arXiv:0711.1725v3 [hep-ph] 1 Apr 2008

P reprint typeset in JHEP style —~HYPER VERSION arX iv:0711.1725

U nexpected features of

e"e ! ppand e'e ! Ccross sections

near threshod

Rinaldo Badnf?, Sin one Pacettf®, Adriano Zalb®, and Antonino 7 ichichfA#

@M useo Storico dell Fisica e Centro Studi e Ricerche \E . Ferm i", Rom e, Taly
PINFN , Laboratori N azionali di Frascati, Frascati, Ialy

4INFN and D epartm ent of Physics, University of Bologna, Bolgna, Italy

€ CERN, G eneva, Sw itzerland

E-mail: paldini@centrofermi.it

simone.pacetti@lnf.infn. it

bdriano.zallo@lnf.infn.it

Abstract :Unexpected featuresofthe BABAR dataone’ e ! BB cross sections (B stands
for baryon) are discussed. T hese data have been collected, w ith unprecedented accuracy,
by m eans of the initial state radiation technique, which is particularly suitable in giving
good acceptance and energy resolution at threshold. A strking feature observed in the
BaBAR data is the non-vanishing cross section at threshold for all these processes. T his is
the expectation due to the C oulom b enhancem ent factor acting on a charged ferm ion pair.
In thecaseofet e ! ppitisfound thatCoulomb nalstate interactions largely dom inate
the cross section and the form factor is 5P (4M If)j 1, which could be a general feature
for baryons. In the case of neutral baryons an interpretation of the non-vanishing cross
section at threshold is suggested, based on quark electrom agnetic interaction and taking
Into account the asymm etry between attractive and repulsive Coulom b factors. Besides
strange baryon cross sections are com pared to U-gpin invariance predictions.
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C ontents
M. (re ! BB) at threshold
A n interpretation of (e*e ! o ) at the quark level

O ther baryon form factor m easurem ents

ron N e o= |

[4. Conclisions

1. (¢"e ! BB) at threshold

The signi cance of baryon tin e-like form factors (FF ) hasbeen pointed out and looked for
npp! e e long tineago [1]. However only recently an exhaustive set of data has been
achieved by BABAR , show Ing unexpected features even if in part predicted on the basis of
fundam ental principles. Space-lke FF behaviors are also driven by basic principles as it
was anticipated [2,3], but only after thirty years experim entally recognized [4]. T herefore
baryon FF's are still a lively topical sub fct.

U nexpected features are pointed out in the follow ing, conceming recent cross section
m easuram ents of

and

in the corresponding threshold energy regions. BABAR has m easured these cross sec—
tions [5,6] (Fig. ), w ith unprecedented accuracy, up to an invariant m ass of the BB sys—
tam t W 55 4 G &V , by m eans of the initial state radiation technigue (ISR ), in particular
detecting the photon radiated by the incom ing beam s.

T here are several advantages In m easuring processes at threshold in thisway:

even exactly at the production energy the e ciency is quite high and, In case of
charged particles collinearly produced, the detector m agnetic  eld provides their sep—
aration;

a very good invariant m ass resolution is achieved, Wyp 1M eV, comparable to
what is achieved In a sym m etric storage ring;

a full angular acceptance is also obtained, even at @ and 180°, due to the detection
of the radiated photon.
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In Borm approxin ation the di erential cross section for the process & e ! BB is
" #

d (e*e ! BB) 2 c a2
d =gz (roos IBL 0 T Esn® HEw 5T ;o ad)
BB BB

where is the velocity of the outgoing baryon, C is a Coulom b enhancem ent factor, that
w ill be discussed In m ore detail In the follow Ing, is the scattering angle in the center of
mass (cm .) frameand,G, and G} arethem agnetic and electric SachsFF 's. A t threshold
it is assum ed that, according to the analyticity of the D irac and Pauli FF 's as well as the

S-wave dom iance, there isone FF only: G2 (M 2)= G2 (M 2) G2 M 2).
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Figure 1: e'e ! pp (a),e'e ! T o),ete ! 00 (c),and e" e ! "0 (d) total cross

sectionsm easured by the BABAR experin ent [5,6].

T he follow ing peculiar features have been observed, In the caseofete ! pp B

as it is shown in F:'g[lla, the total cross section (€ e ! pp) is suddenly di erent
from zero at threshold, being 085 0:05 nb (by the way it is the only endothem ic
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process that has shown this peculiarity);

dataon (e ! pp) show a atbehavior, within the experin ental errors, In an
Interval of about 200 M €V above the threshold and then drop abruptly;

the angular distrdbution, averaged in a 100 M €V interval above the threshold, has
a behavior ke sin® , 1e. dom inated by the electric FF, and then a behavior lke
(1+ cos? ), ie. dom nated by them agnetic FF [see Eq. (@) and Fjg.IZ].
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Figure 2: BABAR data on the ratb Figure 3: Coulomb enhancem ent factor as a
ng =G§ jextracted by studying the angular function ofthepp cm . energy from Eqg. ).
distribbution of the e"e ! pp di erential

Cross section [Eq.(@)]. The strip isa calcula—

tion [7]based on a dispersion relation relating

these data and the space-like ratio, as recently

achieved at JLAB and M IT Bates [4].

Sim ilar features have been observed by BABAR In the cases of e’ e ! o , O_O,
o 6] Fig. b, c,d), even if within much larger experin ental errors, in particular the
cross section (ete ! o ) isdi erent from zero at threshold, being 0:20 0:05 nb.

O f course, extrem ely sharp rises from zero cannot be excluded and the relationship
between data and predictions, reported in the follow ing, could be accidental.

Long tin e ago it hasbeen pointed out that nalstate Coulom b corrections to the Bom
cross section have to be taken into account in the case of pointlike charged ferm ion pair
production [8]. This Coulom b correction has been usually introduced as an enhancem ent
factor,C in Eq. ). It corresponds to the squared value of the C oulom b scattering wave
function at the origin, assum ed as a good approxin ation in the case ofa long range interac—
tion added to a short range one, the so called Som m erfeld-Schw inger-Sakharov rescattering
formula [8,9]. T his factor has a very weak dependence on the ferm ion pair total spin, hence
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it isthesame for Gy and Gy and can be factorized. The C oulom b enhancem ent factor is

8
31 for neutral B s
< aM 2
c<ng)=B ~ ; = 1 WZB 12)
¢ ——— forcharged B BB
1 e =
In Ref. [10]a simn ilar form ula is obtained, butl= ! 1= 1;however that doesnota ect

5)

= , so that the phase space factor is cancelled and the cross section is expected to
be nite and not vanishing even exactly at threshold. However, as it is shown in Fjg.DB,
as soon as the ferm ion relative velocity is no m ore vanishing, actually few M &V above the
threshold, it isC 1 and Coulomb e ects can be neglected.

Besides it has been am phasized [11] that a sin ilar, but quite bigger in am ount and
energy interval, threshold enhancem ent factor due to strong interactions is forecast in the
case of heavy quark pair production by €' e annihilation. Low - ? glion exchange should
ntroduce in the cross section a factor sin ilar to the C oulom b correction of Eq. ), w ith
% s (Q?) nstead of

In thecase ofe’ e | pp the expected C oulom b-corrected cross section at threshod is

the follow ing considerations. Very near threshold the C oulom b factor isC (W Bzg !o4aM 2

2 3

2
ZMP

(ete !

o) (4M 2) = 4 2)F = 085 38 (44 2)F nb;
in strikking sim ilarity with the m easured one. T herefore Coulom b interaction dom inates
the energy region near threshold and it is found

SEENE

P (AM

In the ollow ing this feature is suggested to be a general one for baryons. It looks as if the
FF at threshod, interpreted as B and B wave function static overlap, coincides w ith the
baryon w ave function nom alization, taking into account S-w ave is peculiar of ferm ion pairs
at threshold. In the case of m eson pairs total angular m om entum conservation requires a
P-wave, that vanishes at the origin, hence this C oulom b enhancem ent factor too, and the
cross section hasa ° behaviournear threshold. T ny Coulomb e ects in the case ofm eson
pairs have been extensively pursued [12].

Why (¢"e ! pp)isso atabove the threshold has to be explained as well as the
follow ing sharp drop. A s a reference, in Fjgﬂ the cross sections, in the case of a pointlike
proton (solid curve) and in the case of 3’35 = j_ 1=W éﬁ, ie. (e ! pp)/ 1=W plg
(dashed curve), are shown In com parison w ith the BABAR data. A non-trivially structured
electric and m agnetic FF'’s [Eq. (EI)] have to be included to get this cross section. In
particular the di erent behavior at threshold and the dom inance of the electric FF are
consistent w ith a sudden and in portant D -wave contribution. In fact, angular m om entum
and parity conservation allow , in addition to the S-wave, also the D -wave contribution. In
Ref. [7], by m eans of a dispersion relation, applied to the space-lke ratio G g =G§1 and to
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Figure 4: BABAR cross section €' e ! pp in com parison w ith expected behaviors in case of

pointlike protons (solid line) and assum ing asym ptotic FF s (dashed line).
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Figure 5: S-wave (a) and D wave (b) FF’sas obtained in Ref. [7] from a dispersive analysis based
on the BABAR data on the totale’ e ! pp cross section and the tim e-lke ratio jSE =G§ I

theBaBAR tinelke 55 =G5 §(Fig.[), the relative phase and therefore the S—and D -wave
com plex FF’s,BSp and Bg , have been extracted. In tem song and Gﬁ they are:

B = GL WM+ GE)=3 BY = GL W=, GP)=3:

S D

S-wave and D -wave opposite trends, as shown in Fig. E, produce the observed plateau.
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2.An interpretation of (¢'e ! ) at the quark level

In thecaseofe’ e ! - ,being aneutralbaryon, nalstateCoulomb e ectsshould not
be taken into account and a nite cross section at threshold is not expected. N evertheless
the et e ! "~ cross section data (Fjg.[llb) show a threshold behavior quite sim ilar to
thatof (e*e ! pp) (Fjg.a),a]so theratio 5 ;. =G, j(not shown) hasa trend sim ilar to
$L=Cy JFg.B.

A ssum Ing that this Coulom b dom inance is not a m ere coincidence, one m ght inves-
tigate what is expected at the quark level. Valence quarks only are considered in the
follow ing. The baryon pair relative velocity is equal to the quark pair average relative
velocity. T he quark velocity spread inside the baryon should com em ostly from the relative
velocity am ong the di erent quark pairs. Hence for each pair there is a Coulom b attrac—
tive am plitude tin es the quark electric charge and each am plitude has a phase taking into
account the displacem ent of the quark inside the baryon. In addition to the quark pair
Coulom b interaction there are contributions from quarksbelonging todi erentpairs. T here
are several suppression factors for them : relative phase, velocity spread and m oreoverm ost
of them , com ing from quarks having charges of the sam e sign, are repulsive ones. T here
is no symm etry between repulsive and attractive C oulom b interactions and this asymm e-
try m Ight explain why there is a non-vanishing cross section at threshold even for neutral
baryon pairs. In fact in the case of repulsive C oulom b interaction the Som m erfeld form ula
is (charges Q 4 and Qg have the sam e sign):

D qQ qojz

C W o) = , L0
U1 expt D QpF wiia?

pp’

ie. C = 0 at threshod. T herefore at the quark level, considering only C oulom b enhance-
m ent factors due to quark pairs, it is expected:

2

(e'e ! pP)(4M [)= 2M2(2Q§+Q§) Fa 2)f =085 (M *)Fnb;
p

w

in the proton case, and

2 3

(e'e ! J@M7) = ——©@{+ 04+ 02 B @ HF =04 F (M )jnb;

in the baryon case.

The expectation fore" e ! pp, at quark level as well as at hadron level, is the sam e,
nam ely the total cross section is 0.85 nb (assum ing {5 P (4M If)j2 1) to be com pared to the
experin entalvalue: (e¢*e ! pp)= 085 0:05nb atthreshold. In thecaseofe’ e !
the expectation range is (0 0:4) nb (stillassum ing 5 (4M 2)j 1) to be com pared to
the experin ental value at threshod: (e*e ! o )= 020 0:05 nb.

3. 0 ther baryon form factor m easurem ents

The cross sections (e*e ! 0 0)and (e*e ! " 0) have been m easured by the
BaBAR Collhboration for the 1rst tine [6], although with large errors. At threshod,
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assum Ing a sm ooth extrapolation from the rst data point, £ is (e ! O_O) =
0:03 001 nb and (e*e ! _0) = 0:047 0:023 nb. The expectation, according
to U-—gpin symm etry and som e additional hypotheses on the interaction Ham iltonian [13],
isthat and © have opposite (equal in m odulis) m agnetic m om ents as wellas FF s at
threshold, apart from m ass corrections. H ence, on the basisofthee’ e ! ~ cross section
it should be (e*te ! 0 0) ete ' ) M= o)® 0:18 nb, by far greater
than the experin entalone.

A Ythough at least the amallm ass di erence am ong neutral strange baryons in plies
an all corrections to U-spin conservation, full U-spin invariance should hold at enough
high Q 2. A m ider version of the U —spin Invariance [14], obtained under the assum ption of
negligible electrom agnetic transitions between U —spin triplet and singlet, like the photon, is
explored in the follow ing. T herefore, neglecting  and °massdi erence and extrapolting
the m agnetic m om ent relations to the FF ’s at threshold, it should be:

2
G o=G p—§G 5 (3.1)
that is, assum ing real FF' ’s at threshold or no relative phase
" #2
M p 2 M —p
— = - — — 32
0 0 M o 'p_3 M 0 ( )

In termm s of adin ensional quantities, the previous relation can be also w ritten as:

P 2 P

P ——+p—§M7—7 0:

M o o M

Entering the BABAR results we get the follow Ing prediction for the ,— cross section at
threshod
" #2

2
— = = Pz T - 093 003mb: (3.3)

Thisvalue, which isquite lower than the — cross section, is consistent w ith them easured
one. Using Eq. ) w ith the BABAR data for the cross sections at threshold

2
p 7+p—§M Tp —=( 01 20) 10 *

M = M

still In agreem ent w ith them inin al U -spIn invariance prediction, w thin the experim ental
error.

Theasymm etry between and ° FF'’sw ith respect to the proton case can be settled
assum Ing that a suitable com bination is the one properly nom alized.

The aforam entioned experim ental evidence, ie. e"e ! pp and e'e ! ~ are
dom inated by the Coulomb enhancem ent factor and rem ain alm ost constant even well
above their threshold, has to be tested in the case of

efe ! Y ot



A ccording to U -spin expectation it should be

efe !t A (e'e ! pp) (MpM 0)>  053nb:

T hism easurem ent has not yet been done, but it is w thin the BABAR or Belle capa—-
bilities by m eans of ISR .
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Figure 6: Thee" e ! nn totalcross section asm easured by the FENICE Collaboration [15].

A nother in portant process to understand the nucleon structure is

The cross section (e*e ! nn) has been measured only once, Iong tim e ago by the

FENICE experiment at the €' e storage ring ADONE [15], that found above threshold

(ete ! nn) 1nb,asshown In Fig. E A ccording to the above m entioned m Inim al

assum ption on U -spin invariance it should be
3

Gn= =G

> G o5

N

hence
2 1
M 7

+ |

(e’ e 3p — p

nm) = = M =M =05 02nb (34)

lower than the FEN ICE results, but not In contradiction because of their large errors, w hile
the naive expectation

isde nitely in disagreem ent w ith them .
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Unfortunately it is very unlike that BABAR or Belle w ill ever be able to m easure this
process by m eans of ISR . However BE SIII at the /cham Factory in China and in part
VEPP 2000 in Russia can do that iIn thecm . aswellasby m eans of ISR at lower energies.

A sm entioned before fullU -gpin sym m etry in electrom agnetic interactions of m em bers
ofa SU (3) avormultiplet should hold at enough high energy, at least when strange and
non-strange m ass di erences becom e negligble. In this lin it it is predicted G G '
and G 05G".

In Fig. |j data on magnetic FF's, scaled by the fourth power of 5 = W ,5=2M
are shown as a function of y. Strange baryon FF'’s are obtained under the hypothesis
2 j= $55 J that of the neutron assum ing 55 j= 0, while the proton m agnetic FF,
m ore properly, is achieved by m eans of digpersion relations using also the proton angular
distrbbution m easurem ents. The data show a trend in agreem ent w ith the full U-spin
symm etry predictions. By theway data and U-spin symm etry con mm the unexpected
high cross section (e*e ! nn),with respectto (e*e ! pp). However, data on both
G ' andG™ are quite poor and m uch better m easurem ents are dem anded, in particular in
thecaseofete ! nm.

Various theoretical m odels and phenom enological descriptions m ake predictions on
baryon tim edike FF [16]. In particular the BABAR cross section, angular distributions and
e"e | nn cross section have been reproduced, m odeling nalstate interactions by m eans
of a suitable potential [17].
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Figure 7: Com parison among 5 J, 15 Oj,jSpjand " 2 scaled by the fourth power of the cm .
energy nom alized to themassofthe nalstates: g = W ;5=2Mg B = ; 0;n;p).
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4. Conclusions

Allthee'e ! BB cross sections, asm easured by the BABAR C ollaboration,do not vanish

at threshod. In the case of e"e ! pp this behavior is explained by the pp Coulomb

enhancem ent factor and the form factor nom alization: 5P (4M g )3 1,which could be a

general feature for baryons. T his cross section is rem arkably at near threshod. It tums
out that S—and D -wave have opposite trends, producing this peculiar behavior. In the

cascsofete |  ,aswellasée ! pp the nonwvanishing cross section at threshod is
consistent w ith a valence quark Coulomb enhancem ent factor. The e'e ! 0 0 cross
section is quite am aller than the expectation m entioned above and not in agreem ent w ith

full U spin invariance. However a consistent fram ew ork conceming strange baryon FF'’s

is obtained just requiring the suppression of electrom agnetic transitions between U -spin

singlet and triplet. Neutron and * FF'’s are dem anded to check this new picture of
baryon FF's.
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