figs. 2(a)-2(d) we have performed similar
calculations. Our philosophy is as follows.

We take the investigations presented in Sec. ITI and
Table I as implying that reaction (1) is nearly com-
pletely dominated by A——(1236)A*+(1236) production,
and assume henceforth that this dominance is 100%.
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We next assume that the A~—(1236)A*+(1236) produc-
tion proceeds via the simple double-isobar OPE diagram
shown in the corner of Fig. 1(b). The ntp, =P, prtn—,
and prtr— mass spectra as predicted by this diagram
are then compared with the corresponding experimental
histograms to see if the data agree with the A——A*++-
dominance and the OPE-production hypotheses.

A. Interpretation of A——A++ Mass Spectra

The calculation of the prediction of the double-
isobar graph for the #*p and 7P mass spectra is
described in detail in CLK. Briefly, the exchanged pion
is represented by a propagator, the upper and lower
vertices are represented by a good approximation to
real 7=p and wtp scattering, respectively, and the
virtuality of the exchanged pion and other off-shell
effects are included by using a form-factor expression.
The only difference between the present calculation and
the one described in CLK is that here the form-factor
expression is that of Diirr and Pilkuhn as fitted by Wolf.?

The theoretical predictions are shown as smooth
curves in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). It is seen that there is
reasonable agreement between the theory and the data
at both energies, indicating that the hypotheses of
1009, A——At+ and double-isobar graph production are
consistent with the m+p and 7~p mass histograms. It is
true, however, that at both energies the data show a
slight excess of events on the low-mass side of the peak,
and a slight deficiency of events on the high-mass side.

The double-isobar graph also predicts the differential
cross section with respect to the square of the four-
momentum transfer from incident $ to final 7 system
(called A%). The experimental A? histograms (not shown)
and the theoretical curves are in good agreement.

The polar angular decay distribution for A++(1236) —
prt has the general form W (0)=const X[ ($—pu)
+3(p11—%) cos?d], where 6 is the polar angle between
the incident proton and the outgoing proton in the A*+
rest frame, and where py1is the (3,3) spin-density matrix
element of the A*+. The simple double-isobar OPE
model described above predicts p11=0.5, while our
data at both energies yield p13~0.35. This indicates
that the above OPE model is too simple a description
of the reaction pp — A~—A*+ at our energies. It turns
out, however, that the calculations of the pxtz— and
pntr— mass spectra are relatively insensitive to values
of p11 in the range 0.25-0.5. This is discussed in Sec.
IV D.

It should be remarked that the theoretical mass
curves of Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) are sensitive to the form-
factors and to the energy dependence of the #tp
(m—p) scattering used at the vertices. In particular, it is
necessary to reproduce faithfully the energy dependence
of 7tp (7p) scattering. In CLK and in the present
work this is accomplished by using empirically corrected

8 H. P. Diirr and H. Pilkuhn, Nuovo Cimento 404, 899 (1965);
G. Wolf, Phys. Rev. Letters 19, 925 (1967).
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energy-dependent widths (see Secs. IT B and IV D and
the Appendix).

B. OPE Calculation of pmt=— and p=t=— Mass Spectra

The calculation of the prtr— and pr+r— mass spectra
predicted by the double-isobar OPE model follows the
work of Ferrari and Selleri? The formula for the
differential cross section with respect to the outgoing
prtr— mass is!

do

du  4x’F?

f Q(0,0,A%) P (u,m?,w?)

g1 -
Xd)z?d——(&’, €088)—————w?a1 (w) P (w,M 2,m?)
Q

(A2+m2)2
Xdwdi?d cosb:Pdesf.  (3)

In Eq. (3), % is the prt7— invariant mass, M (m) is the
proton (charged-pion) mass, » (@) is the invariant mass
of the final #tp (7p) system, A2 is the square of the
four-momentum transfer from the incoming $ to the
outgoing 7~p system, and F? is a kinematic factor
defined by F?=(p;-p2)2—M*, where p, (p1) is the
incoming p (p) four-momentum. P(w,M?2m?) is the
magnitude of the three-momentum of the final =+ in
the final #™p rest system, while P(u,m?w?) is the
corresponding three-momentum for a system of two
particles of mass m and w with total rest system energy
u (see Appendix for definition of P).

do1/dQ is the differential cross section for 7—p — mp
(upper vertex) at c.m. energy & and c.m. scattering
angle 8, while ¢1(w) is the total cross section for =tp —
ntp (lower vertex) at c.m. energy w (see Appendix
for the expressions used for these cross sections).
Q(w,»,A?) is a combination of form factors which has
the form G*(A%)A (w,A?)A (@,A%). The form factor A was
devised by Diirr and Pilkuhn,® while G? is an over-all
form factor used by Wolf. A and G2 each contain one
empirical parameter and we use the values of these
parameters obtained in a fit by Wolf.?

The variables of integration are defined in FS.
Briefly, # is the square of the four-momentum transfer
from the incoming $ to the outgoing P at the upper
vertex, while 6. and ¢,F are the polar and azimuthal
scattering angles of the final prt system with respect to
the incoming p direction in the final pztr— rest frame.
The limits of integration and @ and A? are given in FS
in terms of the variables of integration.

The relative importance of the limits of integration
and of the various parts of the integrand of Eq. (3) in
determining the exact shape of the pr+7— mass curve is
discussed in Sec. IV D.

9E. Ferrari and F. Selleri, Nuovo Cimento Suppl. 24, 453
(1962) ; this paper is hereafter referred to as FS.
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used in Eq. (3). In particular, the masses w and @ and the angle 6
are called s, w, and 6,9, respectively, in FS.



52 KERNAN, CRAWLEY, JESPERSEN, AND LEACOCK I

C. Comparison of OPE Predictions with
p=tm— and p=t=— Mass Spectra

The theoretical prtn~ and prtr— invariant-mass
curves calculated using Eq. (3) are compared to the
experimental histograms in Figs. 2(a)-2(d). In Figs.
2(a) and 2(b) are shown all events from reaction (1)
at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c, respectively, with the correspond-
ing prediction (smooth curve) of the double-isobar OPE
model. The agreement between theory and experiment
is adequate at both energies; however, the histograms
are somewhat flatter across the top than are the cal-
culated curves.

As indicated in Sec. ITI, the data are consistent with
the fraction of A~—(1236)A*++(1236) final state being
slightly less than 100%. Thus one might expect that
the predictions of the double-isobar graph would agree
best with data sliced on the final #+p and 7—p invariant
masses to ensure as high a fraction of A-—At+ channel
as possible. In Figs. 2(c) and 2(d) are shown the data
of reaction (1) with cuts on the 7tp and 7—p masses of
both 12364115 and 1236450 MeV. The smooth
theoretical curves are from Eq. (3) with appropriate
modifications for the A and A cuts. As expected, there
is slight improvement in the agreement between theory
and experiment over the case with no A,A cuts; again
the predictions of the model agree with the mass
histograms.

The experiment of Bacon ef al. was done with a
deuterium target, so the effective beam momentum is
spread somewhat about 2.8 GeV/¢ by the Fermi
motion of the proton in the deuteron. Thus for a rough
comparison with the 2.8-GeV/¢ data it is appropriate
to combine our data at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c in amounts
proportional to the respective cross sections for reaction
(1) at these energies. The ratio of these cross sections is
0.76 (1.93/2.53 mb), while the ratio of the corresponding
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F16. 3. Distribution of the pr*z— and prtr— effective masses
combined for all events at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c. The smooth curve
ii tl:ie corresponding prediction of the OPE model normalized to
the data.

numbers of events is 0.71 (719/1015); hence it is
sufficient to add all events at each momentum. The
distribution of the prta— and prtr— effective masses
combined for all events at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c is shown
in Fig. 3. Also shown is the prediction of the OPE
model for the summed data (smooth curve).

D. Discussion of OPE Calculation

While doing the above OPE calculation, the depen-
dence of the exact shape of the predicted pr*r— mass.
distribution on various parts of Eq. (3) was studied. In
particular, the influence of the form factors, of the
expressions used for oi(w) and doi/dQ, and of the
integrand as a whole was examined. The form factor
Q(w,»,A?) as described in Sec. IV B was found to have
little effect upon the prt7— mass distribution ; while the
prtr— mass curves with and without @ were found to be
similar, the use of the form factor did provide slightly
better agreement between theory and experiment.

The calculated OPE prtnz— mass distribution was
found to be rather sensitive to the energy dependence
of o1(w) and doi/d2=01(®)(143 cos?d)/8n [see Eq.
(3) and Appendix], and for this reason special care
was taken to see that o1(w) [o1(®@)] was an accurate
representation of real pion-nucleon scattering. For
example, whether a constant width or the energy-
dependent width of Eq. (A3) is used makes a substantial
difference in the predicted prtm— mass distribution;
the energy-dependent width makes the agreement
between theory and experiment adequate, while a
constant width does not. It was further found that the
OPE prediction for the pn*z— mass distribution is
relatively insensitive to the value of py; in the range
0.25-0.5. Using 143 cos? (p11=0.5) in Eq. (A4) caused
only a slight improvement in the pr*ta— mass curve
relative to using 1 (p11=0.25).

It is interesting to ask how much of the agreement
between theory and experiment observed in Figs.
2(a)-2(d) is due to details of the model and how much is
due to kinematics. It was found that the pure phase-
space prediction of the prtr— mass curve is a poor
representation of the data. Setting the integrand of
Eq. (3) to unity is another “kinematic’” approximation.
This was found to produce a prtz~ mass curve in
reasonable agreement with the data if no A,A cuts are
performed, but.poor agreement with A,A cuts. The
conclusion is that the dependences of the integrand play
an important role in obtaining agreement between the
model predictions and the data.

As remarked in the above paragraph, the pure
phase-space pmr 7~ mass distribution is a poor represen-
tation of the data; in particular, the curve rises more
slowly than the data for the low pr*tr— mass values.
This means that the amount of A=—(1236)A*+(1236)
channel present in the final state has a critical bearing
upon the interpretation of the pr*r— and prtz— mass
spectra, since the more A=—A*+* channel present, the
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better the agreement between the OPE calculation and
the mass histograms. We disagree on this point with
Bacon et ald

V. CONCLUSIONS

We conclude that the outgoing n*p and =—p mass
spectra and the outgoing prt7— and prtr~ mass spectra
in the reaction pp— pprtn— at 2.7 and 2.9 GeV/c
can be adequately interpreted by assuming (1) that the
reaction proceeds essentially 1009, through the inter-
mediate state A——(1236)A*+(1236) and (2) that the
reaction mechanism is well represented by a double-
isobar OPE diagram. This conclusion agrees with that
of Ferbel et al4 for their A-—A*+ events at 3-4 GeV/c.
It disagrees with that of Bacon e al.? at 2.8 GeV/c;
they claim that the fraction of A——A*+ final state in
their data is 729, and that an OPE calculation cannot
adequately explain their prtr— and prtr— mass
distributions.
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APPENDIX

The definition of the three-momentum symbol
P(w,M?m?) is
P(w,M2,m?) = (20) [ — 22 (M2+m?)

+(M2_m2)2:|ll2’ (Al)
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while the n+p — 7tp cross section o1(w) is represented
by the Breit-Wigner expression

2r [T()]?
[P (e, M2m) T (w—00)?+[3T (@) ]2’

o1 (w) =

(A2)

with the empirical resonance-width expression
I'(w) =2v[P (0, M%m?)aT/{1+[P(0,M*m*)aT}, (A3)

where 2y2=116 MeV, ¢=0.88m"1, and wo=1236 MeV.
The expression for I'(w) and the values of the param-
eters 292, @, and w, are from Gell-Mann and Watson.!
In spite of the fact that their fit was performed years
ago, comparison with recent data®? indicates that (A2)
and (A3) provide an accurate representation of the
energy dependence of 7tp scattering in the region of
the A+*+(1236) resonance. It is noted here that the use
of the empirically corrected energy-dependent width
given by (A3) produces a o1(w) curve considerably
different than what one obtains using (A2) with a
constant width. This point is important in calculating
both the 7tp(r—p) and the prtn—(pntn~) theoretical
invariant-mass curves.

The expression used for the m—p — 7P differential
cross section do1/d< is

o1 ) 143 cos?d
— (@, cosh) =a1(@)—,
aQ 8w

(A4)

where o1(®) is given by (A2) with w replaced by @
throughout.
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