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We refine our previous calculation of multipole amplitude E0+ for pion photoproduction process, γN → πN.
The treatment of final-state interactions is based upon an earlier analysis of pion-nucleon scattering within
Hamiltonian effective field theory, supplemented by incorporating contributions from the N∗(1650) and the KΛ
coupled channel. The contribution from the bare state corresponding to the N∗(1650) significantly enhances
our results. Additionally, we also compute the multipole amplitude M1−, which is of direct relevance to the
Roper resonance. The results are comparable with other dynamical coupled channel models, even though the
contribution from the bare state (interpreted as a 2s excitation) in this channel is small because of its large mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

An important challenge in hadron physics is to understand
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in the non-perturbative
regime. The numerous four star N, ∆ and Λ resonances [1]
constitute an ideal arena within which to study these non-
perturbative effects.

The earliest reaction used to study these baryon resonances
and extract information on their properties was πN scatter-
ing [2–4]. By partial-wave analysis, masses, widths and decay
branching ratios of these resonances can be determined [5–
9]. The quark model is the simplest and most effective phe-
nomenological model for studying the baryon spectrum. Us-
ing this model many baryon resonances were successfully pre-
dicted [10–15]. On the other hand, some of the predicted
states have not been discovered in experiments [16, 17].

Koniuk and Isgur [18] suggested that these “missing” states
couple weakly to the πN channel, making them difficult to de-
tect in πN scattering experiments. Therefore, photoproduc-
tion and electroproduction are essential mechanism for dis-
covering new baryon resonances. Additionally, these reac-
tions provide more information about the baryon resonances,
such as their helicity amplitudes and form factors, which helps
us better understand their internal structure [19]. Reviews [2–
4, 19] provide more detailed information about the experimen-
tal progress in light baryon spectroscopy.

Based on chiral perturbation theory (ChPT), photoproduc-
tion in the low energy region is understood well [20–26]. At
higher energy, pion- and photon-induced reactions have been
extensively analyzed through partial wave analysis in dynam-
ical coupled-channel models, like the ANL-Osaka model or
EBAC [27–35], the Jülich-Bonn model [36–44] and the Bonn-
Gatchina model [42, 45–48]. These models consider a large
number of meson-baryon coupled channels, enabling a com-
prehensive analysis of scattering data for light baryons. Reso-
nance information is extracted from this analysis. By defining
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the interaction vertex functions between resonances and cou-
pled channels, the helicity amplitudes and form factors of the
resonances can also be obtained.

Lattice QCD is the only first-principles theory for studying
light baryons and their excited states. It enables us to calcu-
late the masses and other properties of hadrons on a finite-
sized lattice, using a range of quark masses. Ideally, the lat-
tice spacing should be infinitesimally small with a continuum
limit, but this is constrained by current computational capa-
bilities. Therefore, methods are required to extrapolate the
lattice QCD results to the continuum limit and the physical
mass region.

Lüscher’s method is an effective tool for linking the finite
volume spectrum in lattice QCD at physical quark masses
with infinite volume experimental observables [49–51]. The
Hamiltonian effective field theory (HEFT) is also a useful ap-
proach for connecting lattice QCD results with experimen-
tal data. By constructing the Hamiltonian of the system and
solving the coupled channel equations, one can obtain scatter-
ing observables such as inelasticities, phase shifts, and cross
sections. By applying the Hamiltonian in finite volume, the
energy spectrum can be obtained and compared with the lat-
tice QCD spectrum, helping us to understand the structure of
baryon resonances. HEFT has been used to achieve a num-
ber of insights into the structure of nucleon, ∆, and Λ reso-
nances [52–64].

This approach has enhanced our understanding of the in-
ternal structure of these resonances, including the fact that a
number of them are not primarily three-quark states but dy-
namically generated. The parameters describing the coupling
of the resonances to coupled meson-baryon channels are ob-
tained by fitting to scattering data and validated against the
lattice QCD mass spectrum. Using these parameters, we can
further analyze the electromagnetic properties of the baryon
excited states in reactions such as pion photoproduction, with
minimal model-dependent assumptions.

Our previous study [55] on the N∗(1535) used a single bare
state in the Hamiltonian and fitted the πN scattering in the
S 11 partial wave to obtain the model parameters. Recently
two bare basis states of low-lying odd-parity nucleon reso-
nances have been considered in HEFT [63], which effectively
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described both the S 11 πN scattering and the finite-volume
spectrum observed in lattice QCD. Considering the interfer-
ence between the N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) resonances, as well
as their coupling to the newly added KΛ channel, we can re-
fine our calculation of multipole amplitude E0+.

Since the discovery of the Roper resonance, it has proven
a major challenge to theoretical interpretation. For example,
there is the issue of its mass inversion: it has a lower mass
than the N∗(1535), which contradicts the predictions of the
oscillator-inspired quark model. In a previous study of the
N∗(1440) [58], we included three coupled channels, πN, π∆
and σN. The N∗(1440) was found to be generated by strong
rescattering between the coupled meson-baryon channels, πN,
σN and π∆, with only a small quark-model-like state compo-
nent, having a mass around 2 GeV. By fitting the scattering
T-matrix of these hadronic channels, we obtained the cou-
pling constants and cutoff parameters of the interaction ver-
tices. The parameter sets are described in Table I in Ref. [58].
Two scenarios were considered there to describe the structure
of the N∗(1440), but only Scenario I was consistent with the
lattice QCD results. Thus, in this work, we use the parameters
from Scenario I to calculate the pion photoproduction in the
P11 partial wave.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we outline the
framework of calculating the multipole amplitudes by com-
bining the electromagnetic transitions with the final-state in-
teractions (FSI) effects. The numerical results and some dis-
cussion are provided in Sec. III. A brief summary is presented
in Sec. IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

The calculation of the scattering T-matrix for the reaction
γN → πN may be split into two parts, the electromagnetic

transitions γN
EM
→ α and the FSI α

FSI
→ πN, where α is the cou-

pled channel involved. The electromagnetic amplitudes are
derived from well-established effective Lagrangians. For the
FSI we employ the half-off-shell scattering amplitudes gener-
ated in our earlier HEFT studies.

A. Electromagnetic transitions without FSI

The effective Lagrangians shown in Appendix A used in

γN
EM
→ α process are taken from the ANL-Osaka model [28,

33]. The complete scattering amplitude of γN → α with ex-
plicit spin directions has the following from:

Mα,γN(s′Bαz , λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗)

≡ ⟨Mα (⃗k), Bα( p⃗ ′, s′Bαz )|HEM |γ(q⃗, λγ), N( p⃗,−λN)⟩

=
1

(2π)3

1√
2ωMα (k)

1√
2|q⃗|

ūBα (s′Bαz ) M̂α,γN uN(−λN) , (1)

where Mα and Bα refer to the meson and the baryon in channel
α, respectively. M̂α,γN is defined as follows

M̂α,γN ≡

(
M̂α,γp 0

0 M̂α,γn

)
, (2)

where the amplitudes M̂α,γp and M̂α,γn representing proton
and neutron targets and listed in Appendix A, incorporate con-
tributions from the bare resonance states through the s- and
u-channels as shown in Fig. 1. The spin of the ∆ is 3

2 , and its
spin wave function is obtained by coupling the wave functions
with spin 1 and spin 1

2 [65, 66]

uµ,∆(s′∆z ) =
∑
λ,s

(1λ
1
2

s|
3
2

s′∆z )eµ(λ)u(s), (3)

where eµ(±) = ∓ 1
√

2
(0, 1,±i, 0) and eµ(0) = (0, 0, 0, 1) rep-

resent the wave functions for spin 1, and u( 1
2 ) = (1, 0, 0, 0)

and u(− 1
2 ) = (0, 1, 0, 0) represent the wave functions for spin

1
2 . With these, we can write the expressions for the four spin
components of the ∆ particle (only two are given here)

uµ,∆(
3
2

) = (11
1
2

1
2
|
3
2

3
2

)eµ(1)u(
1
2

) = eµ(1)u(
1
2

),

uµ,∆(
1
2

) = (11
1
2
−

1
2
|
3
2

1
2

)eµ(1)u(−
1
2

) + (10
1
2

1
2
|
3
2

1
2

)eµ(0)u(
1
2

)

=

√
1
3

eµ(1)u(−
1
2

) +

√
2
3

eµ(0)u(
1
2

) . (4)

We employ the helicity-LS J mixed-representation, as defined
in Ref. [28], to derive the partial wave amplitude. In our case,
it is as follows [67, 68]

V JLS ;λγλN

α,γN (k, q) = 4π

√
2J + 1

4π

∑
mms
m1m2

(lmsms|JM)(s1m1s2m2|sms)

×

∫
dΩY∗lm(θ, ϕ)Mα,γN(s′Bαz , λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗).

(5)

Here we have chosen the direction of the photon momentum,
q⃗, to lie along the z axis. θ is the angle between k⃗ and q⃗. s1 and
s2 represent the spin of the meson and the baryon in channel
α, respectively. We have λγ = 1 and λN =

1
2 for the S 11 and

P11 partial waves. The full amplitudeMα,γN(s′Bαz , λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗)
is defined as Eq. (1).

The N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) both have negative parity. We
consider three coupled channels, πN, ηN and KΛ. The final
potential, V JLS ;λγλN

α,γN (k, q), in this case is as follows

V JLS ;λγ ,λN

α,γN (k, q)

= 4π

√
2J + 1

4π

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ Y∗0,0(θ, ϕ)

×Mα,γN(s′Nz =
1
2
, λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗) . (6)
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(a) s (b) u (c) t (d) contact

FIG. 1. Tree-level diagrams for the pure electromagnetic amplitude of the γN → α process without FSI: (a) s channel, (b) u channel, (c) t
channel, (d) the contact term. The solid, wiggly, and dashed lines represent the baryons, photons and mesons, respectively.

The N∗(1440) has positive parity. The final potentials for
the three coupled channels, πN, σN and π∆, are:

V JLS ;λγ ,λN

πN,γN (k, q)

= 4π

√
2J + 1

4π
(10

1
2

1
2
|
1
2

1
2

)
∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ Y∗1,0(θ, ϕ)

×MπN,γN(s′Nz =
1
2
, λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗), (7)

V JLS ;λγ ,λN

σN,γN (k, q)

= 4π

√
2J + 1

4π

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ Y∗0,0(θ, ϕ)

×MσN,γN(s′Nz =
1
2
, λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗), (8)

and

V JLS ;λγ ,λN

π∆,γN (k, q)

= 4π

√
2J + 1

4π
(10

3
2

1
2
|
1
2

1
2

)
∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θY∗1,0(θ, ϕ)

×Mπ∆,γN(s′∆z =
1
2
, λN , λγ; k⃗, q⃗) . (9)

When calculating the partial wave amplitude, we introduce
a form factor into the electromagnetic potential. The form

factors are taken to be uem
− (k) =

(
1 + k2

Λem 2
−

)−2
and uem

+ (k) =

exp(−k2/Λem 2
+ ) for the S 11 and P11 partial waves, respectively,

similar to those used in the FSI treatment [58, 63]. In the elec-
tromagnetic transition process, we include contributions from
the bare excited states of the nucleon. These act as intermedi-
ate propagators in the s- and u- channels. The Lagrangians in-
volving the resonances and the corresponding amplitudes are
listed in Appendix A.

B. FSI within HEFT

The interacting Hamiltonian developed in our HEFT anal-
ysis of these reonances contains two parts, HI = g + v. The
first term, g, represents the vertex interaction between the bare
state N∗ and coupled channel α

g =
∑
α,i

∫
d3k⃗

{
|α(⃗k)⟩G†α(k) ⟨N∗i | + |Ni⟩Gα(k) ⟨α(⃗k)|

}
. (10)

The second term, v, represents the interaction between two-
particles basis states

v =
∑
α,β

∫
d3k⃗d3k⃗′|α(⃗k)⟩Vα,β(k, k′) ⟨β(⃗k′)| . (11)

The interaction function Gα(k) for the odd parity resonances
N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) takes the form

GN∗−i
α (k) =

√
3gN∗−i
α

2π fπ

√
ωMα (k)u−(k) , (12)

where Mα refers to the meson in channel α, giving ωMα (k) =√
k2 + m2

Mα
, fπ = 92.4 MeV. u−(k) is the dipole regulator of

the form u−(k) =
(
1 + k2

Λ2

)−2
[63]. For the even parity reso-

nance N∗(1440), GN∗+i
α (k) takes the form

GN∗+i
α (k) =

gN∗+i
α

2π

(
k
fπ

)lα u+(k)√
ωMα (k)

, (13)

where lα is the orbital angular momentum in channel α. u+(k)
takes the exponential form, u+(k) = exp

(
−k2/Λ2

)
[58]. The

two-to-two particle interaction, Vα,β(k, k′), for the odd parity
resonances takes the form

V−α,β(k, k
′) =

3v−α,β
4π2 f 2

π

ũ(k)ũ(k′) , (14)

where ũ(k) = u−(k)[mπ + ωπ(k)]/ωπ(k). For the even parity
resonance, it takes the form

V+α,β(k, k
′) = v+α,β

Ḡα(k)√
ωMα (k)

Ḡβ(k′)√
ωMβ (k′)

, (15)

where Ḡα(k) = GN+i
α (k)/gN+i

α . Then one can obtain the T-
matrix Tα,β by solving the relativistic, three-dimensional cou-
pled channel equations

Tα,β(k, k′; E) = Ṽα,β(k, k′, E)

+
∑
γ

∫
dq q2 Ṽα,γ(k, q, E)Tγ,β(q, k′; E)

E − ωγ(q) + iϵ
, (16)

where ωγ(q) =
√

q2 + m2
Mγ
+

√
q2 + m2

Bγ
. The coupled chan-

nel potential, Ṽα,β, is defined as

Ṽα,β(k, k′, E) =
∑

i

GN∗i †
α (k) GN∗i

β (k′)

E − m0
N∗i

+ Vα,β(k, k′) . (17)
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TABLE I. The couplings appearing in the Lagrangians not involving
the resonances.

Parameter Value Parameter Value
fπNN 1.003 fKNΣ 0.969
gγρπ 0.128 gc

γK∗K 0.126
gρNN 4.724 g0

γK∗K −0.192
gγρη 1.150 fπN∆ 1.256
fKNΛ −3.584 fπ∆∆ 0.415
fρN∆ 6.352

C. The multipole amplitudes for γN → πN

The scattering T-matrix for the reaction γN → πN can
be obtained by combining the electromagnetic potential,
V JLS ;λγλN

α,γN , with the final-state interactions, TπN,α [28, 33].

T λγ ,λN

πN,γN(k, q; E) =V JLS ;λγ ,λN

πN,γN (k, q) +
∑
α

∫
dk′k′2V JLS ;λγ ,λN

α,γN (k′, q)

×
1

E − ωα(k′) + iϵ
TπN,α(k, k′; E) . (18)

The S 11 and P11 partial wave amplitudes are related to the
multipole amplitudes, E0+ and M1−, respectively

E0+(Ecm) =
πmN

√
ωπ(kon) qon

4Ecm
T λγ ,λN

πN,γN(kon, qon; Ecm) , (19)

M1−(Ecm) =
πmN

√
ωπ(kon)qon

4Ecm
T λγ ,λN

πN,γN(kon, qon; Ecm) . (20)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The numerical results for the multipole amplitudes are cal-
culated by combining the electromagnetic potential with the
final-state interactions. The coupling constants associated
with the resonances are determined by fitting to the single
energy partial wave amplitudes provided by SAID [69]. We
do not adjust the couplings appearing in the terms in the La-
grangian which do not involve the resonances. They are taken
from Refs. [28, 33], as listed in Table I. As explained below,
the exception are the constants fηNN and gσNN .

A. The S 11 partial wave amplitude

The results for the E0+ amplitude are shown in Fig. 2, with
the corresponding fit parameters listed in Table II. The solid
line in the figure represents our result, which was obtained by
combining the electromagnetic transition potential from γN to
the meson-baryon coupled channels considered in our model
with the final-state interactions found in the earlier HEFT
analysis.

In the electromagnetic transition process, we consider the
contributions from two bare states which mix in forming the

TABLE II. The fit parameters obtained via the experimental data of
the S 11 partial wave pion photoproduction. The N∗1 and N∗2 represent
the bare states which mix to form the N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) reso-
nances. Error estimates are obtained through the allowed variation in
the Λem

− .

1/2− Resonance Parameters Value

Λem
− 1.007+0.150

−0.150

fηNN −3.912+0.426
−0.619

gpγN∗+1
1.049+0.019

−0.022

gnγN∗01
−0.349+0.011

−0.010

gpγN∗+2
1.064+0.125

−0.095

gnγN∗02
−0.188+0.167

−0.198

N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) resonances. These single-particle
bare states appear as intermediate propagators in the s- and
u-channel Feynman diagrams. By setting the coupling con-
stants ĝNγN∗ to zero, we can evaluate the magnitude of their
contributions, which are represented by the dashed lines in the
figure. The coupling constants of pseudoscalar-octet mesons
with two octet baryons gPBB′ follow the SU(3) relations in
EBAC, while the couplings fηNN and fKΣN are allowed to vary.
The former is varied in our model because we do not explicitly
include the contribution from the η′ meson.

Within HEFT, the two low-lying odd-parity nucleon res-
onances, N∗(1535) and N∗(1650), are interpreted as quark-
model like states, dressed by meson-baryon interactions [63].
The dominant roles are played by the bare states with masses
of 1.6301 GeV and 1.8612 GeV, respectively. The rescattering
effects in the hadronic coupled channels lower the pole masses
of these two resonances.

When fitting the SAID data points, we exclude those in the
1.65 GeV to 1.70 GeV range. This is necessary because the
SAID data points between 1.6 GeV and 1.7 GeV exhibit a
bump in the imaginary part of the amplitude. This deviation
occurs near the threshold of the coupled channel KΣ chan-
nel, which may have significant coupling to these two reso-
nances [70–73]. Incorporating the influence of this channel
might further improve our results.

As mentioned earlier, the observed N∗(1535) and N∗(1650)
resonances each have large bare state components. By setting
the parameters ĝNγN∗ to zero, we can clearly discern the signif-
icance of the contributions from these bare states, consistent
with our analysis within HEFT. The main contributions to the
electromagnetic transition amplitudes from the bare states oc-
cur through the s channel. As the center-of-mass energy ap-
proaches the resonance region, the contributions from the bare
states become more obvious, especially for the proton target.
They provide a significant contribution to the electromagnetic
potential, improving the consistency of our results with exper-
imental data.

We incorporate the contribution from the second bare state
mixing to form the N∗(1650), as well as the coupled KΛ chan-
nel, in addition to the contributions included in our previous
calculation [74]. In that previous work, we used a Breit-
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FIG. 2. The fitted amplitude E0+ in units of attometer. The solid and dashed lines, referring to the full and ĝNγN∗ = 0 cases respectively,
represent theoretical results combining the electromagnetic potential with final-state interactions. The data points are from SAID [69].
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FIG. 3. The amplitudes E0+ for a proton target from SAID [69] and
EBAC [75], along with our previous results [74] and the current cal-
culation.

Wigner propagator to estimate the influence of the N∗(1650).
Including this contribution slightly increased the imaginary
part of the multipole amplitude in the 1.5 GeV-1.6 GeV
range. Recently, these two nucleon resonances, N∗(1535) and
N∗(1650), have been jointly considered within HEFT. The
coupling constants of the bare states with the coupled channels
πN, ηN and KΛ are obtained by fitting to the S 11 πN scatter-
ing data and validated against the lattice QCD spectrum. In
Fig. 3, we display the current results, along with our previous
results 1 and those from EBAC and SAID for a proton target.
The imaginary parts of our results and those from EBAC are

1 In our previous work [74], we had missed the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients
for the ρ exchange contributions of the E0+ in the program code. For the
u-channel diagram involving the bare state, ĝNγN∗ should be replaced with
−τ3+3

2
gpγN∗+

3 +
τ3+3

2

gnγN∗0

3 in Eq. (15) of Ref. [74]. These errors do not
affect the main conclusions. We have corrected them in this study.

both smaller than the results from SAID in the 1.6 GeV to 1.7
GeV range. It can be observed that the results for the imagi-
nary part become much better than our previous results above
1.5 GeV.

B. The P11 partial wave amplitude

In calculating the P11 partial wave amplitude, we consider
three coupled channels, πN, σN and π∆. Using the well-
defined effective Lagrangians, we derive the electromagnetic
transition potential from γN to these channels. The contribu-
tions from a possible bare state have also been considered. By
applying HEFT to handle their final-state interactions, we ob-
tain the total scattering T-matrix and the multipole amplitude
M1−.

The parameters gσNN was adjusted freely in the EBAC fit.
Moreover, unlike fπN∆, which can, in principle, be determined
by the ∆ → πN process, gσNN cannot be reliably fixed by
any specific physical process. Therefore, We vary the param-
eter gσNN freely in the analysis of the electromagnetic transi-
tion process. We introduce an exponential form factor into the
electromagnetic potential.

The results of this analysis are shown in Fig. 4, with the

TABLE III. The fit parameters obtained from the analysis of the ex-
perimental data for pion photoproduction in the P11 partial wave.

1/2+ Resonance Parameters Value

Λem
+ (GeV) 1.942+0.150

−0.150

gσNN 0.359+0.746
−0.000

gpγN∗+ 0.323+0.358
−0.428

gnγN∗0 −1.132+0.477
−0.341

gγ∆+N∗+ −5.000+0.000
−0.000

gγ∆0N∗0 −5.000+0.000
−0.000
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FIG. 4. The fitted amplitude M1− from the present calculation, SAID [69] and other dynamical coupled channel models, along with the
EBAC [75], Bonn-Gatchina Partial Wave Analysis [76] and the analysis by the Jülich-Bonn-Washington Collaboration [44, 77]. The shaded
area represents the upper and lower limits of their results combined.

fit parameters listed in Table III. The solid line in the fig-
ure represents our calculated results. We also present the re-
sults of other dynamical coupled channel models. The SAID
and Bonn-Gatchina models use the K-matrix approach to an-
alyze pion- and photon-induced reactions [47, 78, 79]. The
SAID group employs the Chew-Mandelstam function to pa-
rameterize the hadronic scattering process [78, 79]. In the
Bonn-Gatchina model, background terms are added to the K-
matrix to describe non-resonant transitions between hadronic
channels [47]. Both models use the P-vector approach to de-
scribe photon-induced reactions. The ANL-Osaka and Jülich-
Bonn models are similar dynamical coupled channel mod-
els [28, 38]. By solving the coupled channel integral equa-
tions, they obtain the T-matrix between hadronic channels,
which consists of both background and resonant parts. By
constructing the photon vertex function, the photoproduction
T-matrix can be evaluated. When constructing the poten-
tials in the coupled channel equations, these two models ex-
hibit some differences; for example, they include different ex-
changed particles and follow various constraints. The FSI
effects were analyzed by using the HEFT in our approach.
HEFT has been validated against lattice QCD simulations in
addition to the scattering data, enhancing our understanding of
the resonance structures and their dynamic generation mech-
anisms. There are also some differences in the potentials.
The kernel Vα,γN in Eq. (18) is derived by using effective La-
grangians, whereas the potentials involving the bare state with
γN in the ANL-Osaka model are parameterized as a function
with constants that need to be fitted [33]. In the Jülich-Bonn
model these potentials are parameterized as polynomials [38].

As can be seen in Fig. 4, there are some differences between
these models. We use the shaded area to represent the upper
and lower limits of their results. We fit to the data points from
SAID to obtain our results and the parameters in our model.
The amplitude for the neutron target fits well, but there are
some discrepancies between our results and the SAID data for
the proton target. These experimental data have significant

uncertainties. Additionally, the considerable differences be-
tween various models highlight the model dependence of the
P11 partial wave results. Our results generally lie within the
range of these models.

The harmonic oscillator model, successful in explaining
hadron spectroscopy, predicts the first positive-parity excited
state (the 2s state) to lie in the region around 2 GeV. This is
naively inconsistent with the experimental observation of the
Roper resonance around 1.44 GeV. However, within HEFT
the N∗(1440) is described as the result of strong rescattering
between the coupled meson-baryon channels, πN, σN and π∆
with a small quark-model-like state component having a mass
near 2 GeV, in accord with lattice QCD [58]. Although the
bare mass of the 2s excitation is so high, the strong rescatter-
ing effects provide a pole mass at approximately 1370 MeV.

In Fig. 5, our complete results are represented by the solid
line, while the results with the coupling constants ĝNγN∗ and
ĝγ∆N∗ set to zero are represented by the dashed line. Because
of the large mass of the bare state, it does not contribute sig-
nificantly to the P11 partial wave within the energy range of
our calculations.

When calculating the electromagnetic potential in the P11
partial wave, we introduce an exponential form factor to sup-
press the contributions from the π∆ channel within the center-
of-mass energy range of 1.2 GeV to 1.4 GeV. In Fig. 5, the
dotted line represents the results without form factors in the
electromagnetic process, achieved by setting the cutoff values
Λem
+ to infinity. Introducing these form factors significantly

improves our results, particularly in the energy range of 1.2
GeV to 1.4 GeV. The contribution from the π∆ channel is the
most substantial in the P11 channel and would thus be affected
the most by this regulator.

When calculating the multipole amplitude E0+, the contact
term, M̂cont, in the S -wave coupling gives the main contribu-
tion to the amplitude. In the calculation of M1−, the leading-
order contact terms in Mα,γN are independent of the angle θ
in our approach, and therefore they vanish after integrating
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FIG. 5. The fitted amplitude M1−. The dashed line represents the results with the coupling constant ĝNγN∗ and ĝγ∆N∗ set to zero. The dotted
line shows the results without the form factor in the electromagnetic transition process.

over θ for P-wave channels. The primary contribution in this
case comes from the s-channel Feynman diagram of the π∆
coupled channel through exchanging nucleons. This differs
from the calculation of E0+, where the reaction parity is nega-
tive. To ensure parity conservation, only the anti-nucleon can
propagate in the s-channel, thereby reducing its contribution.
In contrast, for the calculation of M1−, the reaction parity is
positive, allowing the nucleon to propagate in the s-channel,
resulting in a larger contribution. As the center-of-mass en-
ergy increases, the contribution from the π∆ coupled channel
gradually grows, peaking around 1.3 GeV to 1.4 GeV. When
the energy exceeds 1.4 GeV, this contribution significantly de-
creases, becoming comparable to other contributions, which
causes the multipole amplitude to noticeably diminish.

Additionally, we refit gσNN to a new value of 0.359, indi-
cating that the contributions from the σN coupled channel are
suppressed in our results compared to those from EBAC. In
Scenario I of our previous work on the N∗(1440) [58], the
coupling of the bare state to πN and σN is suppressed com-
pared to Scenario II, indicating that the N∗(1440) is generated
primarily by strong rescattering effects. The coupling con-
stant gB0σN in this Scenario is set to zero, which suppresses
the contributions of the σN channel.

Because the ∆ is unstable, we should include a complex
mass shift in the π∆ propagator in Eq. (18). In the EBAC
analysis, the mass shift term involving π∆ takes the following
form [28, 33]

Σπ∆(k; Ecm) =
m∆
ω∆(k)

∫
q2dq

ωπN(q)[
ω2
πN(q) + k2

]1/2

×
| f∆→πN(q)|2

Ecm − ωπ(k) −
[
ω2
πN(q) + k2

]1/2
+ iϵ
, (21)

with

f∆→πN(q) = −i
0.98

[2(mN + mπ)]1/2

q
mπ

(
1

1 + [q/(0.358GeV)]2

)2

.

(22)
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FIG. 6. The variation of Σπ∆(k; Ecm) with the center-of-mass energy.

Here k is the center-of-mass three-momentum in the π∆
channel. When k = 0.2 GeV, the variation of Σπ∆(k; Ecm)
with the center-of-mass energy is illustrated in Fig. 6. As
the center-of-mass energy increases, both the real and imag-
inary parts of the mass shift term initially increase and then
decrease. The maximum value of the imaginary part is ap-
proximately half the width of ∆. To estimate the contribu-
tion from the mass shift term Σπ∆(k; Ecm), we can simply set
Σπ∆(k; Ecm) = −0.05 − 0.06i GeV, which is nearly the maxi-
mum value shown in Fig. 6. As shown in Fig. 7, even when
the mass shift term is set to its maximum value in this case,
the contribution from introducing the mass shift effect in the
π∆ propagator is relatively small.

Finite-volume HEFT is designed to reproduce the leading
behavior of finite-volume ChPT in the perturbative limit [52,
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FIG. 7. The amplitude M1− with and without the contribution from
the π∆ mass shift for the proton target.

62]. However, the study of resonance phenomena and its
associated avoided level crossings in finite volume require
a non-perturbative effective field theory (EFT) formalism.
Thus, HEFT may be regarded as a non-perturbative extension
founded on ChPT. Model independence is maintained only if
the Hamiltonian accurately describes experimental data and
lattice QCD results.

In reproducing the leading behavior of finite-volume ChPT
in the perturbative limit HEFT is formulated with the lead-
ing interactions of the chiral Lagrangian. In principle, higher-
order terms cannot be neglected in the non-perturbative so-
lution, but at the current level of accuracy, the leading terms
are sufficient to describe the scattering data in our framework.
One may need to include higher-order terms as the accuracy
of scattering data and lattice QCD results improve.

With this understanding, one can commence with the con-
sideration of uncertainties in the FSI. One can adjust the reg-
ulators of HEFT, repeating the fits to the experimental scat-
tering data and lattice QCD results and examining the extent
to which HEFT can still describe these data in an accurate
manner. This approach was recently examined in Ref. [64]
where the uncertainties were found to be very small due to the
demands of an accurate description of the data. The regula-
tor parameters were constrained by data and lattice QCD to
a very narrow range of 0.9 to 1.1 GeV, a variation of ±100
MeV. Given that the Hamiltonians for the final-state effects
are tightly constrained, one can proceed in the same spirit and
change the regulator parameters in the electromagnetic sector,
refitting the experimental data and examining the variation in
the results.

To explore the uncertainty, the regulator parameters of the
form factors can be varied and the coupling parameter rede-
termined by fitting the experimental data. This time we vary
the regulator parameter more generously, varying the regula-
tor Λem by ±150 MeV and refitting the parameters. The fitting
result are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9. The variation in the form
factor regulator is largely compensated through variation of
the coupling parameters. Similar to the findings of Ref. [64],
we observe the accuracy of the experimental data governs the
uncertainty in our results.

IV. SUMMARY

Pion photoproduction is an essential reaction for identify-
ing the existence of baryon excited states and extracting the
properties of these resonances.

We have refined our calculation of the electric multipole
amplitude E0+ in the S 11 partial wave for γN → πN by in-
cluding the contributions from the N∗(1650) as well as the
KΛ coupled channel. The T-matrix for γN → πN is split into
two parts. The first, involving the photon absorption, was de-
rived from well-defined effective Lagrangians. In this part of
the calculation we also considered contributions from the two
bare states associated with the N∗(1535) and N∗(1650).

The second piece of the calculation involved the final-
state interactions, which were studied in previous work, us-
ing Hamiltonian Effective Field Theory. The parameters ob-
tained by fitting to experimental data in that earlier work were
not altered here. This considerably simplified our calculation.
By including only the coupled channels whose thresholds lie
within the energy range considered here, we have obtained re-
sults consistent with experimental data. The numerical results
for E0+ show that the contributions from the bare states are
indispensable, which is consistent with the conclusion within
HEFT that these two low-lying odd-parity nucleon resonances
contain a significant bare state component [63].

We also calculated the magnetic multipole amplitude, M1−,
in the P11 partial wave to gain more insight into the nature of
the N∗(1440). Within HEFT, the N∗(1440) is a dynamically
generated resonance, with a small bare state component hav-
ing a mass of order 2 GeV [58]. The large mass of the bare
state results in a relatively small contribution to the overall
amplitude. The experimental values from SAID have signifi-
cant uncertainties. While the results from different dynamical
coupled-channel models show considerable variation, our re-
sults generally fall between them. To obtain more accurate
physical results and reduce model dependence, it would be
helpful to further improve the experimental precision in the
future.

The three-particle ππN channel is an important decay mode
of N∗(1440) [1]. Using HEFT, incorporating the ππN coupled
channel in future studies of N∗(1440) may help us better un-
derstand its structure and dynamical generation mechanisms.
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Appendix A: Lagrangians and amplitudes

The effective Lagrangians [28, 33] we use and the electro-
magnetic transition amplitudes M̂α,γN defined in Eq. (2) are
listed below.

1. Odd parity case

The N∗(1535) and N∗(1650) both have an odd parity. We
consider three coupled channels, πN, ηN and KΛ. The effec-
tive Lagrangians involved are as follows

LπNN = −
fπNN

mπ
N̄γµγ5τ⃗ · ∂

µπ⃗N , (A1)

LγNN = eN̄
[
êNγ

µAµ +
κ̂N

4mN
σµνFµν

]
N , (A2)

Lγππ = e
[
π⃗ × ∂µπ⃗

]
3 Aµ , (A3)

LγNπN = e
fπNN

mπ
N̄γµγ5

[
τ⃗ × π⃗

]
3 NAµ , (A4)

Lγρπ = e
gγρπ
mπ
εµναβπ⃗ · ∂µρ⃗ν∂αAβ , (A5)

LρNN = gρNN N̄
[
γµ −

κρ

2mN
σµν∂

ν

]
ρ⃗ µ ·
τ⃗

2
N , (A6)

LηNN = −
fηNN

mη
N̄γµγ5N∂µη , (A7)

Lγρη = e
gγρη
mρ
εµναβ∂µρ

0
ν∂αAβη , (A8)
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LKNΛ = −
fKNΛ

mK
Λ̄γµγ5∂µK̄N + H.c. , (A9)

LKNΣ = −
fKNΣ

mK
γµγ5(∂µK̄

¯⃗
Σ · τ⃗N) + H.c. , (A10)

LγΛΛ = eΛ̄
κΛ

4mN
σµνFµνΛ , (A11)

LγΛΣ = eΛ̄
κΛΣ
4mN
σµνFµνΣ + H.c. , (A12)

LγNKΛ = ie
fKNΛ

mK

[
p̄ /Aγ5K+Λ − Λ̄ /Aγ5K−p

]
, (A13)

LγKK = ie
[
K−∂µK+ − (∂µK−)K+

]
Aµ , (A14)

LγK∗K = e
g0
γK∗K

mK
ϵαβγδ

[
K̄0(∂γK∗0,δ) + K0(∂γK̄∗0,δ)

]
∂αAβ

+e
gc
γK∗K

mK
ϵαβγδ

[
K+(∂γK∗−,δ) + K−(∂γK∗+,δ)

]
∂αAβ , (A15)

L
1/2±
γNN∗ = eN̄∗

ĝNγN∗

4mN
Γ±σµνFµνN + H.c. , (A16)

L
1/2±
πNN∗ = −

gπNN∗

fπ
N̄∗γµΓ∓τ⃗ · ∂µπ⃗N + H.c. , (A17)

L
1/2±
ηNN∗ =

√
3gηNN∗

fπ
N̄∗γµΓ∓∂µηN + H.c. , (A18)

L
1/2±
KΛN∗ =

√
3gKΛN∗

fπ
N̄∗γµΓ∓∂µKΛ + H.c. , (A19)

where Γ+ = I4×4, Γ− = γ5, êN = diag{+1, 0}, κ̂N = diag{κp =

1.79, κn = −1.91}, κρ = 1.82, κΛ = −0.61, κΛΣ = −1.61
and ĝNγN∗ = diag{gpγN∗+ , gnγN∗0 }. The corresponding Feyn-
man amplitude M̂α,γN is as follows
M̂πN,γN :

M̂sN =

√
3e

mπ
fπNN/kγ5

1
/q + /p − mN

ΓNuem
− (k) , (A20)

M̂uN =

−τ3 + 3
2

√
3e

3mπ
fπNNΓp

1
/p − /k − mN

/kγ5

+
τ3 + 3

2

√
3e

3mπ
fπNNΓn

1
/p − /k − mN

/kγ5

 uem
− (k) , (A21)

M̂cont = −
2
√

3e
3mπ

fπNNτ
3/εγγ5uem

− (k) , (A22)

M̂tπ =
2
√

3e
3mπ

fπNNτ
3 /̃kγ5

k̃2 − m2
π

(k̃ + k) · εγuem
− (k) , (A23)

M̂tρ =

√
3e

mπ

gρNNgγρπ
2

Γρ

k̃2 − m2
ρ

uem
− (k) , (A24)

M̂
1/2−
s+u,N∗ =e

gπNN∗

fπ

√
3

4mN

ĝNγN∗/k
1

/q + /p − m0
N∗
γ5(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

+ (
−τ3 + 3

2
gpγN∗+

3
+
τ3 + 3

2
gnγN∗0

3
)γ5(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

×
1

/p − /k − m0
N∗
/k

 u−(k) , (A25)

M̂ηN,γN :

M̂sN = −e
fηNN

mη
/kγ5

1
/q + /p − mN

ΓNuem
− (k) , (A26)

M̂uN = −e
fηNN

mη
ΓN

1
/p − /k − mN

/kγ5uem
− (k) , (A27)

M̂tρ = − e
gρNNgγρη

mρ

τ3

2
Γρ

k̃2 − m2
ρ

uem
− (k) , (A28)

M̂
1/2−
s+u,N∗ = e

√
3gηNN∗

fπ

ĝNγN∗

4mN

/k 1

/q + /p − m0
N∗
γ5(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

+γ5(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)
1

/p − /k − m0
N∗
/k

 u−(k) , (A29)

M̂KΛ,γN :

M̂sN = −e
fKNΛ

mK
/kγ5

1
/q + /p − mN

ΓNuem
− (k) , (A30)

M̂uΛ = −e
fKNΛ

mK

κΛ
4mN

(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)
1

/p − /k − mΛ
/kγ5uem

− (k) ,

(A31)

M̂uΣ = −e
fKNΣ

mK

κΛΣ
4mN
τ3(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

1
/p − /k − mΣ

/kγ5uem
− (k) ,

(A32)

M̂cont = e
fKNΛ

mK

τ3 + 1
2
/εγγ5uem

− (k) , (A33)
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M̂tK = −e
fKNΛ

mK

τ3 + 1
2

/̃kγ5

k̃2 − m2
K

(k̃ + k′) · εγuem
− (k) , (A34)

M̂tK∗ = −ieĝγKK∗
gK∗NΛ

mK

[
γδ +

κK∗NΛ
2(mN + mΛ)

(γδ/̃k − /̃kγδ)
]

× ϵαβηδk̃ηqαε
β
γ

1
k̃2 − m2

K∗
uem
− (k) , (A35)

M̂
1/2−
s,N∗ = e

√
3gKΛN∗

fπ

ĝNγN∗

4mN
/k

1

/q + /p − m0
N∗
γ5(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)u−(k) ,

(A36)

where k̃ = p − p′, ΓN = êN/εγ +
κ̂N

4mN
[/q/εγ − /εγ/q],

Γρ = iεµναβk̃µ[γν +
κρ

4mN
(γν/̃k − /̃kγν)]qαεβγ and ĝγKK∗ =

diag{gc
γKK∗ , g0

γKK∗ }.

2. Even parity case

The N∗(1440) has an even parity. We consider three cou-
pled channels, πN,σN and π∆. The effective Lagrangians [28,
33] involved are as follows

LσNN = gσNN N̄Nσ , (A37)

LπN∆ = −
fπN∆
mπ
∆̄µT⃗ · ∂µπ⃗N + H.c. , (A38)

LγN∆ = −ie∆̄µΓem,∆N
µν T 3NAν + H.c. , (A39)

Lπ∆∆ =
fπ∆∆
mπ
∆̄µγ

νγ5T⃗∆ · ∂νπ⃗∆µ , (A40)

Lγ∆∆ =e∆̄η
(
T 3
∆ +

1
2

) [
−γµgην +

(
gµηγν + gµνγη

)
+

1
3
γηγµγν

]
∆νAµ , (A41)

LγπN∆ = e
fπN∆
mπ

[
(∆̄µT⃗ N) × π⃗

]
3

Aµ + H.c. , (A42)

LρN∆ = −i
fρN∆
mρ
∆̄µγνγ5

[
∂µρ⃗ν − ∂νρ⃗µ

]
· T⃗ N + H.c. , (A43)

L
1/2+
π∆N∗ = −

3gπ∆N∗

2 fπ
∆̄µT⃗ · ∂µπ⃗N∗ + H.c. , (A44)

L
1/2+
γN∗∆ = −ieĝγ∆N∗ ∆̄

µΓem,∆N
µν T 3N∗Aν + H.c. , (A45)

where Γem,∆
µν is defined in Eq. (B86) in Ref. [33]

Γem,∆
µν =

m∆ + mN

2mN

1
(m∆ + mN)2 − Q2

[(
G∆N

M −G∆N
E

)
3ϵµναβPαQβ

+G∆N
E iγ5

12
(m∆ − mN)2 − Q2 ϵµλαβP

αQβϵλνγδp
γ
∆

Qδ

+G∆N
C iγ5

6
(m∆ − mN)2 − Q2 Qµ(Q2Pν − Q · PQν)

]
,

(A46)

with P = (p∆ + pN)/2 and Q = p∆ − pN .
M̂πN,γN : The amplitudes not involving the resonance are

the same as in the odd-parity case Eqs. (A20)-(A24), except
for the form factor uem

+ (k) we added. The amplitudes involving
the resonances are as follows

M̂
1/2+
s+u,N∗ = e

gπNN∗

fπ

√
3

4mN

ĝNγN∗/kγ5
1

/q + /p − m0
N∗

(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

+ (
−τ3 + 3

2
gpγN∗+

3
+
τ3 + 3

2
gnγN∗0

3
)(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

×
1

/p − /k − m0
N∗
/kγ5

 u+(k) , (A47)

M̂σN,γN :

M̂sN = −iegσNN
1

/q + /p − mN
ΓNuem

+ (k) , (A48)

M̂uN = −iegσNN
1

/p − /k − mN
ΓNuem

+ (k) , (A49)

M̂π∆,γN :

M̂sN =
√

2e
fπN∆
mπ
ε∗∆ · k

1
/q + /p − mN

ΓNuem
+ (k) , (A50)

M̂uN = −
2
√

2
3

ie
fπN∆
mπ
τ3ε
µ∗
∆
Γem,∆
µν ε

ν
γ

1
/p − /k − mN

× /kγ5uem
+ (k) , (A51)

M̂u∆ =

√
2

6
(5τ3 + 3)e

fπN∆
mπ
ε∗∆η

[
−gηµ/εγ + ε

η
γγ
µ
]

× S ∆µν(p − k)kνuem
+ (k) , (A52)

M̂cont =

√
2

3
e

fπN∆
mπ
τ3εγ · ε

∗
∆uem
+ (k) , (A53)

M̂tπ = −

√
2

3
e

fπN∆
mπ
τ3(Vg + Zg)uem

+ (k) , (A54)

M̂tρ = −
fρN∆
mρ

gρπγ
mπ

1
k̃2 − m2

ρ

[
k̃ · ε∗∆γ

µ − /̃kε∗∆
]

× γ5ϵαβηµqαε
β
γk̃ηuem

+ (k) , (A55)
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M̂
1/2+
s+u,N∗ =

−
√

2
4

egπ∆N∗ ĝNγN∗

fπmN
ε∗∆ · k

1
/q + /p − m∗N

(/q/εγ − /εγ/q)

+

√
2ie

3 fπ
τ3(gγ∆0N∗0 + gγ∆+N∗+ )gπNN∗ε

µ∗
∆
Γem,∆
µν ε

ν
γ

×
1

/p − /k − m∗N
/kγ5

}
u+(k) , (A56)

where S µν
∆

(p) = 1
3(p−mD)

[
2(−gµν + pµpν

m2
D

) + γ
µγν−γνγµ

2 −
pµγν−pνγµ

mD

]
,

Vg and Zg are defined in Eqs. (D35) and (D36) in Ref. [33]

Vg =
1

2Eπ(k − q)
ε∗
∆
· k1(k1 + k) · εγ

EN(q) − E∆(k) − Eπ(k − q)
+ ε0∗
∆ ε

0
γ , (A57)

Zg =
1

2Eπ(k − q)
ε∗
∆
· k2(k2 + k) · εγ

E − EN(q) − Eπ(k) − Eπ(k − q) + iϵ
,

(A58)

with k1 = (Eπ(k − q), k⃗ − q⃗) and k2 = (−Eπ(k − q), k⃗ − q⃗).
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