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The internal structure of the resonant A(1405) state is investigated based on meson-baryon
coupled-channels chiral dynamics, by evaluating density distributions obtained from the form factors
of the A(1405) state. The form factors are defined as an extension of the ordinary stable particles
and are directly evaluated from the current-coupled meson-baryon scattering amplitude, paying at-
tention to the charge conservation of the probe interactions. For the resonant A(1405) state we
calculate the density distributions in two ways. One is on the pole position of the A(1405) in the
complex energy plane, which evaluates the resonant A(1405) structure without contamination from
nonresonant backgrounds, and another on the real energy axis around the A(1405) resonance energy,
which may be achieved in experiments. Using several probe interactions and channel decomposition,
we separate the various contributions to the internal structure of the A(1405). As a result, we find
that the resonant A(1405) state is composed of widely spread K around N, which gives dominant
component inside the A(1405), with escaping 7% component. Furthermore, we consider KN bound
state without decay channels, with which we can observe the internal structure of the bound state
within real numbers. We also study the dependence of the form factors on the binding energy and
meson mass. This verifies that the form factor defined through the current-coupled scattering am-
plitude serves as a natural generalization of the form factor for the resonance state. The relation
between the interaction strength and the meson mass shows that the physical kaon mass appears to
be within the suitable range to form a molecular bound state with the nucleon through the chiral

SU(3) interaction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The A(1405) is a baryonic resonance state with spin-
parity JP = 1/27, isospin I = 0, and strangeness
S = —1, and is located just below the threshold of anti-
kaon (K) and nucleon (N). This resonance has been
considered as a quasi-bound molecule state of the KN
system [1-3] before the establishment of QCD. In sim-
ple constituent quark models, the A(1405) is classified
into the 70 dimensional representation of the spin-flavor
SU(6) with excitation of one of the quarks to the p-
state [4], but it was hard to explain the lighter mass of
the A(1405) than the nucleon resonance N(1535) in the
same representation and the larger spin-orbit splitting
between A(1405) and A(1520) than the nucleon part-
ners. Recently the A(1405) was investigated with the
unitarized coupled-channels method based on chiral dy-
namics [5-10], in which the A(1405) is dynamically gen-
erated in meson-baryon scattering without introducing
explicit pole terms. In this method, one can successfully
reproduce the cross sections of K ~p to various channels
together with the mass spectrum of the resonant A(1405)
state below the KN threshold [5-8, 11-17].

One of the important consequences on the structure
in the coupled-channels approach is that the A(1405) is

composed of two resonance states [7, 10, 18].1 These two
states have different coupling nature to the meson-baryon
states [10, 18], and the A(1405) state which dominantly
couples to the KN is located at 1420 MeV instead of the
nominal 1405 MeV. These difference may be important
for the KN system, as the A(1405) resonance position
is measured from the KN threshold. The double-pole
structure also suggests that the A(1405) resonance po-
sition in the 73 invariant-mass spectra depends on the
production mechanism of the A(1405). Some experimen-
tal indications of this structure are found in Refs. [20-24].
Physical origin of the two poles is attributed to the at-
tractive forces both in the KN and the 7% channels [25].

Recently, the importance of the meson-baryon dynam-
ical component in the structure of the A(1405) has been
discussed in the chiral unitary framework. It was revealed
in an analysis of the phenomenologically obtained scat-
tering amplitude that the A(1405) is described predom-
inantly by the meson-baryon dynamics [9]. The study
of the A(1405) based on the N, scaling in chiral uni-
tary framework suggested the dominance of the non-gqq
component in the A(1405) [26, 27]. The electromagnetic
mean squared radii were shown to be much larger than

I The two-state nature of A(1405) was pointed out first in Ref. [19]
in a different model.
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that of ground state baryons [28].2 Relationship between
the couplings to the channels and the wave function of
the A(1405) was clarified in Ref. [30]. The spatial struc-
ture of the A(1405) was also discussed based on the K N
molecular picture with the chiral KN potential [31, 32].
The molecular-like structure of the A(1405) suggests fur-
ther few-body nuclear systems with kaon [33], such as
KNN [31-39], KK N [40-42], and K KN [43]. Although
the dominant component of the A(1405) was found to
be the meson-baryon molecule structure in these studies,
the internal structure of the A(1405) resonance in terms
of the hadronic constituents was not directly extracted
from the meson-baryon scattering amplitude.

If the A(1405) is dominated by the meson-baryon
quasi-bound molecule, it may have a spatially larger size,
which will lead to the softer form factor than that of typi-
cal baryons dominated by the genuine quark component.
The soft form factor could result in some experimental
consequences, for instance in the nontrivial energy de-
pendence of the A(1405) photoproduction cross section
recently reported in Ref. [44]. The information of the
size of hadrons is also important for the production yield
in the heavy ion collisions estimated by the coalescence
model [45]. One of the standard methods to study the
structure of a particle is to use the vector currents, such
as the photon, as probes. The properties of the A(1405)
in relation to electromagnetic dynamics have been inves-
tigated in the chiral unitary approach in Refs. [18, 46—
51]. In the molecular picture of the A(1405), the pho-
ton coupling to the A(1405) is introduced through the
photon couplings to its constituent meson and baryon.
Among others, the form factor of the A(1405) will tell
us about the intuitive “size” of the particle. Therefore,
for both theoretical and experimental understandings of
the A(1405), it is interesting to investigate the internal
structure of the A(1405) through the evaluation of its
form factor.

In this paper we study the form factor of the A(1405)
in chiral unitary approach, in which the A(1405) is de-
scribed as the dynamically generated resonance state.
We emphasize that this is the first study to extract the
form factor of the A(1405) directly from the scattering
amplitude involving the resonance state as a response to
the external probe current in a microscopic way. We have
already reported the result of the electromagnetic mean
squared radii of the A(1405) in Ref. [28]. Here we extend
this scheme to evaluate the momentum dependence of the
form factors, using the chiral effective theory of the octet
mesons and baryons with the external currents for the
elementary interaction between the constituent hadrons
and the currents. From the form factors the density dis-
tributions can be obtained through the Fourier transfor-

2 The electromagnetic mean squared radii of the A(1405) was eval-
uated also in [29] within the framework of the bound-state soliton
model.

mation. This allows us to visualize the spatial distribu-
tion of the A(1405) in coordinate space. We also include
the finite size effect of the constituent hadrons.

There is one subtlety in the formulation because the
A(1405) is a hadron resonance and decays wvia strong
interaction. In this case, the form factors (or coupling
constants in general) are obtained as complex numbers,
whose interpretation is not as straightforward as in the
case of the stable particle. Such a difficulty about the
complex form factors generally shows up for the unstable
states, as seen in the A(1232) electromagnetic form fac-
tors studied in Refs. [52, 53] as complex numbers. Here
we carefully define the form factor of the resonance par-
ticle as an extension of the ordinary stable particles, and
explain the methods to extract the form factors out of the
photon-coupled meson-baryon scattering amplitude in a
gauge invariant way. In order to achieve the intuitive
understanding of the size of the resonance, we evaluate
the form factor with several different model set-ups and
draw a conclusion through the comparison of the results.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we ex-
plain our scheme to calculate the form factors and the
density distributions of the A(1405) based on the chiral
dynamics, taking account of how to extract the informa-
tion of the “size” of the resonance state. The coupling
of the A(1405) to the external current is obtained by
the couplings of its constituent meson and baryon. In
Sec. IIT we show our numerical results of the calculations
for the resonant A(1405) state, on the resonance pole po-
sition in the complex energy plane and on the real axis.
To obtain the intuitive understanding of the A(1405) as
a quasi-bound state, we consider the KN bound state
without decay width and study its structure by varying
the parameters such as the binding energy and the meson
mass in Sec. IV. Section V is devoted to the conclusion
of this study.

II. FORMULATION
A. How to probe structure of resonance state

First of all, we discuss the method to probe the prop-
erties of a short-living resonance state. Let us consider
an observable represented by a Hermitian operator O.
One of the simplest and model-independent ways to de-
fine resonance properties is given by the evaluation of the
matrix element of the operator O for the resonance state
vectors

(Zr(P) 10| Zr(P))). (1)

This is an extension of the matrix element of the stable
particle such as nucleon, (N(=)|O|N(+)). The labels “+”
and “—” represent “in” and “out” states, respectively.
Here the ket |Zgr(P)(H)) and bra (Zg(P)7)| vectors
represent the resonance state in the generalized Hilbert
space, whose eigenvalues of the energy-momentum oper-



ator P* are complex as3,
P Zp(P)M)) = (Bg, P)|Zn(P)1), (2)
(Zr(P) ) |P" = (Er, P) (Zr(P)7|, (3)

ERz\/(MR—i%R>2+P2. (4)

Here Mg and I'g are the mass and decay width of the
resonance state, respectively. It is noted that this def-
inition leads to complex values of the matrix elements
such as the radius and charge distribution for the reso-
nance state, because the Hermitian operators are allowed
to have complex eigenvalues for the resonance state in
the generalized Hilbert space. When the decay width
of the resonance state is sufficiently small, the imagi-
nary part of the eigenvalues of the Hermitian operators
is also small and the matrix elements can be interpreted
as physical osbervables in the ordinary sence. In this pa-
per, we mainly discuss the real part of the eigenvalues
of the Hermitian operators as “observables”, assuming
that the significance of the imaginary part is sufficiently
small.

In order to scan the internal structure of the resonance
with different probes, we evaluate the matrix elements
of various conserved vector currents, the electromag-
netic transition current Jf,,, baryonic current J§ and
strangeness current J£', stemming from the U(1) symme-
try of the underlying theory. Electromagnetic current is
obtained from the gauged U(1) symmetry with appropri-
ate charges of quarks, baryonic current from the simul-
taneous U(1) phase transformation for all the quarks,
and the strangeness current from the phase rotation for
strange quark only. The other currents may also be used
as the probes of the structure, as long as the currents are
well defined.

The structure of the resonance state is reflected in the
form factors, as in the same way with stable particles such
as the nucleon. For resonance states with baryon number
1 and spin 1/2, we define the form factors F*(Q?) as the
matrix elements of the probe current J#(x),

(Zr(P") O JH(2)| Zr (P) D) = ' =) 20 pr(@?),

()
where Q? = —(P'—P)*(P'—P),,. Especially in the Breit
frame the matrix element can be written as [18]:

(Zr(a/2) D) J" (2)| Zr(~a/2)P))
10 X q

= eiiq'mX/ZTR <Ftimc(Q2)7 Fspacc(Qz) 2Mp ) XZr > (6)

with the form factors of the time component Fiime(Q?)
and the space one Fspace(Qz), the momentum transfer

3 For the thorough description of the eigenvector for the resonance
state, see, e.g., Ref. [54]. See also Ref. [55].

q" = (0,q), Q* = g, the spinor for the resonance state
X(Z/?Rv and the Pauli matrices ¢%(a = 1, 2, 3) for the
spin space. For the electromagnetic current, the time
component form factor is identified as the electric form
factor Fg(Q?), whereas the space component form fac-
tor as the magnetic form factor Fy;(Q?). The magnetic
form factor Fy(Q?) is normalized as the nuclear magne-
ton pun = e/(2M,) with the proton charge e and mass
M,. We define the baryonic form factor Fg(Q?) and the
strangeness form factor Fs(Q?) as the time component
of the matrix elements of the baryonic and strangeness
currents, respectively.

The form factors F(Q?) contain the information of the
structure of the system in response to the probe interac-
tion, being related to the “classical density” of the system
(such as charge density) wvia the Fourier transformation
as,

F(Q%), (7)

PQ _iyw M
”(”:/ e’ EQ)

where r is the radial coordinate from the center of mass

of the system, and M and E(Q?) = /M?2 + Q? are the
mass and the energy of the state, respectively. Taking

the nonrelativistic reduction (M/FE — 1), we have,

dBQ —iq 2
= T E . 8
o) = [ e @) (®)
We can also obtain the mean squared radius:
dF
r? z/d3rr2 r)=—6 — . 9
(r?) =6l O

For the magnetic mean squared radius, we take conven-
tional normalization by dividing the right-hand side of
Eq. (9) by the factor F1(0). The mean squared radius is
well defined when the density p(r) sufficiently falls off at
large r and the integration of 72p(r) converges, which is
the case on the poles for the bound states as well as the
resonance states.

B. Matrix elements of resonance state in scattering
amplitudes

Here we explain the method to extract the matrix el-
ements of the resonance state from the scattering ampli-
tudes of dynamical approaches [18, 28]. Once the matrix
elements are extracted, following the prescription given
in the preceding subsection, we can evaluate the form
factors [from Eq. (6)] and density distributions [from
Eq. (8)].

Let us here consider s-wave meson-baryon scattering
(MB — M'B'’) amplitude T'(y/s) with the total energy
v/, in which the excited baryon appears as a resonance
state. Performing the analytic continuation of the energy
variable to the complex plane /s — z, we obtain the
scattering amplitude in the complex energy plane. The
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FIG. 1: (a) Feynman diagram for meson-baryon scattering
amplitudes close to the pole of the excited baryon, (b) Fey-
namn diagram for meson-baryon scattering amplitudes with
the probe current attached to the excited baryon. The dou-
ble, dashed, solid and wiggly lines correspond to the excited
baryon, the ground state meson, the ground state baryon and
the probe current, respectively.
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FIG. 2: Examples of the Feynman diagrams for the scattering
amplitudes 7% in which the probe current does not couple to
the excited baryon. The double, dashed, solid and wiggly lines

correspond to the excited baryon, the ground state meson, the
ground state baryon and the probe current, respectively.
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resonance state is expressed as a pole of the scattering
amplitude in the second Riemann sheet. We define the
“pole contribution” of the amplitude as

i

_ZTZJ (Z)|polc = Zglmlgjv (10)
where the pole position is expressed as the resonance
mass and width as Zr = Mg — iI'r/2 and the indices 4
and j represent the final and initial meson-baryon chan-
nels, respectively. The residue g;g; at the pole posi-
tion can be interpreted as the product of the coupling
strengths to the meson-baryon channels i and j. On
the real energy axis, the full scattering amplitude can
be written as

i
—iT3(Vs) = igimigj — T3 (V). (11)
The contributions which are not represented by the pole
term is summarized as a nonresonant background term
THY (see also [56]).
Next we relate the meson-baryon scattering amplitude
with the matrix element of the resonance state vectors
introduced in the preceding subsection. The pole contri-

bution in the scattering matrix is written as

1

:/ dp" <(I)Z(P/)(_)|ZR(P//)(+)>

(2m)4 2" — Zg
X (Zr(P") )25 (P)) (12)
= —i(2m)ot (P — ) T8 (13)

Z—ZR

with

(@;(P') 7 Zr(P) M) =(Zr(P")|®,(P)™))
=ig;(2m)*6* (P — P'*),  (14)

where |®;(P)(7)) (|®;(P)*))) is the out (in) s-wave
meson-baryon scattering state with channel ¢ (j) and
momentum P’# (P"). The total energies are given by
2" = /P""P] and z = \/P"P,. In this way, the residue
of the pole in the scattering amplitude is related to the
inner product of the resonance state with the scattering
state, representing the coupling strength. It is important
that

d*p i
Py = / AP (P

5 ——(Z(P)] (15)

in Eq. (12) can be understood as the “projection oper-

ator” to the resonance state of the mass Zr, which is a
generalization of that of the usual stable particle. This
resonance component of the amplitude, T, (2)|pole, iS rep-
resented diagrammatically in Fig. 1(a).

In the same way, we also consider the scattering am-
plitude 7%, for the M By* — M'B’ process, where 7*
stands for a probe such as photon for the electromagnetic
current. The Fourier component of the matrix element
of the probe current in the s-wave meson-baryon state,

S’N

~ij» 1S given as:
" / . 2
S'yij(P ) Pv Q )

:/ dhz e (@, (P i ()| @, (P) D), (16)

with incoming and outgoing momenta of the meson-
baryon system P* and P’*, respectively, and Q? =
—q"q,. The resonance contribution to the matrix el-
ement is obtained by inserting the “projection opera-
tor” (15) for the resonance state on both sides of the
current operator:

82 (P’ Py Q)lpote

vij
_/d4xe—iq"wu/d4P”/d4Pm
a 2m)* ) (2m)*

% (@:(P") )| Zg (P")Hy—

2" — Zn
e i
X (Zr(P") )i 2 (P") D) e
x (Zr(P") 7 2;(P) )
1 1
s 4¢4 v pv U\, Tl 2 )
i(2m)" 6" (P — P — ¢ )gzZ,_ZR (@ )Z_ZRgg,

where we have used Egs. (5) and (14). Hence, the pole
contribution to the scattering amplitude of M By* —
M'B’ process is

1
Tvij(zlv Z3 Q2)|pole =9

95> (18)



which is represented diagrammatically in Fig. 1(b) (here
and following in this subsection we omit the superscript p
in T', and F'). It is important that this term contains the
matrix element of the probe current with the resonance
state as the residue of double pole at z = 2’ = ZRg.

The rest contributions of the amplitude T%;; has less
singularity at the resonance position Zg. We show sev-
eral examples of these contributions diagrammatically in
Fig. 2, in which the current does not couple to the inter-
mediate resonance propagator.

Combining Eqs. (10) and (18), the matrix elements in
the Breit frame can be evaluated as the residue of the
single pole at z = 2’ = Zr of —T;;/T;; in the complex
energy plane:

(2 — ZRr)Tyij (7, z; Q%)

F(Q?)|Breit = — T ()

Z'—)ZR

(19)

z—)ZR

As one can see from the above derivation, this scheme
indicates that only the amplitude T;; (T,;;) with the
single- (double-) pole terms contributes to the right-hand
side, whereas both nonresonant background term TS—’G
in Eq. (11) for Tj;(z) and the less singular terms for
T,:;(%', z; Q?) automatically drop and have no effect to
the form factors for the resonance state. As confirmed in
Ref. [28], the form factor obtained in Eq. (19) is a gauge
invariant quantity.

Equation (19) should be evaluated in the complex en-
ergy plane for the resonance state. It is an interesting
issue how the matrix elements of the currents for the res-
onance can be obtained on the real axis, in which ampli-
tudes are in principle observed experimentally. In order
to keep closer connection to experimental measurements,
we discuss a method to evaluate the form factor of the
resonance state on the real axis, as developed in Ref. [18].

As we have seen above, the matrix element of the cur-
rent for the resonance state is expressed as the residue
of the amplitude T (z’, z; Q?) at the resonance pole po-
sition (z' = z = Zgr). If we take the Breit frame of the
resonance (2 = z), the form factor F(Q?) of the reso-
nance can be written on the real axis as,

o gi 2 g ess
Tyij = s —7n {F(Q )} T 7n + TN (Vs) (20

where T!°% represents less singular terms than the
double-pole contribution given in the first term. It is im-
portant to note that, if the decay width of the resonance
state is small and its pole position is close to the real
energy axis, the double-pole amplitudes will give domi-
nant contribution to the M By* — M’B’ process than
the other contributions in the resonance energy region.

Motivated by Eq. (20), we define an effective form fac-
tor on the real axis as

Tyii(V/5, Vs Q%)

QY VR = PR )

As discussed in Appendix A, the effective form factor (21)
is correctly normalized so as to give the corresponding
charge of the system at Q% = 0 independently of /s, if
we consider all of the appropriate diagrams giving both
the double-pole and less singular terms.

Let us study the relation between the effective form
factor (21) on the real axis and the form factor at the
pole position (19). Around the resonance energy region,
where the pole contribution dominates the amplitude,
the derivative of the M B scattering amplitude (11) with
respect to /s is written as

99

d BG
Vi-zp taae

dy/s ¥

d
N

Assuming that the background contribution is smoothly
changing with respect to the energy /s around the res-
onance energy and, thus, neglecting the second term of
Eq. (22), we can write the effective form factor approxi-
mately as

FORQ%: V/A) ~ F(QY) — Tﬁ;wa“gfig@. (23)

In this way, the effective form factor is related to the res-
onance form factor F(Q?). The deviation mainly comes
from the less singular terms in 7%;; which contribute to
the effective form factor F°. Nevertheless, as seen in
Eq. (23), if we take the energy +/s close to the resonance
mass and choose the channel which strongly couples to
the resonance, we can reduce the contamination from
the less singular terms. In addition F°T(Q?) will coin-
cide with F(Q?) evaluated by Eq. (19) when we take
V/§ — Zr by analytic continuation, since in this case
both the less singular contribution T}fss in Eq. (23) and
the nonresonant background contribution in Eq. (22) au-
tomatically drop at /s — Zg.

C. A(1405) in chiral dynamics

In this subsection, we briefly review our formula-
tion of the A(1405) resonance generated dynamically in
the MB — M’B’ process using chiral unitary model
(ChUM) developed in Refs. [5-8]. It turns out that ex-
plicit pole terms are not necessary in the elementary in-
teraction for the description of the A(1405) in ChUM [9].

The starting point of our formulation is the important
fact that chiral symmetry and its spontaneous breakdown
in QCD constrain the form of low-energy interactions in-
cluding Nambu-Goldstone bosons. This is systematically
expressed in chiral perturbation theory [57-59], in which
the effective Lagrangian is sorted out according to chiral
expansion. From the lowest order meson-baryon chiral
Lagrangian, the tree-level s-wave meson-baryon interac-
tion known as the Weinberg-Tomozawa term can be ob-



tained as,
Cij /
Vi = Ak +K) (24)
~ —32(2\/§—Mi—Mj), (25)

with the incoming and outgoing meson momenta, k* and
k", the meson decay constant f, the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficient C;; fixed by the SU(3) group structure of the
interaction, and masses of outgoing and incoming baryon,
M; and Mj, respectively. The last form in Eq. (25) is
obtained by applying the nonrelativistic reduction for the
baryons. The explicit value of the coefficient C;; for the
KN scattering is given in Ref. [6].

Only this lowest-order Weinberg-Tomozawa interac-
tion, however, is not sufficient for the description of the
scattering amplitude, especially for three flavors. The
main reason is the existence of the baryonic resonance
state A(1405) in I = 0 and S = —1 channel, just be-
low the KN threshold, which spoils any perturbative
expansion around the threshold. Therefore, in order to
reproduce the KN scattering amplitude, some nonper-
turbative and coupled-channels treatment for the KN
scattering is needed.

One valuable approach to take into account the non-
perturbative effect is to formulate a scattering amplitude
fulfilling exact unitarity with the N/D method [60]. Fol-
lowing Ref. [7], with assumption that the intermediate
states of the scattering are composed of only one octet
meson and one octet baryon and with neglect of the left-
hand cuts, one can write the inverse of the general form
of the scattering amplitudes fulfilling unitarity as,

ngl(\/g) = —6;;Gi(Vs) + 'Tz;l(\/g), (26)

_2M;
1672

Gi(Vs)

a; (freg) + In /ﬂl +

reg

where,

GZ(\/E) = —di(So) — 5% /OO dS/

27 + (s" —s)(s" —s0)’
(27)
pils) = (28)

Here sy denotes the subtraction point, s; is the threshold
value of s of the channel 7 and ¢; center-of-mass momen-
tum in the channel ¢

- \/(S—Mf—i-m?)z—élsm? (29)

qi = 4s )

where m,; represents the meson mass in the channel i.

The function G; takes the same form as, except for an
infinite constant, the ordinary meson-baryon loop inte-
gral,

d4ql 1 2Mi
(2m)* @2 —m? +ie (P — q1)? — M? + i€’
(30)
where € is an infinitesimal real constant to specify the
boundary condition. With dimensional regularization
scheme, which keeps analytic properties of the loop func-
tion, the finite part of the loop integral G; can be written
as,

Gitv) =1 [

M? mf—Mf—l—s m?

In MlQ

+ % (111(5 — MZ+m? +23:/5) + In(s + M? — m? + 2G;/5)

—In(—s+ M? —m? +24;\/s) — In(—s — M7 + m? + 2(}1-\/5))] , (31)

with the regularization scale .., and the subtraction
constant a; = —(4m)%a; /(2M;).

For the 7;; in Eq. (26), we adopt the matching scheme
developed in Ref. [7], which tells that the identification
of T;; with the tree-level amplitudes by chiral perturba-
tion theory is valid up to O(p?). Hence in our approach
we identify the Weinberg-Tomozawa interaction V;; in
Eq. (25) as 7;;. In this way, the T-matrix is written in

matrix form as,
T(Vs) =V -G (32)
This amplitude satisfy the following equation
Ti;j(vs) = Vij + Z Vi G Ty = Vij + ZTikaij7
k k

(33)



which corresponds to the Bethe-Salpeter equation in al-
gebraic form. We hence refer to this 7}; as the BS ampli-
tude. In the present approach we have 10 meson-baryon
channels, i,j = K~ p, Kn, 79A, 7°%°, nA |, X0, 7%~
7a~%t, KtZ, and K'=°.

Now we fix the parameters in our approach; we have
the masses of the ground state mesons and baryons, the
meson decay constant f, and the subtraction constant
a; (freg) Wwith the regularization scale pireg. We use the
isospin-averaged masses for the mesons and baryons:

My = M0 = Myt = My = 138.04 MeV,
MK = M- = Mo = M+ = Mo = 495.67 MeV,
my = 547.45 MeV,
My = M, = M, = 938.92 MeV,
My =1115.68 MeV,
My = Mso = Myt = My- =1193.12 MeV,
M= = M=z- = M=o =1318.11 MeV.

For the meson decay constant f, we choose an averaged
value f = 1.123f, with f, = 93.0 MeV, which is one of
the typical values used in ChUM. Finally we choose the
subtraction constant a; so as to reproduce the threshold
properties of K~ p observed in stopped K~ capture on
hydrogen [61, 62], as done in Ref. [5],

G’KN = _1.84.,
apy = —2.25,

s, = —2.00,
Qny = —2.38,

arn = —1.83,

A= — —2.67, (34)
with the regularization scale fiyeg = 630 MeV [11].

In the present model, the A(1405) is dynamically gen-
erated in the obtained BS scattering amplitude. With
above parameters, the model well reproduces the A(1405)
mass spectrum below the KN threshold [23]. Further-
more, in the present model the A(1405) is expressed
by two poles of the scattering amplitude in complex
energy plane, as (Z; = 1391 — 66i MeV) and (Z; =
1426 — 17¢ MeV) [10]. The study of the renormalization
condition reveals that the A(1405) resonance in this ap-
proach is dominated by the meson-baryon molecule state
and the effect from the possible seed of the resonance
in the subtraction constant is found to be small [9]. It
has been reported in Refs. [17, 25] that the position of
the lower pole Z; is largely dependent on details of the
model parameters, whereas that of the higher pole Zs
shows little dependence.

The residues of the meson-baryon scattering amplitude
T;;(y/s) at the pole position express coupling strengths
of the resonance to the meson-baryon channels as seen
in Eq. (10). The coupling strengths of the two poles Z;
and Zs obtained in the present formulation are listed in
Table I.* From this Table, one can see that the lower pole

4 The coupling strengths are shown in the particle basis. To
compare with the coupling strengths from the amplitude in the

TABLE I: Coupling strengths of the A(1405) resonances, Z; =
1391 — 66¢ MeV (upper) and Z3 = 1426 — 17 MeV (lower),
to the meson-baryon state obtained as the residues of the
meson-baryon scattering in the particle basis.

Channel coupling (Z1)

KN (K~p, K°n) —0.86 + 1.26¢
7% (7080, 7TE7, 772 ) —1.42 + 0.88i
nA —0.01 + 0.79¢
K= (K°2° KT=7) —0.33 + 0.30¢

Channel coupling (Z2)

KN (K~ p, K°n) 1.84 4+ 0.67i
7% (7020, 7TE7, 772 T) 0.26 + 0.85¢
nA 1.44 4+ 0.213
K= (K°2° KT=7) 0.09 4 0.244

7 strongly couples to the 7X state, whereas the higher
pole Z, dominantly couples to the KN state. Among the
poles, the higher one is considered to be originated from
the KN bound state [25]. Since we are interested in the
structure of the A(1405) in the KN bound state picture,
we mainly consider the contribution from the higher pole
Zo and regard the lower pole Z; as the background.

D. Electromagnetic interactions in chiral dynamics

As discussed in Sec. II B, photon-coupling to the reso-
nance state is obtained as the residue of the second-rank
pole in the M By* — M’B’ amplitude. This process can
be calculated by making a photon couple to the scat-
tering process M B — M’B’ which has been obtained
in the previous subsection to describe the A(1405). For
the calculation of the M B~y* — M’B’ process, we take
a picture that the photon couples to the resonance state
only through its constituent mesons and baryons [18, 28],
which may be valid in view of the dominance of the
meson-baryon component in the A(1405) [9]. Thus, we
need only electromagnetic interactions of the constituent
mesons and baryons in our approach.

Due to the requirement of the gauge invariance, the
elementary couplings of the photon to the mesons and
baryons should be given by gauging the chiral effective
Lagrangian in a consistent way with the description of
the A(1405). The photon couplings to the meson and
baryon appearing in the BS amplitude are derived in the
minimal coupling scheme. In addition, the anomalous
magnetic couplings in the BB’y and M BM'B’~ vertices
are given by the chiral perturbation theory as done in
Ref. [18]. The sum of the above two contributions deter-

isospin basis as in Ref. [10], a factor v/Nj should be multiplied
with the isospin multiplicity Ny = 2 for KN and K=, and Ny = 3
for 7.



mines the elementary electromagnetic couplings VM“Z, for
MM'y, Vg, for BB'y, and T'}; for MBM'B'y, respec-
tively.
Now let us consider the minimal coupling scheme. The
photon coupling to the meson, Vl\’/l‘i, is given by
iVl (ky K) = Qi (k + )%, (35)
with the meson charge Qu,, the incoming and outgoing

meson momenta k* and k™. The minimal coupling of
the photon to the baryon is given by

_ Z'VP(’]:I)’M( p/)

(p+p)° . pt+p . ioxgq
(QB 5L ——, iUB, 50, +1QB, o, ) (36)

with the baryon charge (Jp, and the incoming and out-
going baryon momenta p* and p*. These two cou-
plings (35) and (36) are appropriate with the propagators
in the loop function (31). For the M BM'B’~ coupling,
we use the following vertex, which is required by the
Ward-Takahashi identity at tree-level with the Weinberg-
Tomozawa interaction (25):

Gy Pr 4 P
R

with the incoming and outgoing meson-baryon total mo-
menta P* and P’*| respectively, and Qr, = Qum, + @B, -
We note that this M BM’B’y coupling does not con-
tain the magnetic part. Actually for the electromag-
netic properties of the neutral excited baryon this term
does not contribute due to Qem = Qm + @ = 0. This
is a different point compared with Ref. [18], where the
normal magnetic part coming from the original form
of the Weinberg-Tomozawa term (24), proportional to
Qm, + Qum;, was introduced.

For the anomalous BB’y and M BM'B’~y couplings
which are gauge invariant by themselves, we use the inter-
action Lagrangian appearing in the chiral perturbation
theory [63]:

— it (P Py = (Qr, +Q1,), (37)

Lo == 1o W (BlS", 5* . B)
- GBS SUELBY) . 69
with
Fl =—e (UTQFWu + uQFH,,uT) , (39)

the electromagnetic field tensor F),,, the charge matrix
@, the spin matrix Sy, the SU(3) matrix of the baryon
octet field B, and the chiral field u? = U = exp(iv/2®/ f)
where ® is the SU(3) matrix of the Nambu-Goldstone
boson field. This interaction Lagrangian gives us spa-
tial components of both the BB’y and the M BM'B’~y

vertices (a =1, 2, 3):

_ e 2k (11 40

"B oM, ) (40)
(A)a _ ., [0 X4g ‘

— ’LFZJ = ZAU (2—]\4])) , (41)

where we have made nonrelativistic reduction. Here the
anomalous magnetic moment for the baryon K; and the
matrix A;; are given by,

K; =byd; + b fi, (42)

ngij + bﬁFY;j
2f2 ’

where the coefficients d;, f;, X;j, and Y;; are fixed by
the flavor SU(3) symmetry and their explicit values are
found in Ref. [18]. The values of the coefficients b2 and
bt are determined to be by = 2.40 and bf = 0.82 so
as to reproduce the observed anomalous magnetic mo-
ments of the baryons®. In the calculation, these values
are used for the M BM'B’y vertices (41), while for the
baryon anomalous magnetic moments we use the exper-
imental values instead of K; (42). For the unobserved
%% magnetic moment, we use the SU(3) flavor relation
pso = (us+ + ps-)/2, which is consistent with quark
models. The transition magnetic coupling X° — A~y
does not contribute in the isospin symmetric limit, be-
cause this interaction changes the isospin of the excited
baryon 0 to 1. Now the total BB’y coupling Vi and the
M BM'B'y vertex T'}); are given by the sum of the normal
and anomalous contributions:

A= (43)

VE (p, 1)
@+p) p+p io X q

( @B, S @B, 20, 1B, o, ) (44)

L (P, P')
C?, P0+P/O

:( 4fj2\/_+\/_ QTi+QTj)7

Cij P+P iocxq

+Qr.)— Ay ——2 ], 45
M?vr+vr'“? ) =i (45)

where pp, is the observed magnetic moment of the
baryon.

Here we note that the magnetic interactions of the ex-
cited baryons are obtained only from the baryonic dy-

namics, since in our approach the spinless meson is bound

5 Here we note that in Ref. [18] the additional contribution (Ab =
1) was introduced in order to take into account the normal mag-
netic part of the gauged Weinberg-Tomozawa interaction. This is
unnecessary in our calculation, where bg = 0.82, because Eq. (37)
does not produce the magnetic part.



by the baryon in s-wave channel and the spatial compo-
nent of the MM’y couplings do not contribute to the
magnetic interactions in the Breit frame of the excited
baryons.

In order to study the internal structure of the A(1405)
theoretically, we also consider the form factors probed
with the baryonic and strangeness currents. For the bary-
onic and strangeness current interactions, we replace the
meson and baryon electric charges with the correspond-
ing quantum numbers, namely, the baryon number and
strangeness of the mesons and baryons:

QM = 07 QB = 17 (46)
for the baryonic current and
Qﬂ' = Q’I] = QN = 07
=Qr=Qx =1, (47)
QK - 15 QE - _27

for the strangeness current. Then we consider the
time components as the form factors for the baryonic
and strangeness current interactions, as described below
Eq. (6). Since the baryonic and strangeness form factors
are calculated by the time component of the current, we
do not need the counterparts of the matrices X;; and Yj;
given in Eq. (43), which contribute to the spatial compo-
nent.

E. Calculation of photon-coupled meson-baryon
amplitudes

Now we discuss the details of the calculation of the
scattering amplitude of the M B~* — M'B’ process in
the chiral unitary approach, in which the amplitude for
the MB — M'B’ is given by multiple scattering of the
meson and baryon.

One of the most important issues we take account of
is the charge conservation in the calculation of the scat-
tering amplitude for the M B~* — M’B’ process. This

ensures the correct normalization of the form factor of
the excited baryon, Fg(Q? = 0) = Qrum, F(Q? = 0) =
B =1, and F5(Q? = 0) = S. Following the method pro-
posed in Refs. [28, 48, 64], to calculate the form factors
we take three relevant diagrams shown in Fig. 3, which
contain the double-pole terms for the resonance states.
Although charge conservation requires seven other di-
agrams as shown in Fig. 4 for the general amplitude
T1 [64], these diagrams cannot contribute to the matrix
elements at the resonance pole calculated by Eq. (19),
since these terms have at most a single pole [28]. This
means that, on the resonance pole, the charge conser-
vation is maintained by only three diagrams shown in
Fig. 3. Summing up the diagrams in Fig. 3, we obtain
the relevant amplitude for the evaluation of the form fac-
tors:

T3is = Ty T Ty + Doy (48)
These contributions can be expressed by the combination
of the BS amplitude and the elementary couplings dis-
cussed before, according to the Feynman diagrams given
in Fig. 3. In the Breit frame, in which the momenta of

the photon and the A(1405) before photon coupling are

expressed as ¢ = (0, gq) and P* = (\/s + q?%/4, —q/2)7

respectively, their explicit forms are written as:

Z Tin(\/'s
Tayij = Z T (Vs
7(3 Z T (Vs

)Dyy, (Vs Q°)Tij (V) (49)

(1)U

5) D, (V53 Q*) Tk (Vs), (50)

) kl(\/— Q )Gl(\/g)le(\/E),
(51)
where the vertex T}, is given in Eq. (45) and the loop

integrals with the photon couplings to the meson and
baryon are given by,

d q1 2Mk 1
_ v 52
s @ = [ o T e L AU Rl s (52)
diq 1 2 M, 2M,,
D =i VE (P — P - .
Bk(\/_ Q) /(2#) q%—mi—l—iE(P—Fq—(h)Q—M;?‘FiE[ Bk( q1, Q1+Q)}(P_ql)2_Mg+ie
(53)
In the Breit frame s = P*P, = (P + ¢)*(P + ¢q), and  related to the loop integral G given in (31) as
2P"q, = q* = Q* > 0, and Dy, Dg, and I are functions
of /s and Q% The function Dy (Dg) at Q% = 0 is
de
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FIG. 3: Diagrams for the T% which contain the double-pole terms of the excited baryon [28, 48, 64]. The shaded ellipses
represent the BS amplitude. The dashed, solid and wiggly lines correspond to the ground state meson, the ground state baryon

and the probe current, respectively.
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FIG. 4: Supplemental diagrams for the charge conservation of the T in addition to the diagrams in Fig. 3 [64]. The shaded
ellipses represent the BS amplitude. The dashed, solid and wiggly lines correspond to the ground state meson, the ground state

baryon and the probe current, respectively.

dGy,
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which can be easily proved by calculating the derivative
of the loop integral G and using the vertices (35) and
(44). Other analytic properties of these loop integrals,
Dy and Dg, are discussed in Appendix B. 6

Now we introduce the finite size effects of the con-
stituent hadrons in our scheme. The ground state mesons
and baryons have spatial structures, while we have im-
plicitly assumed that they are pointlike particles in the
effective Lagrangian approach. Therefore we should in-
clude the finite size effects of the constituent hadrons in a
gauge invariant way. Here we simply multiply a common
form factor (CFF) Fopr(Q?) of the constituent hadrons
to each photon vertex,

DY (Vs Q* =0) (55)

Dy, (V's; Q%) — Dy, (V's; Q) Forr(Q?), (56)
Dg, (Vs; Q*) — Dg, (Vs; Q?) Forr (Q?), (57)
(Vs Q%) — (Vs Q%) Forr(Q?). (58)

6 If one adopts the cut-off procedure for the meson-baryon loop
integral GG, one must calculate the photon-coupled meson-baryon
loop integrals Dy; and Dp in a consistent way with the same
cut-off. Form factors of A(1405) in such a cut-off procedure were
evaluated in Ref. [30]. The two approaches, the dimensional
regularization in our procudure and the cut-off procedure, would
not make much differences in form factors except for the high
momentum region compared to the cut-off scale.

Note that the Fcpp only depends on Q2 so it can be
factorized out from the loop integrals of Egs. (52) and
(53). In this study we employ the dipole type form factor
as,

A2
A2+Q2> '

We take A% = 0.71 GeV?, which reproduces nucleon form
factors well. This CFF corresponds to the hadron density
~ exp(—Ar) with radial coordinate r of each hadron and
mean squared radius (r?) = 12/A% ~ 0.66 fm?.

Here we comment on the normalization of the effective
form factor F°f obtained on the real axis. As discussed
in Appendix A, the effective form factor is correctly nor-
malized so as to give the corresponding charge of the
system at Q% = 0 independently of the energy /s, if
we consider all of the diagrams shown in Figs. 3 and 4.
Among them, the three double-pole diagrams in Fig. 3
give dominant contributions at the energies close to the
resonance pole position. Therefore, even if we take into
account only the three diagrams in Eq. (48), deviation
from the correct normalization for the effective form fac-
tor is considered to be small. We also note that a part
of the less singular terms in 7%} (hence F' °ff) is included
in these three diagrams because off the pole position the
nonresonant background in T;; [see Eq. (11)] generates
less singular parts in Eqgs. (49)—(51). Here we choose the
KN(I = 0)y* — KN(I = 0) channel for the evaluation
of F*f for the A(1405), which reduces the contribution

Forr(Q?) = ( (59)



from the less singular terms thanks to the large coupling
strength g, as demonstrated in Eq. (23).

At last, let us show a relation among electric (Fg),
baryonic (Fp), and strangeness (Fs) form factors for the
A(1405) based on isospin symmetry, in which we have a
generalized Gell-Mann-Nishijima relation for the probe
current,

1
Jg =J; + E[Jg + J§), (60)

with the current for the third component of the isospin,
Ji . Taking the matrix element for the A(1405) with

I =0, we obtain’,

Fo(@) = 5[Fa(@) + B@)l,  (61)

where the matrix element of J Z vanishes for the I = 0
state. From the relation (61), we have the relation for
the spatial densities,

pe(r) = 3lon(r) + ps 1), (62)

with radial coordinate r as well.

IIT. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the internal structure of the
resonant A(1405) state. We will show the numerical re-
sults of the A(1405) form factors measured by the elec-
tromagnetic, baryon number, and strangeness currents in
momentum space. We will also show the spatial density
distributions in coordinate space which are obtained by
performing Fourier transformation of the form factors.

The calculation of the form factor is performed in two
ways; one is on the A(1405) pole position (Sec. ITT A and
the other is to evaluate the effective form factor (21) on
the real energy axis around the resonance energy region
Vs ~ 1420 MeV (Sec. IIIB. On the A(1405) pole posi-
tion, the internal structure of the resonance can be ob-
tained in a way to keep charge conservation without non-
resonant background contributions. The results, how-
ever, may not be directly compared with experimental
observables. The effective form factor on the real en-
ergy axis, on the other hand, may be determined in ex-
periments, but the obtained form factors have both the
resonant and nonresonant contributions.

For a reference of the electric size of the typical neu-
tral baryon, we will compare the electric A(1405) form
factor with an experimental fit of neutron electric form
factor [65],

Fy(Q%) =

2
v (20 8w

TT14br \AZ+ Q2 T

7 At Q2 = 0, we obtain the usual Gell-Mann-Nishijima relation,
QM = (B +5)/2, for I. = 0 hadrons
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with @ = 1.25, b = 18.3, A2 = 0.71 GeV?, the neu-
tron mass M, and the neutron magnetic moment p, =
—1.913 un, where un is the nuclear magneton.

We also compare the results of magnetic, baryonic and
strangeness form factors with a dipole type form factor,

Az
Fiipote(Q%) = ¢ x (m) ; (64)

with A2 = 0.71 GeV?, which reproduces well the observed
nucleon magnetic form factor [66]. The overall factor ¢
will be adjusted to the normalization of the form factor
of the A(1405) in question.

A. Form factors on the resonance pole

Here we discuss the internal structure of the A(1405)
using the form factors obtained at the pole position in the
complex energy plane. We evaluate the form factors of
the higher A(1405) state, Zs, out of two A(1405) states,
since this state gives the dominant contribution to the
spectrum and is considered to be originated from the
KN bound state. The form factors of the A(1405) at
the resonance position are obtained by Eq. (19) together
with the amplitudes calculated in Eqgs. (33) and (48).

1. Electromagnetic, baryonic, and strangeness structures

First of all, we show our results of the electric and
magnetic form factors in Fig. 5 together with the em-
pirical form factors of the neutron given in Egs. (63)
and (64). The normalization parameter is given by
the real part of the magnetic moment of the A(1405),
¢ = Re[Fm(Q? = 0)]. Here, in order to see the finite
size effects of the constituent hadrons, we also show re-
sults without the common form factor (CFF) introduced
in Eq. (59). The finite size effects make the magnitude
of the form factors reduced, especially in the large Q2
region. Hereafter, we show only the results with CFF
unless explicit mentionings.

Now let us discuss the electromagnetic form factors of
the resonant A(1405) shown in Fig. 5. The form factors
Fgr and Fy contain the imaginary parts, since they are
evaluated on the resonance pole position in the complex
energy plane. However, we obtain the imaginary parts in
smaller magnitude than the real parts. This is the conse-
quence of the relatively small imaginary part of the pole
position of Z3, since the form factors are real numbers
in the limit of zero imaginary part of the pole position.
For the charge neutral A(1405), deviation from zero in
the electric form factor indicates that the A(1405) has a
nontrivial charge distribution as seen in the neutron form
factor. Comparing the real part of the A(1405) form fac-
tor and the empirical neutron form factor, we find that
the A(1405) form factor has larger magnitude than that
of the neutron, especially at low Q2. This indicates that
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FIG. 6: Baryonic (Fg) and strangeness (Fs) form factors
of the A(1405) state on the higher pole position Zz. The
strangeness form factor is presented with the opposite sign
for comparison. The parameter ¢ in the dipole form factor is
chosen to be ¢ = 1.

the spatial structure of the A(1405) is larger than the
neutron. For the magnetic form factor of the A(1405), to
which only the baryon components contribute as seen in
Sec. II D, the real part of the result shows faster decreas-
ing than the dipole fit to the nucleon. These results of
Fr and Fy suggest the peculiar electromagnetic struc-
ture of the A(1405) compared with the typical neutral
baryon such as the neutron.

Next we discuss the baryonic and strangeness form fac-
tors of the A(1405) using the baryonic and strangeness
currents as external probes. The calculation is done in
the same way as the electric form factor using the bary-
onic charge (46) and the strangeness charge (47) instead
of the electric charge. The baryonic and strangeness form

factors, Fg and Fg, are plotted in Fig. 6. For comparison,
the strangeness form factor is presented with the opposite
sign. Because of the baryon number and strangeness con-
servation in our formulation the form factors are correctly
normalized as Fg(Q? = 0) = 1 and F5(Q? = 0) = —1,
respectively. From Fig. 6 we find that the imaginary
parts of the total baryonic and strangeness form factors
are small compared with their real parts, as in the case
of the electromagnetic form factors. We can also see
that both the baryonic and strangeness form factors give
steeper derivative at Q% = 0 compared with the nucleon
form factor, and that the strangeness form factor shows
faster decreasing than the baryonic one. Hence, the bary-
onic and strangeness components also imply the peculiar
structure of the resonant A(1405) among the ordinary
low-lying hadrons.

Now it is interesting to visualize the spatial structure
of the resonant A(1405) in coordinate space as the den-
sity distributions and the mean squared radii obtained
from the form factors using Eqs. (8) and (9). We intro-
duce a normalized density distribution P(r) = 4wr?p(r)
with the density distribution p(r). With this definition,
integrating P(r) from 0 to oo, one gets the total charge
(or magnetic moment) of the system:

/OOO drP(r) = Q. (65)

In Fig. 7 we plot the electromagnetic density distribu-
tions of the A(1405). As we can see from the left panel,
the real part of the charge distribution Py has large mag-
nitude compared with that of the neutron. This may in-
dicate smaller overlap between positively and negatively
charged components in the A(1405) than in the neutron.
It is also found that the charge distribution has positive
values in the inner part (r < 1 fm) and negative val-
ues in the outer part (r = 1 fm). Since the A(1405)
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FIG. 8: Baryonic (Pg) and strangeness (Ps) density distribu-
tions of the A(1405) state on the higher pole position Z2. The
strangeness density distribution is presented with the opposite
sign for comparison. Typical density of nucleon is evaluated
by Eq. (64) with ¢ = 1.

(Z,) strongly couples to the KN channel, the charge
form factor of the A(1405) is expected to be dominated
by the K~ p component. Hence, our result implies that
the lighter K~ surrounds the heavier p. From the mag-
netic distribution Py (Fig. 7, right) we can see the spa-
tially larger structure of the A(1405) compared with the
neutron. Since the magnetic density distribution is con-
tributed mainly from the magnetic moment of the baryon
in the A(1405), the magnetic structure reflects the bary-
onic component.

In the same way, the baryonic and strangeness den-
sity distributions are plotted in Fig. 8 with the typical
density distribution of the nucleon, which is evaluated
by the Fourier transformation of the dipole form factor

TABLE 1II: Electromagnetic (upper), baryonic and
strangeness (lower) mean squared radii of the A(1405),
(r® e, (r)um, (r®)B, and (r?)s, on the higher resonance pole
position Za.

(r)g —0.157 4 0.238i fm?>
(r®)m 1.138 — 0.343i fm?
(r*)s 0.783 — 0.186i fm?
(r*)s —1.097 + 0.662i fm?

in Eq. (64) with ¢ = 1. For comparison, the strangeness
density distribution is shown with the opposite sign. The
baryonic and strangeness density distributions clearly in-
dicate the dominance of the real parts over the imaginary
parts and spatially larger structure than the nucleon.
In addition, the strangeness density distribution has a
longer tail than the baryonic one. Since the A(1405) at
pole position Z is dominated by the KN component,
this means larger K distributions compared with N in-
side the A(1405).

Finally we evaluate the electromagnetic, baryonic, and
strangeness mean squared radii, which are calculated us-
ing Eq. (9) with the form factor. For the magnetic mean
squared radius, we use the calculated magnetic moment
Fu(Q? = 0) = (0.17 — 0.05i)un as the normalization of
the mean squared radius. The results are shown in Ta-
ble II. We find that the absolute value of the electric
(magnetic) mean squared radius is |(r?)g| ~ 0.29 fm?
(|(r*)m| ~ 1.19 fm?), which is about two times larger
than that of the neutron ~ —0.12 fm? (~ 0.66 fm?).
Also the absolute values of the baryonic and strangeness
mean squared radii are larger than the typical size of nu-
cleon. We also observe in Table II larger radius of the
strangeness distribution than the baryonic one. This is
due to the effect of the longer tail in strangeness density
distribution compared with the baryonic one. Therefore,



these results support that the resonant A(1405) state has
a spatially-extended structure compared with the typical
baryon size < 1 fm.

As a consequence, all of the results for the electromag-
netic, baryonic, and strangeness structures show that the
resonant A(1405) has a large size compared with typical
hadrons. Furthermore, it is interesting to observe that
the strangeness density distribution of the A(1405) has
longer tail than the baryonic one. Since the A(1405) (Z2)
is dominated by the KN component and K (N) carries
the strangeness (baryon number), one can expect that
such behaviors of the strangeness and baryonic distribu-
tions are understood by the widely spread K distribution
around N inside the A(1405). This expectation is sup-
ported by the charge distribution, since it has positive
values in the inner part whereas negative values in the
outer part, which will be caused by the K ~p component
inside the A(1405). In the next subsection, we will clarify
these detailed structure of the A(1405) by decomposing
the form factors and density distributions into the con-
tribution from each meson-baryon component.

2. Contribution from each meson-baryon component

In order to discuss the inner structure of the A(1405)
resonance from the theoretical point of view, it is inter-
esting to decompose the form factors into the contribu-
tion from each meson-baryon state to which the external
current couples. This decomposition can be done by cal-
culating the amplitude T5(1) +T,¢‘(2) in Egs. (49) and (50)
without the summation of the intermediate channel k, so
that the total form factor is obtained by summing up
all the components. In the decomposition we do not in-
clude the contribution from Tfj (3)7 which is not important
for the study of the spatial size of the resonance, since
this is a contact interaction and gives an almost trivial
momentum dependence from the form factor of the con-
stituent hadrons®. Here we mainly discuss the KN and
7Y components in the form factors, since the KN and 7%
intermediate states are the dominant contributions in the
A(1405) resonance as we have seen in Table I, and we will
check that the nA and K= channels and the contact term
coming from T3y give negligibly small contributions to
the form factors.

We first discuss the contributions to the electromag-
netic form factors from the KN and 7% intermediate
states. In the upper panel of Fig. 9, we show the electric
form factor coming from the K ~p and 77X~ states. As
one can see from the figure, the electric form factor from
the K~ p state reproduces almost the total form factor
given in Fig. 5. The reason is as follows; the neutral
hadrons do not contribute to the electric form factor,

8 For the electric current, TS ) gives no contributions in case of

(3
neutral resonances.
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FIG. 9: Meson-baryon components of the electromagnetic
form factors of the A(1405) state on the higher pole posi-
tion Z>. Components of the elecric (magnetic) form factor
are shown in the upper panel (middle and lower panels).

and the A(1405) resonance (Z2) has a tiny coupling to
the KTZ=~ channel. Then, the sum of the contributions
from K~ p and 7T XF components dominate the electric
form factor. However, since we are working in the isospin
symmetric limit, the 7t X states give exactly same con-
tributions in magnitude for the isospin I = 0 resonance



TABLE III: Values of the baryonic and strangeness form fac-
tors at Q2 = 0. The separated contributions from each meson-
baryon channel and contact term are also listed. Each meson-
baryon channel is given in the isospin basis; for instance, KN
represents the sum of the contributions from K~ p and K°n.

Component F5(0) = —Fs(0)
total 1

KN 0.994 + 0.048:

™ —0.047 — 0.1514

nA 0.052 4+ 0.0127

K= —0.002 + 0.002:¢

Contact 0.002 + 0.089:

with the opposite sign due to their electric charges. Thus,
the sum of the 7% states does not contribute to the
total electric form factor for the A(1405) resonance and
the K~ p state reproduces almost the total electric form
factor.

In the 77X~ contribution, we observe the sudden in-
crease of the real part and the peak structure of the imag-
inary part seen at Q2 ~ 0.2 GeV?, which comes from the
analytic properties of the loop function DY in which the
external current attaches to the pion propagator. We will
discuss the details in next subsection and Appendix B.

The separated contributions to the magnetic form fac-
tor are shown in the middle and lower panels of Fig. 9.
For the magnetic contribution, the meson pole term T$ 1)
shown in Fig. 3 does not contribute and we are left with
the baryon pole term Tfy‘2 (and the contact term T$(3),
which contribution is not included in Fig. 9. Here we
show the form factors with the K~p, Kn, and nt%~
intermediate channels. We find that the KN contribu-
tion is substantially larger than 73. Here we also find
that the K~ p contribution has the opposite sign to the
K% and they largely cancel each other. This is because
only the isosinglet component can couple to the A(1405)
due to the isospin symmetry and the isosinglet magnetic
moment of nucleon is known to be very small. This result
indicates that the magnetic form factor of the A(1405) is
composed mainly by nucleons in K N dynamics in which,
however, large cancellation between K ~p and K%n com-
ponents takes place.

Next we discuss the contributions to the baryonic and
strangeness form factors from each meson-baryon chan-
nel. Here, instead of plotting the form factors with re-
spect to @2, we show in Table III the values of the bary-
onic and strangeness form factors at Q? = 0 with indi-
vidual contributions from the meson-baryon channels to
the A(1405), which corresponds to the each channel con-
tribution to the baryon number and strangeness of the
system. Here we have the Gell-Mann-Nishijima relation
Fg = —F5 at Q% = 0 for each meson-baryon channel.
The decomposition to each meson-baryon channel implies
that the KN (I = 0) channel gives more than 90% of the
total baryonic and strangeness charges, whereas the 73,
nA, K=, and contact-term components in I = 0 chan-
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nel are negligibly small. The magnitude of the charge of
each component is determined by the coupling strength
given in Table I and the derivative of the loop function
which contributes to the form factor through Eqgs. (54)
and (55). Thus, due to the large coupling strength g v
the KN channel dominates the structure of the A(1405).

Now we show the meson-baryon components of the
electromagnetic density distributions, Pg and Py, which
are obtained by the Fourier transformation of the cor-
responding meson-baryon components of the form fac-
tors. The results are shown in Fig. 10. Note that Pg
is plotted up to r = 10 fm instead of 5 fm. We find
again the dominance of the KN component in both Pg
and Py. Hence, the negative (positive) charge distri-
bution of the A(1405) in Fig. 7 is now understood as
the lighter K~ (heavier p) existence in outside (inside)
region. It is a more interesting finding that the 77X~
(equivalently 7= %7 with the opposite sign) component
of the electric density distribution shows a characteris-
tic behavior of dumping oscillation. As we will discuss in
next subsection and Appendix B, the oscillating behavior
can be interpreted as the decay of the system into the 73
channels through the photon coupling to the intermedi-
ate meson. Although this oscillation is interesting from
the theoretical point of view, it does not contribute to
the total density distribution due to the cancellation of
7+t3~ and 7~ X1 components. For the magnetic density
distribution, we again observe large cancellation between
K~p and K% components in the isosinglet A(1405).

Then, we decompose the baryonic and strangeness den-
sity distributions into the different meson-baryon contri-
butions in Fig. 11. In this figure, KN represents the sum
of the contributions from K ~p and K%n, whereas 7% rep-
resents the sum of the contributions from 7°%%, 7+%—,
and 7~ XT. For the 7¥ channel, we plot the baryonic
density which is equivalent to the strangeness 73 density
with the opposite sign. This is clear from the charges in
Egs. (46) and (47) where both baryonic and strangeness
currents probe the ¥ component with the same strength
and the opposite sign in the 73 intermediate state. As
one can see from the Fig. 11, the KN component where
the baryonic (strangeness) current probes the N (K) dis-
tribution dominates both the baryonic and strangeness
density distribution in Fig. 8. Therefore, the longer tail of
the strangeness distribution in Fig. 8 is now understood
as the larger distribution of the K component than that
of the baryon number distribution generated by the N.
This is consistent with the electric density distribution,
that the lighter K~ locates outside the p, which should
also be the case for the K° and n through the isospin
symmetry.

From the decomposition of the form factors and density
distributions into meson-baryon components, it is con-
firmed that the resonant A(1405) is indeed dominated
by the KN(I = 0) component, giving more than 90%
of the total baryonic and strangeness charges, and it is
found that the A(1405) is dominantly composed of the
K in the outside region around the nucleon, with a large
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47r2p(r) of charge (Pg, upper) and magnetic moment (P,
middle and lower) densities of the A(1405) state on the higher
pole position Zs.

size compared with typical hadrons. We also find that
the magnetic moment of the A(1405) is composed mainly
by nucleons in K N dynamics in which large cancellation
between K ~p and K% components takes place. In ad-
dition, we observe that the m+3~ component has the
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escaping oscillation in the charge distribution (see also
next subsection), which is although not observed in the
total charge due to the 7+ XF cancellation. In our results
all of the results for the electromagnetic, baryonic, and
strangeness structure of the A(1405) are consistent with
each other.

3. Escaping oscillation in decay channel

In the previous subsection we found an interesting be-
havior of the 77X~ escaping oscillation in the electric
density distribution. Here we discuss the escaping os-
cillation found in the 7% channel, or decay channel in
general.

From a viewpoint of the Fourier transformation, what
makes oscillation behavior in the 77X~ electric density
distribution is the peak structure at Q2 ~ 0.2 GeV? in
the electric form factor in the 77X~ channel. Namely,
the Fourier transformation of the form factor picks up
much contributions from the peak structure, making
large magnitude in the corresponding wave number for
the density distribution, which is seen as the oscillation
component.

Then, let us discuss the origin of the peak structure in
the form factor. An important point is that the photon
coupled loop integral of the intermediate channel k, Dy,
(Dg, ), contains a divergent point at

442 4%
Q2 qis (Q2 _ QkQS) ’ (66)

M2 m2

with real energy /s, x defined in Eq. (29), and the
baryon (meson) mass My (my) in the intermediate



state.  This divergence point corresponds to the ¢-
channel threshold. The detailed discussion is given in
Appendix B. It should be emphasized that this singular-
ity (66) can be reached only in case that the energy is
above the threshold of the k channel, \/s > My, + my, so
that 4G7s > 0. Such a singularity at certain Q? gener-
ates peak structure in the form factor with complex en-
ergy through the analytic continuation /s — z. Hence,
that the resonance energy is above the threshold is es-
sential to the peak structure in the form factors, and
the oscillation behavior of the density distributions can
be interpeted as the decay of the system into the open
channels through the photon coupling to the intermedi-
ate state, with kicked meson and baryon to the on-shell
by the photon coupling. In the present case, since only
the 7% channel is open for the A(1405) decay, the peak
structure appears only in the 73 channel.

From the above discussion, it is obvious that the peak
structures in the form factors and the oscillation behav-
iors in the density distributions should appear in decay
channels for resonance states in the meson-baryon pic-
ture. Such structures are, however, eventually not ob-
served in the total electric form factor and density dis-
tribution for the resonant A(1405). This is because, as
we have mentioned, the 7+%F components largely can-
cel each other for the electric structure due to the isospin
symmetry. Hence, if we would observe a excited state for
which its decaying channel contributes to the form fac-
tors without cancellation, we could observe the escaping
oscillation in the total density distribution.

At last, we comment on that the magnetic, baryonic,
and strangeness density distributions do not show the
(visible) oscillation behavior even in the decay chan-
nel, 7. This is because the magnetic, baryonic, and
strangeness currents couple to X rather than pion in the
7w channel; the current coupling to the ¥ propagator
also provides the oscillation behavior in the electric as
well as the magnetic, baryonic, and strangeness density
distributions. However, Eq. (66) indicates that, due to
the small pion mass m,, the X-current coupling makes
the peak structure in the form factor with very high Q?
value [Q? ~ 10 GeV? for the 7% channel in the A(1405)
(Z3)], thus such a high Q? coupling should be strongly
suppressed by form factors of the constituent hadrons.
As a consequence, the oscillation contributions from the
Y.-current coupling are numerically small and not visible
in Figs. 10 and 11.

B. Effective form factors on the real energy axis

Now we evaluate the effective form factors of the
A(1405) on the real energy axis defined in Eq. (21), in
order to study how the form factors obtained at the res-
onance position are seen on the real energy axis. These
effective form factors on the real axis will provide the
quantities which can be compared with the experimen-
tal observations, in contrast to the form factors obtained
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in the complex energy plane. Here we comment that the
mean squared radii are not well defined for resonances on
the real energy axis due to insufficient fall-off of the den-
sities at large 7, in contract to the case on the resonance
pole position.

As discussed in Sec. IT1E, the form factors calculated
with three diagrams shown in Fig. 3 keep correct nor-
malizations only on the resonance pole position. Off the
resonance pole position the additional diagrams shown in
Fig. 4 are necessary to keep the correct normalizations.
Nevertheless, since the double-pole diagrams dominate
the photon-coupled amplitude at the resonance energies
if the pole position is not far from the real axis, the con-
tributions from the supplemental diagrams in Fig. 4 to
the form factors may be negligible.

This can be checked by the calculation of the effec-
tive baryon number F§T(Q? = 0) for the A(1405) state
with the diagrams in Fig. 3 on the real axis. Here we
choose the KN — KN channel in I = 0 with the bary-
onic current, so that the less singular contributions are
suppressed through the large coupling constant gz 5 [see
Eq. (23)]. In Fig. 12, we plot F§T(Q? = 0) for the A(1405)
on the real energy axis as a function of /s, which is eval-
uated with the three diagrams shown in Fig. 3. If the
amplitude maintains the conservation law by taking ac-
count of all the diagrams, F§¥(Q? = 0) should be pure
real and unity independently of 1/s. Figure 12 indicates
that the real part of F§T(Q? = 0) calculated with the
three diagrams is close to one in the energy A(1405).
This means that the three diagrams dominate the ampli-
tude of the KN(I = 0)y* — KN(I = 0) process, and
that contributions coming from the neglected diagrams
are less than 10%. To study the energy dependence, we
evaluate the form factors at three meson-baryon center-
of-mass energies /s = 1410, 1420, and 1430 MeV.

The results of the real part of the effective electromag-
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1430 MeV. The parameter ¢ in the dipole form factor is chosen to be ¢ = Re[Fii (Q? = 0;1/5 = 1430 MeV)], the real part of

the magnetic moment at /s = 1430 MeV.

netic form factors on the real energy axis are shown in
Fig. 13. We find that the effective electromagnetic form
factors for /s = 1420 MeV are qualitatively very similar
with the form factors evaluated at the pole position in
Fig. 5. We also find in Fig. 13 that the effective electro-
magnetic form factors have mild energy dependence even
in energies close to the resonance position. This is be-
cause, off the resonance pole position, less singular terms
also contribute to the effective form factors and brings
energy dependence to them. We also see that, in the en-
ergies closer to the KN threshold, both the F&f and F{ff
have steeper change at low Q2.

Now let us discuss the electromagnetic density distri-
butions P! and P$ obtained from F&T and F&ff. We plot
the real parts of PeEff and Pl‘if in Fig. 14 with /s = 1410,
1420, and 1430 MeV, in comparison with the empirical
neutron density distribution. The important point is that
the effective distribution in the real axis also catches the
properties found in the density distribution on the pole
position, that is, spatially larger structure than the neu-
tron with the outward negative charge of K~ and the
inward positive charge of p. As the energy /s increases,
the observed distribution becomes effectively wider.

Finally we summarize the numerical analyses of the
internal structure of the resonant A(1405) state, which
is done by evaluating two observables; one is the reso-
nance form factor (19) on the resonance pole position
(see Sec. IIT A, and the other is the effective form fac-
tor (21) on the real energy axis (Sec. IIIB. Although
there is a quantitative difference between these two anal-
yses such as the energy /s dependence of the effective
form factors, it is found that the several peculiar fea-
tures of the resonance form factor in the complex plane
are mostly maintained in the effective form factor on the
real axis. This means that the properties of the A(1405)
defined in the complex plane may be within our reach of

the experimental searches achieved by the real energies.
This consequence comes from the small imaginary part
of the pole Z5 of the A(1405).

From these analyses we have drawn the following con-
clusions. The A(1405) has softer form factors than those
of neutron. Consequently the mean squared radii are
larger than the neutron radii which can be regarded as
a typical baryon, as found in Ref. [28]. Through the de-
composition into meson-baryon channels and the analysis
of the form factors with different probe currents, the in-
ternal structure of the resonant A(1405) is found to be
dominated by the KN component, with the nucleon in
the center being surrounded by the antikaon.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

We have considered the form factors and density dis-
tributions of the resonant A(1405) state. Because the
A(1405) resonance has the finite decay width, the ob-
tained form factors are complex numbers. Although we
have deduced the structure of the A(1405) mainly from
the behavior of the real part of the form factors, the in-
terpretation may not be as straightforward as the stable
particle.

The A(1405) has been considered as a quasi-bound
state of the KN system? having the 7% decay chan-
nel [1, 2]. This picture is also supported by the chiral
unitary approach, where the KN bound state is gener-
ated only by the attractive KN interaction and chan-
nel coupling to 7% provides the A(1405) with the decay

9 In this section K N represents KN (I = 0) channel in the isospin
basis.
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width [25]. In the present study, we confirmed this pic-
ture by the decomposition of the baryonic charge in the
previous section. Therefore, it is instructive to under-
stand the structure of the KN bound state, by switching
off the couplings of KN to other channels.

In the case of the bound sate, the form factors are
obtained as the real numbers for all Q?, hence we can in-
terpret the form factors as physical quantities. Further-
more, the single-channel model allows us to investigate
the internal structure of a dynamically generated bound
state. For instance, we expect that the spatial size will be
larger for the system with smaller binding energy. This
does not trivially follow from the calculation of the form
factor and is worth examining in the present framework.
Thus, we examine the structure of the KN bound state
by changing the model parameters.

In Sec. IVA, we will study the structure of the
KN bound state with the natural subtraction constant
agn = —1.95, which is obtained so as to exclude ex-
plicit pole contributions from the loop function [9]. This
ensures that the bound state has the pure molecule struc-
ture. Then we will study the structure of the dynamically
generated KN bound states with different binding ener-
gies in Sec. IV B. The interaction strength is adjusted to
fix the binding energy within the natural condition. We
also discuss the meson-nucleon bound state with differ-
ent meson masses instead of the physical kaon mass, in
order to see the effect of meson masses to the bound state
in Sec. IV C, where the spatial size of the bound state is
kept fixed.

A. Structure of the KN bound state

In this subsection, we consider the KN single chan-
nel model with a bound state. We use the Weinberg-

Tomozawa interaction (25) for the KN channel and the
subtraction constant azy = —1.95 with the regulariza-
tion scale fireg = 630 MeV, which is obtained by the con-
dition Gz n(My) = 0 [9]. With this subtraction con-
stant, solving the KN single-channel scattering equa-
tion (33) we obtain the KN bound state at 1424 MeV
with the coupling strength to the KN [see Eq. (10)] as
girn = 2.17. This bound state is generated only by the
attractive KN interaction and has a binding energy of
10 MeV.

Here we first study the structures of the K and N
components in the KN bound state. Since the K (N)
has strangeness —1 (0) and baryon number 0 (1), we can
observe K and N distributions in the bound state by
using the strangeness probe current with the opposite
sign and the baryonic current, respectively, which leads
to the relations for the form factors as,

Fr(Q®) = -Fs(Q%), Fn(Q%)=FB(Q),  (67)

where Fg () represents the K (N) form factors probing
the K (N) component in the bound state. We also study
the electric structure of the bound state, which is related
to the K and N form factors via the generalized Gell-
Mann-Nishijima relation (61). Here we do not consider
magnetic component of the bound state. In Fig. 15, the
K, N, and electric form factors are shown together with
the empirical form factors of the neutron (63) and (64).
Comparing with the previous results for the resonant
A(1405), we find that all of the electric, N, and K form
factors of the KN bound state show similar characteris-
tic behaviors with the real part of the electric, baryonic,
and opposite-sign-strangeness form factors of the reso-
nant A(1405), respectively. For the K and N form factors
Fj n, we observe the steeper derivative at Q2 = 0 com-
pared with the dipole form factor and the faster decreas-
ing K form factor than the N one, which reflect a salient
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TABLE IV: The K, N, and electric mean squared radii,
(r* &, (r*)n, and (r*)g, and mean squared distance between

K and N, () gy, of KN bound state with mass 1424 MeV.
() [fm?]  ()n [fm?]  (P)p [fm®]  (2%)gy [fm?]
1.878 0.998 —0.440 2.848

structure of the bound state, as the resonant A(1405) dis-
cussed before. Also the electric form factor Fg exhibits
large enhancement at smaller Q2 region g< 0.1 GreV2

and slowly decrease above Q% > 0.2 GeV”, as the real
part of the form factor of the resonant A(1405).

Using the form factors we calculate the density distri-
butions through the Fourier transformation. In Fig. 16,
the K, N, and charge density distributions from the
form factors are shown with the normalization P(r) =
47r?p(r). As we can see from the figure, the behaviors of
the density distributions are similar to those for the res-
onant A(1405) in Figs. 7 and 8, thanks to the large KN
coupling g of the A(1405); the charge distribution has
positive values in the inner part whereas the negative val-
ues in the outer part, and the K distribution has longer
tail than the N one.

The results of the K, N, and electric mean squared
radii evaluated from the form factors are displayed in
Table IV. The results of the K and N mean squared
radii, (r?)z = 1.878 fm® and (r2)y = 0.998 fm*, re-
spectively, indicate that both the K and N distributions
spread compared with the typical nucleon size in the K N
bound state, and the K has larger distribution than the
N inside the bound state. The electric mean squared
radius (r2)g is —0.440 fm?, whose absolute value is four
times larger than that of the neutron ~ —0.12 fm?. In-
deed, the charge density distribution Pg clearly shows the
larger structure of the KN bound state than the typical
neutral hadron.

Next, it is also interesting to evaluate the mean squared

distance between K and N from the form factors in our
approach. For this purpose we take the nonrelativistic
limit and treat the constituent hadrons as point particles,
neglecting the common form factor effects [see Eq. (59)].
In the nonrelativistic limit, both the K and N form fac-
tors Fz and Fy are determined from the form factor
for the relative motion in the two-body system Fiq with
appropriate scale transformations as,

2
Fg(Q?) = Fra ((%) Q2> ; (68)

_— 2
FN(Q2) = Flel ((m) Q2> ) (69)

due to the kinematics of the system. Therefore, the
mean squared distance between K and N, (z?)zy =

6 dFye1/dQ?|g2—0, can be determined from both the K
and N form factors Fg(Q?) and Fy(Q?) with appropri-

ate coefficients. The results are given by,

~ 2

Gﬁﬂ@>xwk_mwmi (70)
My
_ 2

(M) x (r?)y = 2.846 fm?,  (71)
mg

for the mean squared distance between K and N. The
two values in Eqgs. (70) and (71) show very good agree-
ment with each other. A small difference between two
values in Eqgs. (70) and (71) is expected to come from
the field theoretical evaluation of the form factor and the
relativistic correction with respect to the binding energy.
In this study we define the mean squared distance as the
average of the values evaluated from the K and N radii,
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FIG. 16: The K, N (left) and charge (right) density distributions of the K N bound state with mass 1424 MeV. Typical density
of nucleon is evaluated by Eq. (64) with ¢ = 1. Empirical charge distribution in the neutron is evaluated by Eq. (63).

and we obtain the mean squared distance between K and
N as

(%) gy = 2.848 fm?, (72)
for the K N bound state with binding energy 10 MeV.

B. KN system with different binding energies

Here we discuss the KN bound state with different
binding energies, in order to see the dependence of the
structure on the binding energy. This can be achieved by
replacing the interaction strength C' = 3 for KN(I = 0)
in Eq. (25) with Cp representing an interaction strength
for KN to generate a bound state with a specified bind-
ing energy Bg, and we keep the subtraction constant
agn = —1.95 in order to exclude the explicit pole con-
tribution. In Fig. 17 we plot interaction strength Cp as
a function of the binding energy Bg.

We dynamically generate a KN bound system with
different binding energies Bg and show the electric, K,
and N mean squared radii as functions of the binding
energy in Fig. 18. It is obvious that the distribution of
the constituent hadrons in the KN bound state spreads
if the binding energy decreases, in accordance with our
expectation from quantum mechanics. In addition, the
mean squared radii are much sensitive to the binding en-
ergy in the near-threshold region (Bg < 10 MeV), which
indicates that for the shallow bound state the binding
energy is a key quantity for the spatial structure of the
bound state. We also find that the K distribution in the
KN bound system is more sensitive to the binding en-
ergy in this region, since the K is lighter than the N.
In the large binding energy region, the K and N mean
squared radii asymptotically goes to finite values. This
behavior in the large binding energy region is caused by
that the distributions of both K and N shrink to the fi-
nite K and N radii. In contrast, the electric radius goes

M, bound [M eV]
1430 1420 1410 1400

m
@)
2 L
l L
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ Interaction strength ——
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Bg [MeV]

FIG. 17: Interaction strength needed to generate a bound
state with different binding energies, Cg. In the figure,
Mhyound represents the mass of the bound state.

to zero, because K and N get close to each other, which
leads to almost zero electric mean squared radius.

Next let us make a simple comparison of our results
of mean squared radii, which is based on the field the-
ory, with that of the nonrelativistic wave function of the
two-body bound state, in order to check the consistency
of these methods. Outside the interaction range Rj, the
nonrelativistic wave function for the bound state takes
an asymptotic form ~ exp (—\/2,uBEx) /x in the rela-
tive coordinate with the distance x and the reduced mass
w=Mymg/(Myx +mg) =324 MeV. Here we adopt a
simple form having the correct asymptotic behavior,

" exp (—\/2/LBECC)

T

¥(x) = (const.) , (73)

as a typical wave function for comparison. Using this
wave function 1 (z), one can evaluate the mean squared
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FIG. 18: Mean squared radii of K N bound state with different
binding energies. In the figure, Myouna represents the mass
of the bound state.
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FIG. 19: Mean squared distance between K and N in the
bound system in our approach (solid line), together with that
obtained from the nonrelativistic wave function ¢ (x) (dashed-
dotted line, denoted as “NR”). In the figure, Mpouna repre-
sents the mass of the bound state.

distance of the two particles in the bound state as,

/°° dz A7 ()| 1

0 _
/ dz 472 ()| B

0

(z%)NR = (74)

Although it is derived from the specific wave func-
tion (73), this relation holds model-independently for the
state with small binding energy, where the inner part
(r < Rin) of the wave function is irrelevant and the
asymptotic form of the wave function dominates the in-
tegration in Eq. (74). Now in Fig. 19 we compare our
result of the mean squared distance between K and N,
(x?) ¢ v, which is evaluated by using method developed
in the previous subsection for a bound state of point par-
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FIG. 20: Interaction strength Cg as a function of the meson
mass m, in order to generate a bound state with the condi-
tion (75).

ticles, with that obtained from the nonrelativistic wave
function (74), (z?)xr. As we can see from the figure, the
difference between (22) z v and (z?)nr is quite small for
every binding energy. This is an interesting result, be-
cause it is nontrivial that the mean squared distance be-
tween K and N in our approach, where the bound state
is dynamically generated and the size is probed by ex-
ternal currents within the framework of the field theory,
shows very similar value to that from the nonrelativistic
wave function .

C. Meson-nucleon bound system with various
meson masses

In this subsection, we vary the meson mass from the
physical kaon mass, in order to see the effect of the me-
son mass to the meson-nucleon bound state. Here we con-
sider the meson (m~, m?) having same quantum numbers
as the antikaon (K—, KY) except for the mass.

During the calculation, we fix the spatial structure of
the bound system so that the meson-nucleon distance is
to be in hadronic interaction range. For this purpose, we
impose the condition,

puBg = const., (75)

where By is the binding energy of the system and u is
the reduced mass, u = mMy/(m + My)'. The in-
teraction strenght Cp is adjusted by the binding energy
through (75) and the natural subtraction constant de-
termined by Gizn(v/s = My; mg — m) = 0 [9]. We
start with the bound state with the physical kaon mass

10 For the study of the different meson masses, we denote the meson
mass by m.
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FIG. 21: Charge density distribution of meson-nucleon bound
state with different meson masses, 200, 500, 1000, 1500, and
2000 MeV.

m = mg = 495.67 MeV which leads B = 10 MeV as
studied in section IV A. In Fig. 20 we plot interaction
strength Cp as a function of the meson mass.

For the meson-nucleon bound state, the electric probe
is useful to study the structure of the system, since the
electric current probes the negatively charged m™ and
positively charged p in the bound state, hence we can ob-
serve relative distribution of the meson and nucleon in the
system as well as the spatial size of the system. In Fig. 21,
we show the charge density distribution of the meson-
nucleon bound state for different meson masses. As we
have discussed for the KN bound state, in the meson-
nucleon bound state, concentration of positive (negative)
charge density corresponds to the region dominated by
the p (m™). For the small meson mass region (m = 200,
500 MeV), the meson distributes at larger distance than
the N, as the KN bound state in the preceding subsec-
tions. If the meson mass is compatible with the nucleon
mass (m = 1000 MeV) the charge distribution is almost
flat around zero, which indicates that meson and N have
almost same distribution, and cancel each other in the
charge distribution. For the meson mass larger than the
nucleon (m = 1500, 2000 MeV), the meson and N distri-
butions interchange their role, where the lighter nucleon
goes outside and the heavier meson stays inside. Such
a behavior is consistent with our expectation from the
classical picture and indicates that we correctly observe
internal structure of the bound state with respect to the
mass ratio of the constituent hadrons.

Here we note that the difference of the structures be-
tween the bound states of KN and heavy meson-nucleon,
if existed, might be realized as a difference of the be-
haviors of the bound states in nuclear medium. For the
KN (heavy meson-nucleon) bound state, N has smaller
(larger) density distribution in the system, which im-
plies that N has larger (smaller) momentum distribution
due to the uncertainty principle. Therefore, in nuclear
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FIG. 22: Electric, baryonic and strangeness mean squared
radii of meson-nucleon bound state with different meson
masses. We also plot mean squared distance between meson
and nucleon, (z?).

medium, where the momentum of N is filled up to the
Fermi momentum, the existence of heavy meson-nucleon
bound state might be suppressed even in the lower den-
sity compared with KN .

It is also illustrative to plot the various mean squared
radii and the mean squared distance between meson and
nucleon as functions of the meson mass (Fig. 22. The
mean squared distance is almost independent of the me-
son mass, as a consequence of the fixed pBg. This sug-
gests that the spatial size of the bound state is indeed
constrained by this condition. The suppression of the
mean squared distance in the smaller meson mass re-
gion (m ~ 200 MeV) is caused by the condition that the
binding energy, which is restricted by Eq. (75), is not neg-
ligible compared with the meson mass. In addition, the
electric, mesonic, and nucleon mean squared radii behave
consistently with our interpretation discussed above. The
sign change of the electric radius at m = My reflects the
inversion of the spatial distribution of the meson and N.

At last we comment on the relation between the me-
son mass m and the interaction strength Cg. The re-
sult in Fig. 20 shows that in the small meson mass re-
gion a strongly attractive interaction is required to keep
the light meson binding with the nucleon, whereas the
heavier meson can be bound as the molecular type (with
(2?) ~ 3 fm?) by the moderate attraction, in accordance
with the classical expectation. From the group theoret-
ical point of view, the coupling strength of the scatter-
ing of the octet baryon and the octet meson is at most
C = 6 [67, 68]. The result in Fig. 20 suggests that if
the meson were as light as 200 MeV, we would need the
coupling strength C' ~ 15 to generate a bound state with
the size (22) ~ 3 fm®. This means that the pion is too



light to generate a bound state of the molecular type'!.
On the other hand, the sufficiently heavy meson mass
(m 2 400 MeV) is essential to generate a meson-nucleon
bound state with spatial size of a hadronic molecular
state by using the chiral interaction.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the internal structure of the reso-
nant A(1405) state with electromagnetic, baryonic, and
strangeness probes. The resonant A(1405) state has been
described by the meson-baryon interaction picture based
on chiral dynamics. The form factors and the density
distributions of the A(1405) have been defined carefully
as an extension of ordinary stable particles and been di-
rectly evaluated from the meson-baryon scattering am-
plitude, paying attention to the gauge invariance of the
probe interaction.

The internal structure of the resonant A(1405) with full
coupled-channels has been studied in two ways, one on
the resonance pole position in the complex energy plane
and the other on the real energy axis around the A(1405)
resonance region. The first method has produced the
resonant A(1405) structure as the matrix element of the
probe current by the resonance vector without contam-
ination from nonresonant background, and exactly kept
the gauge invariance. The second one, on the other hand,
has given values which may be observed in experiments
while the nonresonant contamination has been involved.
We have found that the resonant A(1405) state has softer
form factors and larger spatial radii than those of the
typical baryon, and the structure is largely dominated
by the KN component. The charge distribution has in-
dicated that the light K distributes around the proton
which sits in the central region. The characteristic struc-
ture of the A(1405) shown in the resonance form factor
on the resonance pole position can be kept in the effective
form factor on the real axis. We have also found that the
decay of the A(1405) into the 7% channel through the
photon coupling causes an escaping oscillation pattern in
the density distribution in the coordinate space.

We have also discussed internal structure of a KN
bound state without the decay width to extract an in-
tuitive picture of the bound state. We have found the
similar structure with the resonant A(1405), thanks to
the dominance of the KN component. We also have ob-
served that such a structure shrinks (stretches) as the
binding energy increases (decreases), which is consistent
with the behavior of the bound state in the quantum
mechanics. We have seen the meson mass dependence
of the bound state which indicates that the behavior of

11 It is possible to generate a resonance, such as the o meson in
7w scattering, the lower pole of the A(1405) resonance in X
scattering, and the a1 meson in 7p scattering.
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the relative distribution of the meson and nucleon in-
side the bound state is consistent with the kinematics of
meson-nucleon system. These results have verified that
the form factor defined through the scattering amplitude
serves as a natural generalization of the form factor for
the resonance state. Also the relation between the cou-
pling strength and the meson mass shows that the physi-
cal kaon mass appears to be within the suitable range to
form a molecular bound state with the nucleon through
the chiral SU(3) interaction.
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Appendix A: Normalization of form factors

In this Appendix we discuss the normalization of the
MBy* — M'B' amplitude T (\/s; Q?) induced by a
conserved current J# in the soft limit Q2 — 0, where
/s and Q? are the meson-baryon center-of-mass energy
and the squared momentum transfer with opposite sign,
respectively. Because we are considering the matrix el-
ement with the conserved current J*, the amplitude
M B~* — M'B’ should automatically be normalized by
Ward-Takahashi identity:

A dn 1 S —0

Q) e @2 o)
where T'(y/5) is the MB — M’B’ amplitude, Q the
“charge” of the meson-baryon system with respect to the
probe current, and the indices 7 and j stand for the final
and initial meson-baryon channels, respectively2. Thus,
we prove that the amplitudes discussed in sections IIC
and IID satisfy Eq. (A1), concentrating on the Q% = 0
case.

(A1)

12 The Ward identity of the general unitarized amplitude was dis-
cussed in Ref. [64]. Here we confirm the Ward-Takahashi identity
in a derivative form (A1) within our formulation.



In this study the meson-baryon amplitude 7' is ob-
tained as the solution of the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equa-
tion

Ti; = Vij + Z Vit GrTy; = Vij + ZTikaij7 (A2)
% %

with the interaction kernel V' and the meson-baryon loop
integral G' [see Eq. (33)]. The T} amplitude is obtained
by evaluating ten diagrams given in Figs. 3 and 4 in which
the probe current is attached to the meson-baryon scat-
tering amplitude. Among them, the amplitudes 7" N7y
TV“(S), T¢(9)7 and Tv(lO) diverges in the soft limit Q2 — 0.
These terms correspond to the infrared divergences com-
ing from the bremsstrahlung processes of the external
hadrons and are canceled by the vertex corrections, leav-
ing no contributions to the amplitude T at Q* = 0.
Hence, in the soft limit, only the six diagrams are rele-
vant for T4,

[
Tw Tv(a)zy’
a=1

(A3)

with each contribution calculated in our formulation as,

T, = ZTszMkaJ, (A4)
T 9y = ; Tix Dy, Tk, (A5)
T = ;EkaFﬁlGlﬂja (AG)
Ty = Th (A7)
Theyi; = ZrlkaTm, (A8)
Theyi; = ZleGkF,ﬁ, (A9)

where the loop integrals with photon couplings Dy, D&,
and the vertex function I'* are defined in Sec. II.

The key relations for proving Eq. (A1) are the deriva-
tive of the vertex and the loop integrals at Q2 = 0,

~dVi;

T (A10)

Q FO |Q2 =0>

~ dGy,
Cos

Equations (A10) and (All) are the Ward-Takahashi
identity for the elementary vertex V' and two-body free
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propagator G. Thus, if the vertex I' and the loop inte-
grals Dy and Dp conserve the charge associated with the
current, Egs. (A10) and (A11) should be satisfied. Then,
using these relations and the BS equation (A2), we can
prove Eq. (A1) by an algebraic calculation. Omitting the
superscript ¢ = 0 and evaluating all the terms at Q2 = 0,
we can write the left-hand side of Eq. (A1) as

[Left-hand side of (A1)]

. d
Qd\/_ Q =V +VGET)
=T +TGT +QV (dd\c; Gj—fg) (A12)

where we have use Egs. (A2) and (A10). From Eqs. (A7)
and (A8), the first and second terms in the right-hand
side of (A12) are T4y and T',(5), respectively. Replacing
V in the third term of Eq. (A12) with T'— TGV, we have,

[Left-hand side of (A1)]

=Y T

a=4,5

QT - TGV)(dGT+GdT)

s T dys

. dG
=Y T +QT T—QTGV—T
a=4,5 \/_ d\/g

+ QTG QTGVG (A13)

\f \/5

From Egs. (A4) and (A5) with (A11), the second term
of the right-hand side in (A13) is equal to T’,(1) + T (2)-
Then, using the product rule of the differentiation for the
third and fifth terms of Eq. (A13), we have,

[Left-hand side of (A1)]

> Ty - QTG ( y \/_(VGT) y \/_GT)

a=1,2,4,5

+ QTG (A14)

\/_

From Egs.(A6) and (A10), the second term in the paren-
thesis in Eq. (A14) is T). Therefore, collecting re-
mained terms,

[Left-hand side of (A1)]

- Ta QTG—(T VGT)  (Al5)
a= 122345 \/—

Then, using Eqs. (A2), (A9), and (A10), we finaly achieve
from the left-hand side of Eq. (A1) to its right-hand side,

[Left—hand side of (Al)]

Z (a) = [Right-hand side of (A1)]. (A16)

Thus, with (A3), we obtain Eq. (Al). We note that this
relation is valid at any value of the meson-baryon center-
of-mass energy /s, even in complex energy plane. Since



Eq. (A1) is the relation between meson-baryon scattering
amplitude and that with photon attached, the existence
of the resonance pole is not necessary for the argument
above.

The relation (A1) immediately leads to correct normal-
ization of the effective form factor defined in Eq. (21), as

pn=0

—o VR = | =g

Feff u:O
@ a0,

(A7)

This normalization is achieved at any energies /s, re-
gardless of existence of the resonance, as long as one
includes all the relevant contributions in Eq. (A3). If
there exists the resonance pole at the complex energy Zr
in the meson-baryon scattering, taking limit /s — Zgr
we see that F°f = Tﬁjo/(dTij/d\/E) coincides with the
resonance form factor F' evaluated in Eq. (19). Hence
the relation (A1) also guarantees the correct normaliza-
tion of the resonance form factor F. In the case that
the energy /s is close to the resonance pole position
(v/s ~ 1420 MeV in our case) on the real axis, the charge
Q will be dominated by the contributions from the three
diagrams in Fig. 3, as discussed in Sec. II E.

We also derive, from Ward-Takahashi identity (A1), a
relation between the coupling strengths of the resonance
state to the meson-baryon channel g and the derivative
of the vertex V' and the loop function G:

dG; dvi;
S (30 € 4)

To prove Eq. (A18), we consider explicit forms of T¢170
and dT;;/d\/s for the resonance contribution. The

derivative of the MB — M'B’ amplitude dT;;/dv/s is
shown in Eq. (22). The M By* — M'B’ amplitude 77"
has double-pole terms for the resonance as well as the
less singular terms. The former corresponds to Fig. 3 and
is expressed in Eqs. (A4)—(A6), while the latter does to
Fig. 4 and is in Egs. (A7)—(A9). Using the explicit form
of T;; given in Eq. (11) and the Ward-Takahashi iden-
tity (A10) and (Al1l) for the double-pole terms, T,fwo
can be expressed as,

720 (Vs Q% =0)

9iJk dGy, AV 919;
"L Q (e +ongpon) A

+ Tlebb (Alg)

YA

= —1.
Vs Zr

(A18)
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where T#‘j?b represents the less singular terms than

the double-pole contribution. Thus, calculating Q =
T42°/(dT;;/dy/5) and taking limit \/s — Zg, both the
nonresonant contrlbutlon in dT;;/d+/s and less singular
terms T}fl;b in Tfy‘” automatically drop and we have,
=0
Q _ i

i 5
I Vs 2R, Q2=0

= —Qnggz (d\/—&cl—kadif/kﬁG)

)

\/EHZR
(A20)

hence, we obtain Eq. (A18). This is the exact form of
the relation between the coupling strength g; and the
derivative of the loop integral dG;/d+/s, discussed in [30,
69]. Equation (A18) exactly corresponds to the relation
known as the Ward identity:

ZyZe) =1, (A21)

with the vertex-renormalization factor Z 6)1 and the wave-

function one Z(y), respectively. In our case with the
resonance state, Z) is the residue of the resonance
contribution in the meson-baryon scattering amplitude,
Z(2)ij = —gi94, and Za; is the current-coupling term,

dG;
-1 _ 17
20 = (d\[ i+ Gi d\/_G )

through Eqs. (A10) and (A11). Using Z(l)w and Z )
Eq. (A18) can be rewritten as,

[ 1Z 2)] ZZ (1)ij Z(2)ji =

(A22)
179

(A23)

Appendix B: Loop integrals D}, and Dy

In this Appendix we discuss the properties of the loop
integral Dy, 5(v/5; Q%) [given in Egs. (52) and (53)],
which describes that one photon is attached to the one of
the internal propagators. For concreteness, we consider
the electromagnetic probe interaction for the A(1405).

Integrating over the four-momentum ¢} in Egs. (52)
and (53) in the Breit frame for the A(1405), these func-
tions are explicitly written with the Feynman parameters
z and y as
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—In (—s — M2 +m2 + \/4sz —4y(1 —y)Q>*M? + ie)

—In <—s + ME—m3 —2y(1 —y)Q* + \/45,35 —4y(1 — y)Q2M? + ie> .

Here Qw,, @B,, and pp, are the charge of the meson
and baryon, and magnetic moment of the baryon in k
channel, respectively, and g, is defined in Eq. (29) so
that 4g7s is simply written as,

4@1%5 = /\(87 miv Ml?)v (B5)
with the Kéllen function \(z, y, z) = 22 +y?+22 — 22y —
2yz — 2zx. We note that spatial components of the loop
integrals in which photon couples to mesons vanish in the
Breit frame, D§; = 0 (a = 1, 2, 3), since the pseudoscalar
mesons do not have the magnetic moments. In the above
equations the x integrations are analytically performed;
the y integrations can in principle be done analytically,
but we perform the numerical integration in the practical
calculation with keeping ie to be a small finite value,
which ensures the correct boundary condition during the
analytic continuation.

As one can see from Egs. (B1)-(B4), the integrands
in D},  are obtained in the analytic form for the energy
/5 and the squared photon momentum @Q?, hence we can
make an analytic continuation from the real /s to the
complex value, /s — z, for the integrands.

In our study we perform the analytic continuation of
Dy g in a following way. At first, we fix @* = 0 and make
V/s a complex value, v/s — /s +ib = z (b: real) so that
D{\L/LB is continuous with respect to b. In this condition,
we are in a first (second) Riemann sheet with respect to
Vs with b > 0 (b < 0) if the energy /s is above the
meson-baryon threshold. Then, we make Q? vary from
0 to finite real values so that D{\L/I)B are continuous with
respect to Q2.

In order to visualize this, we plot the sum of the
loop integrals DY + Df, which appears in the ampli-
tude T/ as in Eqs. (48)-(50), in the Q*-Im[z] plane.
In Fig. 23 we show time component D{; + D% in K~ p

(B4)

and 77X~ channels with the real part of the energy be-
ing fixed as Re[z] = 1420 MeV, around the pole posi-
tion of the A(1405). Here we note that in all meson-
baryon channels for total charge-zero system, the func-
tions D{; + DY vanish at Q2 = 0 at any complex energies
z, because at Q% = 0 the relations (54) and (55) lead to
DY+ DY x Qem = 0.

Now we discuss the behavior of the K ~p loop integral.
One notice that Im[D{; + D3] = 0 with real-valued en-
ergy, that is, Im[z] = 0. This is interpreted as the fact
that K~ and p cannot go on-shell simultaneously with
the energy below the K~ p threshold, /s < mg- + M,.
With the real-valued energy (Im[z] = 0), the real part
Re[DY; + DZ] decreases as we increase Q?. This prop-
erty of decreasing Re[DY; + DY] is visible until around
Im[z] ~ £20 MeV in the analytic continuation to imag-
inary energy, \/s — z. For the K ~p channel, DY, + D%
is smooth in the Q?-Im[z] plane.

The 77X~ channel of the loop integral, on the other
hand, has some nontrivial behaviors. One is the diver-
gence of the loop integral at finite Q2 with real /s, which
is clearly seen in the imaginary part Im[DY; + D3], and
another is the discontinuity in the real part Re[DY; + D3]
running above the same Q2. The divergences of DY and
DY, take place, as will be discussed later, at

Q? = Azs s Adzss

(B6)

respectively. Hence, the loop integral with Q% > 0 di-
verges only when the real-valued energy +/s is above the
two-body threshold, so that 4§%s > 0. Furthermore, this
divergence point corresponds to the t-channel threshold;
with fixed /s above the threshold, all the three prop-
agating particles can simultaneously go on-shell in Dy
(D) for Q* < 4@*s/M?* (Q* < 4¢*s/m?), while for
Q? > 4¢°s/M? (Q? > 4¢°s/m?) two propagating mesons



(baryons) cannot simultaneously go on-shell in Dy (Dg)
if we constrain the baryon (meson) to go on-shell.

The origin of the divergences of Dy, and Dg, is the
factor 1//4G2s — 4y(1 — y)@Q?m2 + ic in the integrands
of Egs. (B1)—-(B3), where my, represents the meson mass
my, (the baryon mass M) when the photon couples to
the baryon (meson) propagator. By dropping the ir-
relevant factors, which do not cancel singularity from
1/4/4G%s — 4y( 1— y)Q?m3 + ie, and performing the y
integration, we obtain,

dlv — / 2ka
\/4qks —4y(1 —y)Q?m3 + ic

. (2Qk\/—+ ka)
2qk\/s — Qmy )’

which contains the logarithmic divergence at Qmy =
+2Gi+/s. Therefore, the loop integral Dy, (Dp,) log-
arithmically diverges at Q% = 4¢7s/My (Q* = 4q3s/my)
with /s > my + Mj.

Now it is instructive to investigate the behavior of I} div
with respect to Im[z] and Q. In Fig. 24 we plot 11 .. as
a function of Im[z] and Q? with conditions my = Mg and
Re[z] = 1420 MeV. Here analytic continuation is per-
formed in the same way as for Dy and Dg. From Fig. 24
we can see the real part of I,fi"ﬁg contains divergence
point at Im[z] = 0 and Q? = 442y, s/MZ ~ 0.16 GeV?,
whereas the imaginary part of I} div s, shows dlscontlnu—
ity along the real energy axis above the same Q2 value
(~ 0.16 GeV?). These properties are explained by us-
ing analytic properties of a logarithm function In(z).
Namely, taking limit (2¢,x /s — QMyx) — 0 from any
complex energy z and any real @), we have,

In(2Gxs Vs — QMs) = In|2Gxx Vs — QMs]| + 16,

with argument of (2¢,x /s — @Ms), 6, which is finite,
hence the divergence appears only in the real part of
IS‘VWE Further, in order to see the behavior of the
imaginary part of I,‘jﬂ’ s, we first fix the energy with
an infinitesimal imaginary part as /s £ ie (e > 0).
Then, from /s the divergence point of Iy div 5, is fixed as

Qo = )\ig(\/g)/Mg with the square root of the Kéllen
function /\:F/E2 (v/8) = 24rx\/5. Now let us consider I ..
with the energy /s & ie and momentum Q = Qo + AQ,
where AQ is finite positive value. Since the Kéllen func-

tion gives a relation,

M (V5 £ ie) = M (Vs) £ 6,

where ¢ is an infinitesimal positive value determined by
the /s and € and has a property lim,_,g § = 0, the numer-
ator and denominator inside the logarithm in Eq. (B7)
become:

(B7)

(B8)

(B9)

A2 (5 +ie) + QMs = (2Q0 + AQ) My, + id,
A2(5 +ie) — QMs = —AQMsy, + i6,

(B10)
(B11)
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respectively. Therefore, [V .. has the limit,

Idlv 71 <(2QO + AQ)ME + Z5>

—AQMs, +1id
2 A
~n 'Q(’%QQ Fir (6,0 0), (B12)
hence the discontinuity appears in the imaginary part of
L

As a consequence of the factor in the integrands,
1/4/4G%s — 4y(1 — y)Q*m? +ie, Dy, and Dp, in the
channels with energy above the threshold contains di-
vergence in the imaginary part at Q* = 4¢is/m3 and
the discontinuity in the real part along the real energy
axis above the same Q2 value. Here we note that the L
function (B4) is pure imaginary so that the discontinuity
(divergence) of the imaginary (real) part of /{1 is man-
ifested in the real (imaginary) part of the loop integrals
DMk-,Bk'

These diverging structures in the loop functions Dy,
eventually lead to the divergences of the effective form
factors (21) at Q2 = 4¢%s/m?, and to the peak struc-
tures of the form factors (19) around that Q2. Then, the
“peaks” of the (effective) form factors in the momentum
space lead to the oscillation components in the density
distributions in the coordinate space with period given by
27/(24+/s/m) = mm/(§\/s) through the Fourier trans-
formation. Therefore, for the channel whose threshold
is lower than the total energy /s, we will have an os-
cillation component of the “decaying part”, which can
be interpreted as the decay of the system into the open
channels with kicked meson and baryon to the on-shell
through the photon coupling.

Here let us show the behaviors of K~ p and 77X~ com-
ponents of effective form factor and density distribution
in electric probe with energy fixed as /s = 1420 MeV.
The form factor and density distribution on the reso-
nance pole position are shown in Sec. IITA. As you
can see, the effective electric form factor in 77X~ chan-
nel shows divergence at Q2 = 4¢%y. s/MZ ~ 0.16 GeV?,
which generates an oscillation behavior in the effective
electric density distribution with the period close to

TMs/(Gy/s) >~ 3.1 fm.

Finally we note that the oscillation part will be clearly
seen only in the case that the probe current couples to
the mesons. In this case m corresponds to the baryon
mass M, hence the value 4G%s/M? appears around typ-
ical hadronic scale Q* < 1GeV?, which will be impor-
tant for the dynamics of the hadrons. This is not the
case when the probe current couples to baryons, since in
this case the value 4¢%s/m? becomes much larger than
1 GeV?, due to the light meson masses m, especially for
pions, m = my, and such a high Q? coupling should
be strongly suppressed by form factors of constituent
hadrons.
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the energy and my are chosen to be Re[z] = 1420 MeV and my = My, respectively.
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