arXiv:nucl-ex/0305028v1 25 May 2003

Hyperon Photoproduction in the Nucleon Resonance Region

J.W.C. McNabb,^{1, 27} R.A. Schumacher,^1 L. Todor,^1 G. Adams,^{30} E. Anciant,^3 M. Anghinolfi,^{15} B. Asavapibhop,^{21} G. Audit,^3 T. Auger,^3 H. Avakian,^{35, 14} H. Bagdasaryan,^{40} J.P. Ball,^2 S. Barrow,^{11} M. Battaglieri,^{15} K. Beard,^{18} M. Bektasoglu,^{25} M. Bellis,^{30} B.L. Berman,^{12} N. Bianchi,^{14} A.S. Biselli,^{30} S. Boiarinov,^{35} B.E. Bonner,^{31} S. Bouchigny,^{16} R. Bradford,^1 D. Branford,^9 W.J. Briscoe,^{12} W.K. Brooks,^{35} V.D. Burkert,^{35} C. Butuceanu,^{39} J.R. Calarco,^{23} D.S. Carman,^{25} B. Carnahan,^5 C. Cetina,^{12} L. Ciciani,^{26} P.L. Cole,^{34} A. Coleman,^{39} D. Cords,^{35} P. Corvisiero,^{15} D. Crabb,^{38} H. Crannell,^5 J.P. Cummings,^{30} E. De Sanctis,^{14} R. DeVita,^{15} P.V. Degtyarenko,^{35} H. Denizli,^{28} L. Dennis,^{11} K.V. Dharmawardane,^{26} K.S. Dhuga,^{12} C. Djalali,^{33} G.E. Dodge,^{26} D. Doughty,^6 P. Dragovitsch,^{11} M. Dugger,^2 S. Dytman,^{28} M. Eckhause,^{39} H. Egiyan,^{35} K.S. Egiyan,^{40} L. Elouadrhiri,^{35} A. Empl,^{30} P. Eugenio,^{11} R. Fatemi,^{38} R.J. Feuerbach,^1 J. Ficenec,^{37} T.A. Forest,^{26} H. Funsten,^{39} S.J. Gaff,^8 M. Gai,^7 G. Gavalian,^{23} S. Gilad,^{20} G.P. Gilfoyle,^{32} K.L. Giovanetti,^{18} P. Girard,^{33} C.I.O. Gordon,^{13} K. Griffioen,^{39} M. Guidal,^{16} M. Guillo,^{33} L. Guo,^{35} V. Gyurjyan,^{35} C. Hadjidakis,^{16} R. Hakobyan,^5 J. Hardie,^6 D. Heddle,^6 P. Heimberg,^{12} F.W. Hersman,^{23} K. Hicks,^{25} R.S. Hicks,^{21} M. Holtrop,^{23} J. Hu,^{30} C.E. Hyde-Wright,^{26} Y. Ilieva,^{12} M.M. Ito,^{35} D. Jenkins,^{37} K. Joo,^{35} J.H. Kelley,^8 M. Khandaker,^{24} K.Y. Kim,^{28} K. Kim,^{19} W. Kim,^{19} A. Klein,^5 F.J. Klein,^{35} A.V. Klimenko,^{26} M. Klusman,^{30} M. Kossov,^{17} L.H. Kramer,^{10} Y. Kuang,^{39} S.E. Kuhn,^{26} J. Lachniet,^1 J.M. Laget,^3 D. Lawrence,^{21} Ji Li,^{30} K. Lukashin,^{35} J.J. Manak,^{35} C. Marchand,^3 S. McAleer,^{11} J. McCarthy,^{38} B.A. Mecking,^{35} S. Mehrabyan,^{28} J.J. Melone,^{13} M.D. Mestayer,^{35} C.A. Meyer,^1 K. Mikhailov,^{17} R. Minehart,^{38} M. Mirazita,^{14} R. Miskimen,^{21} L. Morand,^3 S.A. Morrow,^{16} V. Muccifora,^{14} J. Mueller,^{28} G.S. Mutchler,^{31} J. Napolitano,^{30} R. Nasseripour,^{10} S.O. Nelson,^8 S. Niccolai,^{12} G. Niculescu,^{25} I. Niculescu,^{18} B.B. Niczyporuk,^{35} R.A. Niyazov,^{26} M. Nozar,^{35} J.T. O’Brien,^5 G.V. O’Rielly,^{12} M. Osipenko,^{15, 22} K. Park,^{19} E. Pasyuk,^2 G. Peterson,^{21} S.A. Philips,^{12} N. Pivnyuk,^{17} D. Pocanic,^{38} O. Pogorelko,^{17} E. Polli,^{14} S. Pozdniakov,^{17} B.M. Preedom,^{33} J.W. Price,^4 Y. Prok,^{38} D. Protopopescu,^{23} L.M. Qin,^{26} B.P. Quinn,^1 B.A. Raue,^{10} G. Riccardi,^{11} G. Ricco,^{15} M. Ripani,^{15} B.G. Ritchie,^2 F. Ronchetti,^{14} P. Rossi,^{14} D. Rowntree,^{20} P.D. Rubin,^{32} F. Sabatié,^3 K. Sabourov,^8 C. Salgado,^{24} J.P. Santoro,^{37} V. Sapunenko,^{15} V.S. Serov,^{17} A. Shafi,^{12} Y.G. Sharabian,^{35} J. Shaw,^{21} S. Simionatto,^{12} A.V. Skabelin,^{20} E.S. Smith,^{35} L.C. Smith,^{38} D.I. Sober,^5 M. Spraker,^8 A. Stavinsky,^{17} S. Stepanyan,^{40} P. Stoler,^{30} I.I. Strakovsky,^{12} S. Strauch,^{12} M. Taiuti,^{15} S. Taylor,^{20} D.J. Tedeschi,^{33} U. Thoma,^{35} R. Thompson,^{28} C. Tur,^{33} M. Ungaro,^{30} M.F. Vineyard,^{36} A.V. Vlassov,^{17} K. Wang,^{38} L.B. Weinstein,^{26} A. Weisberg,^{25} H. Weller,^8 D.P. Weygand,^{35} C.S. Whisnant,^{33} E. Wolin,^{35} M.H. Wood,^{33} A. Yegneswaran,^{35} J. Yun,^{26} B. Zhang,^{20} J. Zhao,^{20} and Z. Zhou^{20} (The CLAS Collaboration) 1 Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213 2 Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona 85287-1504 3 CEA-Saclay, Service de Physique Nucléaire, F91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, Cedex, France 4 University of California at Los Angeles, Los Angeles, California 90095-1547 5 Catholic University of America, Washington, D.C. 20064 6 Christopher Newport University, Newport News, Virginia 23606 7 University of Connecticut, Storrs, Connecticut 06269 8 Duke University, Durham, North Carolina 27708-0305 9 Edinburgh University, Edinburgh EH9 3JZ, United Kingdom 10 Florida International University, Miami, Florida 33199 11 Florida State University, Tallahassee, Florida 32306 12 The George Washington University, Washington, DC 20052 13 University of Glasgow, Glasgow G12 8QQ, United Kingdom 14 INFN, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati, Italy 15 INFN, Sezione di Genova, 16146 Genova, Italy 16 Institut de Physique Nucleaire ORSAY, Orsay, France 17 Institute of Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, 117259, Russia 18 James Madison University, Harrisonburg, Virginia 22807 19 Kyungpook National University, Daegu 702-701, South Korea 20 Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139-4307 21 University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Massachusetts 01003 22 Moscow State University, 119899 Moscow, Russia 23 University of New Hampshire, Durham, New Hampshire 03824-3568 24 Norfolk State University, Norfolk, Virginia 23504 25 Ohio University, Athens, Ohio 45701

26 Old Dominion University, Norfolk, Virginia 23529 27 Penn State University, University Park, Pennsylvania 16802 28 University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15260 29 Universita’ di ROMA III, 00146 Roma, Italy 30 Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, Troy, New York 12180-3590 31 Rice University, Houston, Texas 77005-1892 32 University of Richmond, Richmond, Virginia 23173 33 University of South Carolina, Columbia, South Carolina 29208 34 University of Texas at El Paso, El Paso, Texas 79968 35 Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility, Newport News, Virginia 23606 36 Union College, Schenectady, NY 12308 37 Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, Blacksburg, Virginia 24061-0435 38 University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22901 39 College of Willliam and Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia 23187-8795 40 Yerevan Physics Institute, 375036 Yerevan, Armenia (Dated: May 25, 2003)

Cross-sections and recoil polarizations for the reactions γ + p → K^+ + Λ and γ + p → K^+ + Σ^0 have been measured with high statistics and with good angular coverage for center-of-mass energies between 1.6 and 2.3 GeV. In the K^+Λ channel we confirm a structure near W = 1.9 GeV at backward kaon angles, but our data shows a more complex s- and u- channel resonance structure than previously seen. This structure is present at forward and backward angles but not central angles, and its position and width change with angle, indicating that more than one resonance is playing a role. Rising back-angle cross sections at higher energies and large positive polarization at backward angles are consistent with sizable s- or u-channel contributions. None of the model calculations we present can consistently explain these aspects of the data.

PACS numbers: 13.30.-a 13.30.Eg 13.40.-f 13.60.-r 13.60.Le 14.20.Gk 25.20.Lj

Characterizing the non-strange baryon resonances is of fundamental interest in non-perturbative QCD. The masses, quantum numbers, and decay branches of the higher-mass baryon resonances have remained difficult to establish, both experimentally and theoretically. Experimentally, most information comes from the use of pion beams interacting with nucleon targets, combined with detection of one or more pions or the nucleon. For increasing masses, both the energy overlap of resonances and meson production (e.g. the ρ) make it more difficult to separate the resonance contributions. The long list of poorly-established higher-mass resonances [1] illustrates this problem above the strangeness threshold near W =1600 MeV. Theoretically, there is an apparent over-supply of baryons predicted in quark models, the so-called “missing baryons” problem [2]. Various ways have been suggested whereby dynamical effects such as di-quarks could reduce the number of states to something closer to what has been already observed [3].

Photoproduction of non-strange resonances detected via decay into strange particles offers two benefits in this field. First, two-body KY final states are easier to analyze than the three-body ππN final states that dominate decays at higher masses. So, while the cross sections for strangeness production tend to be small (on the order of 1 or 2 μb in electromagnetic production), the energy and angular distributions are simpler. Also, the recoil polarization observables are readily accessible via hyperon decays. Second, couplings of nucleon resonances to KY final states are expected to differ from coupling to πN or ππN final states [2]. Therefore, looking in the strangeness sector casts a different light on the resonance excitation spectrum, and thus may emphasize resonances not revealed in πN scattering. Some “missing resonances” may only be “hidden” by the character of the channels studied previously. To date, however, the PDG compilation [1] gives poorly-known KΛ couplings for only five well-established resonances, and no KΣ couplings for any resonances. The most widelyavailable model calculation of the KΛ photoproduction, the Kaon-MAID code [4], includes a mere three wellestablished resonances: the S_{11}(1650), the P_{11}(1710), and the P_{13}(1720). Thus it is timely and interesting to have additional good-quality photoproduction data of these channels to see what additional resonance formation and decay information can be obtained. Here we report the global features of our results [5] which are new, and compare them to published reaction models.

Differential cross section and hyperon recoil polarization data were obtained with the CLAS [6] system in Hall B at the Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility. A beam of tagged photons from a bremsstrahlung beam spanned energies from threshold at E_γ = 0.911 GeV (W = 1.609 GeV) up to 2.325 GeV (W = 2.290 GeV). The event trigger required an electron signal from the photon tagger, and at least one charged-track coincidence between the time-of-flight ‘start’ counters near the 18-cm liquid-hydrogen target and the time-of-flight ‘stop’ counters surrounding the drift chambers. Kaons were identified using momentum and time-of-flight measurements to compute their mass, and were the only particles detected in CLAS to obtain the cross sections. The Λ and Σ^0 yields were separated from the background due to mis-identified pions using lineshape fits to missing-mass spectra in each of over 900 kinematic bins of photon energy and kaon angle. The results are binned in 25 MeV steps in E_γ and in 18 bins in the center-of-mass angle of the kaons, −0.9 < cos(θ^{CM}_K ) < +0.9. Consistency among several variations of kaon selection cuts and background shapes was demanded in extracting the hyperon yields, with χ^2_ν always less than 1.75 and signal-to-background ratios of greater than 2.5. A hyperon missing-mass resolution of σ = 6.1 MeV was obtained when averaged over all detection angles and photon energies. The estimated method-dependent yield uncertainties are included bin by bin in our results, and average 6%. A total of 427,000 K^+Λ events and 354,000 K^+Σ^0 events were accumulated.

The acceptance and efficiency for CLAS were modeled twice, using two independent Monte Carlo models. One was a full GEANT-based simulation involving hit digitizations, while the other was a faster parametric simulation that modeled detector effects starting at the level of reconstructed tracks. The results were in good agreement overall, and analysis of the remaining variations led to an estimated global systematic uncertainty of 7%. This was the dominant systematic uncertainty in the experiment.

The photon flux was determined by integrating the tagger rate. The rate was sampled by counting hits from accidental photons in the tagger TDC’s. Photon losses due to beam collimation were determined using a separate total-absorption counter downstream of CLAS. As a check on our results, the p(γ, π^+)n cross section was measured using the same analysis chain as the p(γ, K^+)Y data. The pion cross section was found to be in good agreement with the SAID [7] parameterization of the world’s data between 0.6 and 1.6 GeV, albeit with an overall scale factor of 0.92. In energy and angle the variation in the ratio of CLAS to SAID pion cross sections was small, approximately ±3%, compared to our overall kaon cross section uncertainties. This shows that the yield extractions, acceptance calculations, and photon flux determinations were all consistent, but the overall normalization was made to the world’s pion photoproduction data. The final global systematic uncertainties on our cross sections are 8.2% for the Λ data and 7.7% for the Σ^0 data.

Figure 1 (top) shows the differential cross section for Λ hyperon photoproduction at W = 2.0 GeV. It is forward peaked, as has been seen in previous experiments [8]. However, we also see a backward rise in the cross section for this and similar high values of W . This can be due either to u-channel components of the reaction mechanism or to the interference of s-channel resonances. The agreement between CLAS and previous data from SAPHIR at Bonn [8] varies: generally the measurements

FIG. 1: Angular distributions for Λ (top) and Σ^0 (bottom) hyperon photoproduction measured at CLAS (solid circles) at W=2.01 GeV. Data from SAPHIR [8] (open triangles) are also shown. The curves are for effective Lagrangian calculations computed by Kaon-MAID [4] (solid), the alternative model of Janssen et al. [12] (dashed), and a Regge-model calculation of Guidal et al. [9, 10] (dot-dashed).

agree within the estimated uncertainties at back angles and near threshold energies, but CLAS measures consistently larger K^+Λ cross sections at forward kaon angles.

The Λ and Σ^0 hyperons have isospin 0 and 1, respectively, and so intermediate states leading to the production of Λ’s can only have isospin 1/2 (N^∗ only), whereas for the Σ^0’s intermediate states with both isospin 1/2 and 3/2 (N^∗ or Δ) can contribute. Figure 1 (bottom) shows the data for Σ^0 production at the same W as above, showing different trends induced by differing resonance structure. In general the Σ^0 cross sections are less forward peaked, with less indication of a back-angle rise.

The Regge-model calculation [9, 10] shown in Figure 1 uses only K and K^∗ exchanges, with no s-channel resonances. The prediction was made using a model that fit high-energy kaon electroproduction data well, and could be expected to reproduce the average behavior of the cross section in the resonance region. However, extrapolated down to the resonance region, the model overpredicts the size of the Λ cross section and underpredicts that of the Σ^0. Since it is a t-channel reaction model, it cannot produce a rise at back angles as seen for the Λ, and illustrates the need for s- and u-channel contributions to understand that feature. Two hadrodynamic models based on similar effective Lagrangian approaches [4, 11] [12] are also shown. Both emphasize the addition of a small set of s-channel resonances to the non-resonant Born terms, and differ in their treatment of hadronic form factors and gauge invariance restoration. Both were fit to the previous data from SAPHIR[8], and therefore do not agree well with our results.

Resonance structure in the s-channel should appear most clearly in the W dependence of the cross sections. In Figure 2 (top) we show the K^+Λ cross section at our most forward kaon angle, showing a sharp rise from threshold up to 1.72 GeV, a slow decline, and then a structure at 1.95 GeV with a full-width of about 100 MeV. The peak in the threshold region is understood in model calculations as due to the known S_{11}(1650), P_{11}(1710), and P_{13}(1720) resonances. At a moderate forward angle, shown in Figure 2 (middle), the higher mass structure near 1.95 GeV is not visible. At a moderate backward angle, shown in Figure 2 (bottom), we again see clear structure, but it is broader, centered near 1.90 GeV, and is about 200 MeV wide. These structures are prominent at forward and backward angles; for most intermediate angles the energy dependence near 1.9 GeV falls smoothly. In contrast, our corresponding measured π^+n cross sections are featureless throughout this angle and energy range [5].

Indications of the structure near 1.9 GeV were first seen in data from SAPHIR [8], which was interpreted by some [11] as evidence for a “missing” resonance at this mass. Based on theoretical guidance from one particular quark model [2], an assignment of D_{13}(1895) seemed consistent with the angular distributions. However, other groups [12, 13] showed that the same data could be accommodated using u-channel hyperon exchanges, an extra P -wave resonance, or alternative hadronic form factors. CLAS data, which shows a structure that varies in width and position with kaon angle, suggests an interference phenomenon between several resonant states in this mass range, rather than a single well-separated resonance. This should be expected, since many sresonances occupy this mass range. The best modeling of the backward-angle structure near 1.9 GeV is given in Ref. [11] by incorporating a D_{13}(1895). We see, however, that the resulting fixed position and width in this model is not consistent with the variation with angle seen in the data.

FIG. 2: Energy dependence of the Λ cross section at the most forward angle measured (top), and at intermediate forward and backward angles (middle, bottom).

The hyperon recoil polarization provides another test of reaction models. This observable is related to interferences of the imaginary parts of the resonant amplitudes with the real part of other amplitudes, including the non-resonant Born terms. Unpolarized photons on an unpolarized target can only produce hyperons that are polarized along the axis (γ̂ × ^K^+) normal to the production plane. The parity-violating weak decay asymmetry in hyperon decays enables us to determine this polarization by measuring the angular distribution of the decay protons. The large acceptance of CLAS made it straightforward to detect protons from the decay of hyperons in coincidence with the K^+ mesons.

Figure 3 shows the Λ recoil polarization as a function of W for representative kaon angles in the backward and the forward directions. The data has been binned such that the statistical uncertainty on each data point is less than ±0.15. The error bars combine statistical and estimated systematic uncertainties arising from the yield extraction. Our results are generally consistent with a

FIG. 3: Recoil polarization of Λ hyperons as a function of W for the center-of-mass kaon angle of cos(θ^{CM}_K ) = −0.3 (top) and cos(θK ) = +0.3 (bottom). Vertical bars on CLAS data (solid points) combine statistical and systematic errors and horizontal error bars span regions of weighted averaging. The curves and other data are the same as in Figures 1 and 2.

few older data points from SAPHIR [8], but our energy binning is finer and reveals more structure. The data shows negative polarization of the Λ hyperons when the kaons go forward in the center-of-mass frame and a comparably strong positive polarization when the kaons go backward.

Of the three models tested here, only the Janssen et al. [12] model (dashed line) predicts the large back-angle polarization seen in the data near 2.0 GeV. This prediction is strongly influenced by u-channel Y^∗ contributions in that model that are added to a D_{13}(1895) schannel component. At the forward angle, however, this model does not perform better than the other hadrodynamic calculation or the Regge-based model. The positive back-angle polarization arises in the Kaon-MAID [4] calculation from the presence of a D_{13}(1895), but the strength is too small. The Regge-based model [9, 10] can provide only very weak back-angle polarization, since by construction it has only a t-channel (forward-angle) production mechanism, leading here to the wrong sign. Near threshold energy the hadrodynamic models show the most structure due to interference of the known resonances cited earlier; but here our data has limited precision and cannot distinguish among these models.

In summary, we present results from an experimental investigation of hyperon photoproduction from the proton in the energy range where nucleon resonance physics should dominate. Our K^+Λ cross section data reveals an interesting W -dependence: double-peaked at forward and backward angles, but not at central angles. The structure near 1.9 GeV shifts in position and shape from forward to backward angles. This finding cannot be explained by a t-channel Regge-based model or by the addition of a single new resonance in the s or u channel. Our polarization data shows large values of polarization that change from negative values at forward angles to positive for backward kaon angles. Since a t-channel Regge model is unable to explain the backward, positive polarization, it appears that additional s- or u-channel resonances are needed to explain the data. Our results show that hyperon photoproduction can reveal resonance structure previously “hidden” from view. Comprehensive partial wave analysis and amplitude modeling for this data can therefore be hoped to firmly establish the mass and possibly the quantum numbers of these states.

We thank staff of the Accelerator and the Physics Divisions at JLab. Major support came from the U.S. DOE and NSF, INFN Italy, the French atomic energy agency, and the Korean S&E Foundation. The Southeastern Universities Research Association (SURA) operates the Jefferson Lab for the United States DOE under contract DE-AC05-84ER40150.

[1] K. Hagiwara et al., Phys. Rev. D66, 010001 (2002). [2] S. Capstick and W. Roberts, Phys. Rev. D58, 074011 (1998), and references therein.

[3] See for example: E. Klempt, nucl-ex/0203002, and references therein.

[4] T. Mart, C. Bennhold, H. Haberzettl and L.

Tiator, “KaonMAID 2000” at www.kph.unimainz.de/MAID/kaon/kaonmaid.html.

[5] J.W.C. McNabb, Ph.D. Thesis, Carnegie Mellon University (2002) (unpublished). The full data set is available at www.jlab.org/Hall-B/general/clas thesis.html.

[6] B. Mecking et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A503, 513 (2003), and references therein.

[7] R.A. Arndt, W.J. Briscoe, I.I. Strakovsky, and R.L.

Workman, Phys. Rev. C66, 055213 (2002).

[8] M. Q. Tran et al., Phys. Lett. B445, 20 (1998); M. Bockhorst et al., Z. Phys. C63, 37 (1994).

[9] M. Guidal, J.-M. Laget, and M. Vanderhaeghen, Phys Rev. C61, 025204 (2000).

[10] M. Vanderhaeghen, M. Guidal, and J.-M. Laget, Phys.

Rev. C57, 1454 (1998).

[11] T. Mart and C. Bennhold, Phys. Rev. C61, 012201 (2000); C. Bennhold, H. Haberzettl, and T. Mart, nucl-th/9909022 and Proceedings of the 2nd Int’l Conf. on Perspectives in Hadronic Physics, Trieste, S. Boffi, ed., World Scientific, (1999).

[12] S. Janssen, J. Ryckebusch, D. Debruyne, and T. Van Cauteren, Phys. Rev C65, 015201 (2001); S. Janssen et al., Eur. Phys. J. A 11, 105 (2001); curves via private communication.

[13] B. Saghai, nucl-th/0105001, AIP Conf. Proc. 59, 57 (2001).