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A bstract:Unexpected featuresoftheBABAR dataon e+ e� ! BB crosssections(B stands

forbaryon)are discussed. These data have been collected,with unprecedented accuracy,

by m eans ofthe initialstate radiation technique,which is particularly suitable in giving

good acceptance and energy resolution at threshold. A striking feature observed in the

BABAR data isthenon-vanishing crosssection atthreshold foralltheseprocesses.Thisis

theexpectation dueto theCoulom b enhancem entfactoracting on a charged ferm ion pair.

In thecaseofe+ e� ! pp itisfound thatCoulom b � nalstateinteractionslargely dom inate

the crosssection and the form factorisjG p(4M 2

p)j� 1,which could be a generalfeature

for baryons. In the case ofneutralbaryons an interpretation ofthe non-vanishing cross

section at threshold is suggested,based on quark electrom agnetic interaction and taking

into account the asym m etry between attractive and repulsive Coulom b factors. Besides

strange baryon crosssectionsarecom pared to U-spin invariance predictions.
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1.�(e+ e� ! BB)at threshold

Thesigni� canceofbaryon tim e-likeform factors(FF)hasbeen pointed outand looked for

in pp! e+ e� long tim e ago [1].Howeveronly recently an exhaustive setofdata hasbeen

achieved by BABAR,showing unexpected featureseven ifin partpredicted on thebasisof

fundam entalprinciples. Space-like FF behaviors are also driven by basic principles as it

wasanticipated [2,3],butonly afterthirty yearsexperim entally recognized [4].Therefore

baryon FF’sare stilla lively topicalsubject.

Unexpected featuresare pointed outin the following,concerning recentcrosssection

m easurem entsof

e
+
e
� ! pp

and

e
+
e
� ! � � ;�0�0;� �0

in the corresponding threshold energy regions. BABAR has m easured these cross sec-

tions[5,6](Fig.1),with unprecedented accuracy,up to an invariantm assofthe BB sys-

tem :W
BB

� 4 G eV,by m eansoftheinitialstateradiation technique(ISR),in particular

detecting the photon radiated by the incom ing beam s.

Thereareseveraladvantagesin m easuring processesatthreshold in thisway:

� even exactly at the production energy the e� ciency is quite high and,in case of

charged particlescollinearly produced,thedetectorm agnetic� eld providestheirsep-

aration;

� a very good invariant m ass resolution is achieved,� Wpp � 1 M eV,com parable to

whatisachieved in a sym m etric storage ring;

� a fullangularacceptance isalso obtained,even at0o and 180o,dueto the detection

ofthe radiated photon.
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In Born approxim ation thedi� erentialcrosssection forthe processe+ e� ! BB is

d�(e+ e�! BB)

d

=
�2�C

4W 2

BB

"

(1+ cos2�)jG B

M (W 2

BB
)j2+

4M 2

B

W 2

BB

sin2�jG B

E (W
2

BB
)j2

#

; (1.1)

where � isthe velocity ofthe outgoing baryon,C isa Coulom b enhancem entfactor,that

willbe discussed in m ore detailin the following,� isthe scattering angle in the centerof

m ass(c.m .) fram eand,G B

M
and G B

E
arethem agneticand electricSachsFF’s.Atthreshold

itisassum ed that,according to the analyticity ofthe Dirac and PauliFF’saswellasthe

S-wave dom inance,there isone FF only:G B

E (4M
2

B
)= G B

M (4M 2

B
)� G B(4M 2

B
).
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Figure 1: e+ e� ! pp (a),e+ e� ! �� (b),e + e� ! �0�0 (c),and e+ e� ! �� 0 (d) totalcross

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

Thefollowing peculiarfeatureshave been observed,in the case ofe+ e� ! pp [5]:

� asitisshown in Fig.1a,the totalcrosssection �(e+ e� ! pp)issuddenly di� erent

from zero atthreshold,being 0:85� 0:05 nb (by the way itisthe only endotherm ic
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processthathasshown thispeculiarity);

� data on �(e+ e� ! pp) show a 
 at behavior,within the experim entalerrors,in an

intervalofabout200 M eV above the threshold and then drop abruptly;

� the angular distribution,averaged in a 100 M eV intervalabove the threshold,has

a behavior like sin2�,i.e. dom inated by the electric FF,and then a behavior like

(1+ cos2�),i.e.dom inated by the m agnetic FF [see Eq.(1.1)and Fig.2].
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Figure 2: BABAR data on the ratio

jG
p

E
=G

p

M
jextracted by studying the angular

distribution of the e+ e� ! pp di�erential

crosssection [Eq.(1.1)].Thestrip isa calcula-

tion [7]based on a dispersion relation relating

thesedataand thespace-likeratio,asrecently

achieved atJLAB and M IT-Bates[4].
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Figure 3:Coulom b enhancem entfactorasa

function oftheppc.m .energy from Eq.(1.2).

Sim ilar features have been observed by BABAR in the cases ofe+ e� ! � � ,�0�0,

� �0 [6](Fig.1b,c,d),even ifwithin m uch larger experim entalerrors,in particular the

crosssection �(e+ e� ! � � )isdi� erentfrom zero atthreshold,being 0:20 � 0:05 nb.

O fcourse,extrem ely sharp rises from zero cannot be excluded and the relationship

between data and predictions,reported in thefollowing,could beaccidental.

Longtim eago ithasbeen pointed outthat� nalstateCoulom b correctionsto theBorn

cross section have to be taken into account in the case ofpointlike charged ferm ion pair

production [8]. ThisCoulom b correction hasbeen usually introduced asan enhancem ent

factor,C in Eq.(1.1).Itcorrespondsto thesquared valueoftheCoulom b scattering wave

function attheorigin,assum ed asagood approxim ation in thecaseofalongrangeinterac-

tion added to ashortrangeone,theso called Som m erfeld-Schwinger-Sakharov rescattering

form ula[8,9].Thisfactorhasavery weak dependenceon theferm ion pairtotalspin,hence
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itisthesam eforG E and G M and can befactorized.TheCoulom b enhancem entfactoris

C (W
BB
)=

8

>><

>>:

1 forneutralB

��=�

1� e� ��=�
forcharged B

; � =

s

1�
4M 2

B

W 2

BB

: (1.2)

In Ref.[10]a sim ilarform ula isobtained,but1=� ! 1=�� 1;howeverthatdoesnota� ect

thefollowingconsiderations.Very nearthreshold theCoulom b factorisC (W 2

BB
! 4M 2

B
)�

��=�,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 Fig.3,

assoon asthe ferm ion relative velocity isno m ore vanishing,actually few M eV above the

threshold,itisC � 1 and Coulom b e� ectscan beneglected.

Besides it has been em phasized [11]that a sim ilar,but quite bigger in am ount and

energy interval,threshold enhancem entfactordueto strong interactionsisforecastin the

caseofheavy quark pairproduction by e+ e� annihilation.Low-Q 2 gluon exchangeshould

introducein thecrosssection a factorsim ilarto theCoulom b correction ofEq.(1.2),with
4

3
�S(Q

2)instead of�.

In thecaseofe+ e� ! pp theexpected Coulom b-corrected crosssection atthreshold is

�(e+ e� ! pp)(4M 2

p)=
�2�3

2M 2
p

� jGp(4M 2

p)j
2 = 0:85� jGp(4M 2

p)j
2 nb;

in striking sim ilarity with the m easured one. Therefore Coulom b interaction dom inates

the energy region nearthreshold and itisfound

jG p(4M 2

p)j� 1:

In thefollowing thisfeatureissuggested to bea generaloneforbaryons.Itlooksasifthe

FF atthreshold,interpreted as B and B wave function static overlap,coincides with the

baryon wavefunction norm alization,takingintoaccountS-waveispeculiarofferm ion pairs

atthreshold.In the case ofm eson pairstotalangularm om entum conservation requiresa

P-wave,thatvanishesatthe origin,hence thisCoulom b enhancem entfactortoo,and the

crosssection hasa �3 behaviournearthreshold.Tiny Coulom b e� ectsin thecaseofm eson

pairshave been extensively pursued [12].

W hy �(e+ e� ! pp)is so 
 at above the threshold has to be explained as wellas the

following sharp drop.Asa reference,in Fig.4 thecrosssections,in thecaseofa pointlike

proton (solid curve) and in the case ofjG
p

M ;E
j_ 1=W 4

pp,i.e. �(e+ e� ! pp) / 1=W 10

pp

(dashed curve),areshown in com parison with theBABAR data.A non-trivially structured

electric and m agnetic FF’s [Eq.(1.1)]have to be included to get this cross section. In

particular the di� erent behavior at threshold and the dom inance ofthe electric FF are

consistentwith a sudden and im portantD-wave contribution.In fact,angularm om entum

and parity conservation allow,in addition to theS-wave,also theD-wave contribution.In

Ref.[7],by m eansofa dispersion relation,applied to the space-like ratio G
p

E
=G

p

M
and to
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Figure 4: BABAR cross section e+ e� ! pp in com parison with expected behaviors in case of

pointlike protons(solid line)and assum ing asym ptoticFF’s(dashed line).
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on the BABAR data on the totale+ e� ! pp crosssection and the tim e-likeratio jG
p

E
=G

p

M
j.

theBABAR tim e-likejG
p

E
=G

p

M
j(Fig.2),therelativephaseand thereforetheS-and D-wave

com plex FF’s,B
p

S
and B

p

D
,have been extracted.In term sofG

p

E
and G

p

M
they are:

B
p

S
= (G

p

M
W pp=M p + G

p

E
)=3 B

p

D
= (G

p

M
W pp=2M p � G

p

E
)=3:

S-wave and D-wave opposite trends,asshown in Fig.5,producetheobserved plateau.
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2.A n interpretation of�(e+ e� ! ��)at the quark level

In thecaseofe+ e� ! � � ,being� a neutralbaryon,� nalstateCoulom b e� ectsshould not

betaken into accountand a � nitecrosssection atthreshold isnotexpected.Nevertheless

the e+ e� ! � � cross section data (Fig.1b) show a threshold behavior quite sim ilar to

thatof�(e+ e� ! pp)(Fig.1a),also theratio jG �

E
=G �

M
j(notshown)hasa trend sim ilarto

jG
p

E
=G

p

M
j(Fig.2).

Assum ing thatthis Coulom b dom inance is not a m ere coincidence,one m ight inves-

tigate what is expected at the quark level. Valence quarks only are considered in the

following. The baryon pair relative velocity is equalto the quark pair average relative

velocity.Thequark velocity spread insidethebaryon should com em ostly from therelative

velocity am ong the di� erentquark pairs. Hence foreach pairthere isa Coulom b attrac-

tiveam plitudetim esthequark electric chargeand each am plitudehasa phasetaking into

account the displacem ent ofthe quark inside the baryon. In addition to the quark pair

Coulom b interaction therearecontributionsfrom quarksbelongingtodi� erentpairs.There

areseveralsuppression factorsforthem :relativephase,velocity spread and m oreoverm ost

ofthem ,com ing from quarkshaving charges ofthe sam e sign,are repulsive ones. There

isno sym m etry between repulsive and attractive Coulom b interactions and thisasym m e-

try m ightexplain why there isa non-vanishing crosssection atthreshold even forneutral

baryon pairs.In factin thecaseofrepulsiveCoulom b interaction theSom m erfeld form ula

is(chargesQ q and Q q0 have thesam e sign):

C (W pp)=
� ��jQ qQ q0j=�

1� exp(+ ��jQ qQ q0j=�)
�!

W 2
pp
! 4M 2

p

0

i.e.C = 0 atthreshold.Therefore atthe quark level,considering only Coulom b enhance-

m entfactorsdueto quark pairs,itisexpected:

�(e+ e� ! pp)(4M 2

p)=
�2�3

2M 2
p

(2Q 2

u + Q
2

d)� jGp(4M 2

p)j
2 = 0:85� jGp(4M 2)j2nb;

in theproton case,and

�(e+ e� ! � � )(4M 2

�
)=

�2�3

2M 2

�

(Q 2

u + Q
2

d + Q
2

s)� jG�(4M 2

�
)j2 = 0:4� jG�(4M 2

�
)jnb;

in the� baryon case.

Theexpectation fore+ e� ! pp,atquark levelaswellasathadron level,isthesam e,

nam ely thetotalcrosssection is0.85 nb (assum ing jG p(4M 2

p)j
2 � 1)to becom pared to the

experim entalvalue:�(e+ e� ! pp)= 0:85� 0:05 nb atthreshold.In thecaseofe+ e� ! � �

the expectation range is (0� 0:4) nb (stillassum ing jG �(4M 2

�
)j� 1) to be com pared to

the experim entalvalue atthreshold:�(e+ e� ! � � )= 0:20� 0:05 nb.

3.O 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 Collaboration for the � rst tim e [6], although with large errors. At threshold,
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assum ing a sm ooth extrapolation from the � rst data point, it is �(e+ e� ! �0�0) =

0:03 � 0:01 nb and �(e+ e� ! � �0) = 0:047 � 0:023 nb. The expectation, according

to U-spin sym m etry and som e additionalhypotheseson the interaction Ham iltonian [13],

isthat� and �0 have opposite (equalin m odulus)m agnetic m om entsaswellasFF’sat

threshold,apartfrom m asscorrections.Hence,on thebasisofthee+ e� ! � � crosssection

it should be �(e+ e� ! �0�0) � �(e+ e� ! � � )� (M�=M � 0)2 � 0:18 nb,by far greater

than theexperim entalone.

Although at least the sm allm ass di� erence am ong neutralstrange baryons im plies

sm allcorrections to U-spin conservation, fullU-spin invariance should hold at enough

high Q 2.A m ilderversion oftheU-spin invariance[14],obtained undertheassum ption of

negligibleelectrom agnetictransitionsbetween U-spin tripletand singlet,likethephoton,is

explored in thefollowing.Therefore,neglecting� and �0 m assdi� erenceand extrapolating

the m agnetic m om entrelationsto theFF’satthreshold,itshould be:

G � 0 = G � �
2
p
3
G
�� 0 ; (3.1)

thatis,assum ing realFF’satthreshold orno relative phase

�
� 0� 0 =

"

M �

M � 0

p
�
��

�
2
p
3

M
�� 0

M � 0

p
�
�� 0

#
2

: (3.2)

In term sofadim ensionalquantities,thepreviousrelation can bealso written as:

M � 0

p
�
� 0� 0 � M �

p
�
��

+
2
p
3
M

�� 0

p
�
�� 0 = 0:

Entering the BABAR resultswe getthe following prediction forthe �
� 0� 0 crosssection at

threshold

�
� 0� 0 =

"

M �

M � 0

p
�
��

�
2
p
3

M
�� 0

M � 0

p
�
�� 0

#
2

= 0:03� 0:03nb: (3.3)

Thisvalue,which isquitelowerthan the�
��

crosssection,isconsistentwith them easured

one.Using Eq.(3.2)with theBABAR data forthecrosssectionsatthreshold

M � 0

p
�
� 0� 0 � M �

p
�
��

+
2
p
3
M

�� 0

p
�
�� 0 = (� 0:1� 2:0)� 10� 4

stillin agreem entwith the m inim alU-spin invariance prediction,within the experim ental

error.

Theasym m etry between � and �0 FF’swith respectto theproton casecan besettled

assum ing thata suitable com bination isthe oneproperly norm alized.

The aforem entioned experim ental evidence, i.e. e+ e� ! pp and e+ e� ! � � are

dom inated by the Coulom b enhancem ent factor and rem ain alm ost constant even well

above theirthreshold,hasto betested in thecase of

e
+
e
� ! �+ �+ :
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According to U-spin expectation itshould be

e
+
e
� ! �+ �+ � �(e+ e� ! pp)� (Mpp=M � 0)2 � 0:53nb:

Thism easurem enthasnotyetbeen done,butitiswithin the BABAR orBelle capa-

bilitiesby m eansofISR.

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

1.8 2 2.2 2.4
W nn (G eV)

�
(e

+
e
�
!

n
n
)(
n
b
)

Figure 6:The e+ e� ! nn totalcrosssection asm easured by the FENICE Collaboration [15].

Anotherim portantprocessto understand the nucleon structureis

e
+
e
� ! nn:

The cross section �(e+ e� ! nn) has been m easured only once, long tim e ago by the

FENICE experim ent at the e+ e� storage ring ADO NE [15],that found above threshold

�(e+ e� ! nn)� 1 nb,as shown in Fig.6. According to the above m entioned m inim al

assum ption on U-spin invariance itshould be

G n =
3

2
G � �

1

2
G � 0;

hence

�(e+ e� ! nn)=
1

4

�
3
p
�
��
M � �

p
�
� 0� 0M �

�
2 1

M 2
n

= 0:5� 0:2nb (3.4)

lowerthan theFENICE results,butnotin contradiction becauseoftheirlargeerrors,while

the naive expectation

�(e+ e� ! nn)= �(e+ e� ! pp)

�
Q d

Q u

�
2

’ 0:2nb

isde� nitely in disagreem entwith them .
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Unfortunately itisvery unlike thatBABAR orBelle willeverbeable to m easure this

process by m eans ofISR.However BESIIIatthe �/charm Factory in China and in part

VEPP2000 in Russia can do thatin thec.m .aswellasby m eansofISR atlowerenergies.

Asm entioned beforefullU-spin sym m etry in electrom agneticinteractionsofm em bers

ofa SU(3)
 avorm ultipletshould hold atenough high energy,atleastwhen strange and

non-strange m ass di� erences becom e negligible. In this lim it itis predicted G� � � G �
0

and G � � 0:5G n.

In Fig. 7 data on m agnetic FF’s, scaled by the fourth power of �B = W
BB
=2M B

are shown as a function of�B. Strange baryon FF’s are obtained under the hypothesis

jG B

E
j= jG B

M
j,that ofthe neutron assum ing jG n

E
j= 0,while the proton m agnetic FF,

m ore properly,isachieved by m eansofdispersion relationsusing also the proton angular

distribution m easurem ents. The data show a trend in agreem ent with the fullU-spin

sym m etry predictions. By the way � data and U-spin sym m etry con� rm the unexpected

high crosssection �(e+ e� ! nn),with respectto �(e+ e� ! pp). However,data on both

G �
0

and G n arequitepoorand m uch betterm easurem entsaredem anded,in particularin

the case ofe+ e� ! nn.

Various theoretical m odels and phenom enological descriptions m ake predictions on

baryon tim e-likeFF [16].In particulartheBABAR crosssection,angulardistributionsand

e+ e� ! nn crosssection havebeen reproduced,m odeling � nalstateinteractionsby m eans

ofa suitable potential[17].
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4.C onclusions

Allthee+ e� ! BB crosssections,asm easured by theBABAR Collaboration,donotvanish

at threshold. In the case ofe+ e� ! pp this behavior is explained by the pp Coulom b

enhancem entfactorand the form factornorm alization: jG p(4M 2

p)j� 1,which could be a

generalfeature forbaryons. Thiscrosssection isrem arkably 
 atnearthreshold. Itturns

out that S-and D-wave have opposite trends,producing this peculiar behavior. In the

case ofe+ e� ! � � ,aswellas e+ e� ! pp the non-vanishing crosssection atthreshold is

consistent with a valence quark Coulom b enhancem ent factor. The e+ e� ! �0�0 cross

section isquite sm allerthan the expectation m entioned above and notin agreem entwith

fullU-spin invariance. However a consistent fram ework concerning strange baryon FF’s

is obtained just requiring the suppression ofelectrom 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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