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On the pole trajectory of the subthreshold negative parity nucleon with varying pion
masses

Qu-Zhi Li Zhiguang Xiaom and Han-Qing Zhenﬁ
College of Physics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, P. R. China

We study the pole trajectory of the recently established subthreshold negative parity nucleon,
namely the N*(920), with varying pion masses, in the scheme of linear ¢ model with nucleons. We
find that the pole moves from the complex plane to the real axis rather straightfowardly, on the
second Riemann sheet. We also re-examined the o pole trajectory and find it in good agreement
with Roy equation analysis result.

I. INTRODUCTION

A subthreshold pole with quantum number J©¢ = 1/27, named N*(920), has been established in the S;; channel
of 7N scatterings in recent years. It has been firstly noticed in analyzing 7N scattering data [Il 2] using the product
representation for partial wave amplitudes [3H5], which comes from the correct treatment of the left hand cuts and
unitarization [6] [7]. The pole is also confirmed using naive K-matrix approach [8] and N/D method [9]. Its existence is
firmly established in a Roy-Steiner equation analysis in Ref. [10], with the pole location /s = (918+3)—4(163+9)GeV,
and is reconfirmed in Ref. [I1]. Hence there is no doubt on the very existence of N*(920) pole. Its properties in turn
naturally become a subject of research interest, since much is left to be desired.

The early work on the properties of N*(920) is its coupling to Ny and N7 [12]. Tt is found that its coupling to
N is considerably larger than that of N*(1535), while its coupling to N+ is comparable to that of N*(1535). Here
in this note we will focus on the N*(920) pole trajectory with varying pion masses.

In the literature, the o pole trajectory with varying = masses has been a rather hot topic for discussions, see for
example Refs. [13, [14] and references therein. Remarkably a model independent Roy equation analysis has been carried
out to thoroughly solve the issue [I5]. The study of the o pole trajectory with varying m. is important, since it opens
a new window in understanding non-perturbative strong interaction physics provided by lattice QCD calculations. An
alternative study based on O(N) linear o model [I6] [I7] finds similar results comparing with that of Ref. [15], hence
providing further evidence that the o meson may be more reasonably described as “elementary”, in the sense that it
is, the same as pions, described by an explicit field degree of freedom in the effective chiral lagrangianﬂ Inspired by
this, we in this paper adopt the effective lagrangian with a linearly realized chiral symmetry. To be specific we use
the renormalizable linear ¢ model with nucleon fields, though it is known that renormalizability condition is not at
all a physical requirement when describing low energy hadron physics.

In the following we begin by a brief introduction of the linear ¢ model with nucleons in Sec. [} and calculate the o
pole trajectory using [1,1] Padé approximation in Sec. As it is verified that the unitarity approximation does give a
similar o pole trajectory as comparing with that of Ref. [15], it is satisfactory to use the same approximation method
to further explore the N*(920) trajectory, which will also be discussed in Sec. Sec. is devoted to discussions
and conclusions.

II. A BRIEF REVIEW OF LINEAR ¢ MODEL

The linear ¢ model [21I] (LSM) lagrangian with a nucleon field can be written as follows:
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where ¥y is the isospin doublet denoting bare nucleon fields, and 7, 0¢, t40, go, Ao are bare m meson triplet, o field, a
mass parameter, and couplings, respectively. The renormalized quantities are related to bare ones through:

Yo =\ Zyt
(0077‘-0) = \/Z(m 77) >

2 1 2 2
= = +4 ,
4G = Z¢Z5u ) 2)
go = Zw\/ng’
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Spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking (xSB) occurs when the o vacuum expectation value (vev) (o) = v # 0,
generating three zero-mass Goldstone bosons: 7°, i = 1,2,3 in the absence of explicit xSB term Coy. To make
correct perturbation expansion one shifts ¢ — o + v such that (o) = 0 and get,
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with
1 1
my =gv, mi=p’+ §>\v2, mZ =’ + EAUQ, (4)
and the renormalization constants are defined as

dmn =mn(Zy— 1),
dm2 =6u? + 1(Zy — D)I?
om2 = 6p? + 3(Zx — )\ .

From Eq. we obtain the relation between m, and my:
2 2, 1 9
ms =m; + g)\v . (6)
This relation holds if the renormalization constant Z) is taken as
2 _ 5.2
Zy =1 3(dmz — om32)
Av?

The other renormalization constants are determined by the following conditions, as done in Ref. [22]:

e For 6m?2 and Z,;, we demand that the full 7 propagator A, (s) satisfies

iN (m2) =0,
dA'(s)

— L~ 2 =1.
! ds 2

S=mz

(8)

e dm? can be determined by requiring the real part of the o propagator, iA;1(s), to vanish when s — m?2, i.e.,

Re[iA; ' (m2)] =0 (9)
Notice that the parameter m, can not be identified as the o pole mass when m, > 2m, since iAS(m2) is
complex in this situation. On the other hand, if m, increases to be large enough such that m, < 2m, then
iAS1(m?2) becomes real and m, is just the pole mass.



e 7, and Z, are determined by forcing the full nucleon propagator A N(p) behaving like:

ZA;Vl (mN) =0 5
K (10)
dp p=myo T

The results for the renormalization constants and counter terms under these renormalization conditions are listed in

Appendix [A]
In LSM, there are only four free parameters and they can be chosen as A\, m,, m,, g. From Eqgs. @ and , the
vev v and the nucleon mass my are expressed by:

vi=—2—T° my =gv. (11)

In the physical situation, m, = 0.140GeV,my = 0.938GeV, and v is identical to the pion decay constant f. at tree
level, whose experimental value is 0.093GeV so that g ~ 10. From PCAC, one also obtains C'y/Z4 = f,m2, and the
pion decay constant f, are related to v by [23]:

v = frm2iA.(0) . (12)

Since our purpose of using the LSM is to approximate QCD which has fewer parameters than LSM, this will impose
some constraints to the free parameters of LSM. One constraint from Lattice QCD is the dependence of f; on m,
in Ref. [24] as shown in the left diagram of FIG. As a good approximation, one can use a linear function to
parameterize the lattice result:

fr=kmz+b, (13)

with k ~ 0.048,b ~ 0.087GeV. The intercept b denotes the value of f; in the chiral limit m, — 0.
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FIG. 1: Left: the dependence of pion decay constant on pion mass (figure from Ref. [24]); Right: nucleon mass
dependence on pion mass. Data from xQCD [25], ETMC [26], ruler approximation [27], xPT [28430].

Combining Egs. and , the relation between v and m, can be obtained which is required for the study of
N*(920) trajectory. At tree level, Eq. ((12))) simply means f, = v. Remembering my = gv we can reach a conclusion
that my is also a linear function of m, with slope gk and intercept gb assuming that ¢ is independent of m,. The
full pion-mass dependence is shown in FIG. [I] compared with the yPT prediction and lattice results. As depicted, the
nucleon mass in LSM coincides with the result of YPT in the chiral limit, which is larger than the prediction of “ruler
approximation” [27]. For m, ranging from the chiral limit to about 0.2GeV, the nucleon mass in LSM is close to the
result of yPT, while for m, above 0.25GeV, the values match lattice data within a certain margin of error. This also
justfies the assumption that ¢ is independent of m..
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Though 7 meson self-energy correction should be taken into account in Eq. at one-loop level, the contributions
from self-energy correction to v are negligible for m, ranging from 0.55GeV to 1.5GeV [22]. So the linear dependence
of nucleon mass on m, still holds at one-loop level.

With the pion mass dependence of v Eq. , from the first equation of , there are two alternative simple
assumptions to choose in order to proceed: to fix m, such that X is dependent on m., or vice versa. Since the results
of these two choices would produce similar qualitative results, we choose the first one in discussing the 77 scatterings
and only provide the results in 7N scatterings for both choices.

III. THE TRAJECTORIES OF THE ¢ POLE AND THE N*(920) POLE

This section is devoted to the study of the o pole and the N*(920) pole dependence on varying pion masses.
This analysis is meaningful in understanding the non-perturbative aspects of low energy strong interaction physics,
especially in the era when lattice QCD studies become more and more prosperouaﬂ For the former, the o pole trajectory
is well understood [I5] [32] while knowledge of N*(920) trajectory is absent yet, from either lattice QCD or analytical
studies.

We will study the two trajectories based on the renormalizable linear ¢ model with nucleons. The reason why
we choose such a model is already discussed in the introduction. We in the following firstly re-analyze the o pole
trajectory using [1,1] Padé approximatiorﬂ It will be found that the trajectory obtained is in good agreement with
that of Roy equation analyses and the O(/N) model results qualitatively.

A. The o pole location in the I,J = 0,0 channel 77 scattering amplitude

Basically there can be two ways to extract the o pole location: one is from the ¢ propagator, another is from
the unitarized 77 scattering amplitude. They are not equivalent under the approximations being used, however.
The propagator is obtained by using a Dyson resummation of self energy bubble chain, and is essentially a one loop
calculation, whereas the pole in the unitarized amplitude contains more complete dynamical inputﬂ Therefore we
adopt the scattering amplitude to extract the pole locations.

The 77 elastic scattering amplitude is written as:

T(s,t,u) = A(s,t,u)dap0ys + B(s,t,u)d0y085 + C(S,t,1)00s505 (14)

where a, 5,7 and ¢ are isospin indexes and s,t and u are Mandelstam variables subject to the constraints s +u+1t =
4m2. A(s,t,u), B(s,t,u) and C(s,t,u) are Lorentz invariant amplitudes. The total isospin I = 0 amplitude 7°(s,t, u)
can be derived as

TO(s,t,u) = 3A(s, t,u) + B(s, t,u) + C(s,t,u) . (15)

The Feynman diagrams contributing to 77 scattering amplitudes are presented in FIG
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FIG. 2: The tree-level Feynman diagrams contributing to 77 scatterings.

2 For a recent review to the related subjects, one is referred to Ref. [31].

3 It is not at all obvious that Padé approximation leads to a satisfied solution since it may be spoiled by spurious poles [33]. But in linear
o model it works rather good, since crossing symmetry is restored.

4 To be more specific, at one loop, the self energy on the second sheet contains the pseudo-threshold but not the dynamical left hand cut
(the crossed channel o exchanges), which is presented anyway in unitarized scattering amplitudes. So the two solutions cannot be the
same.



The corresponding invariant amplitude A(s,t,u) reads:

2,2
A(s, t,u) = _9(5)\1)771{2,) — % . (16)
The invariant amplitudes B(s,t,u) and C(s,t,u) are related to A(s,t,u) via crossing symmetry:
A(s,t,u) = B(t, s,u) = C(u,t,s) . (17)
Partial wave amplitude(PWA) is defined as
Ti(s) = 1/0 P, (1 + %) T (s,tu) (18)
32m(s —4AmZ) Jymz _s s—4
where Pj is the Legendre polynomial. The elastic unitarity reads:
Im T4 (s) = p(s,mm, mp)|TH(s)[?, s> 4m?2 (19)
with
p(s,mi,my) = Vs = (ma - ma)*)(s = (m1 = ma)?) . (20)

S

The PWA has been calculated up to one-loop level within LSM neglecting nucleon contributions. From perturbative
unitarity in LSM we have:

Ingl(s) = p(s,mmmw)\TOOt(s)|2 , 4m72r <s< 4mi, (21)

where T§,(s) and T()(s) denote the tree-level and the one-loop PWAs, respectively. Combining Eq .(I5)-(18), the
tree-level PWA is obtained:

TO ( ) _ )\ (3m3r + 2m§. — 55) (mz_ — m?\') log (%)
0:\8) = o 2(s—m32) 5= am?)

(22)

At one-loop order, it is tedious to present all Feynman diagrams and their corresponding results, which exceed 50
diagrams [34]. Therefore, we will not include those amplitudes in this manuscriptﬂ With Eq. , it is easy to prove
that the [1,1] Padé approximant

T((J)t(s>

0[1,1] o
T ) = T (o) /1)

(23)

satisfies elastic unitarity. The o resonance corresponds to the pole of the PWA on the second Riemann sheet (RSII)
of complex s plane, or the zero of partial wave S matrix:

S(s)=1+ 2ip(s,m7r,mﬂ)Tg[1’1] (s), (24)

on the first Riemann sheet (RSI).

According to Eq. , the numerator of Tg[l’u(s), i.e., T, contains a first-order pole at m2. When m, > 2m.,
in the denominator 1 — T(?l /T3, there also exists a first-order pole because the loop-level amplitude T(?l (s) contains a

second-order pole at m?2 from the one-loop o propagator as shown in the right diagram of FIG. |3} This causes Té) (1) (s)
to be finite at m?2. Thus, in this situation m, is not the pole mass of o and the o pole position would lie on the second
Riemann sheet. On the contrary, with m, growing up to 2m, > m,, the second-order pole in T3 (s) transforms to a
first-order pole because the residue being proportional to 3(m2) equals zero due to the reomormalization condition .
In this case, the denominator of Eq. is finite at m2, and the numerator remains a pole at m?2 which corresponds
to the o bound state.

5 . . .
° The numerical code is available upon request.



With m, = 0.7GeV and physical pion mass, the ¢ pole locates at about (0.47 — i0.16) GeV, which is consistent
with the PDG result. Fixing this m, parameter and taking into account the relation between f, and m, in ,
the trajectory of o pole with increasing m, is depicted in FIG. [3] The o resonance falls down to real axis below
the threshold from the complex plane above the threshold, becoming two virtual states (VS I and VS II) when m;,
increases from physical value to m, ~ 0.32GeV. One of them (VS II) runs towards threshold and finally crosses the
threshold to the real axis below the threshold on RSI, turning into a bound state when 2m, > m,. On the other
hand, the other virtual state (VS I) runs away from the threshold and collides with the third virtual state (VS III)
which appears from the left-hand cut when m, ~ 0.22GeV. Then these two virtual-state poles turn into a pair of
resonance poles on the complex plane. The trajectory is similar to that of the Roy equation [35] the N/D modified
O(N) model [16], but now the critical point (m,/2) when o becomes a bound state can be determined analytically
from the expression of Padé amplitude.
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FIG. 3: The trajectory of o resonance with m, variation. Right: the contribution of ¢ self-energy correction to 7w
amplitude.

Having examined that the o pole trajectory can be satisfactorily reproduced in the scheme of linear o model with
Padé unitarization, we are confident to step forward by studying the N*(920) pole trajectory in the linear o model
with nucleon field, in the next subsection.

B. 511 channel of 7N scattering amplitude
For the process 7%(p) + N;(¢) — 7o (p") + N¢#(¢'), the isospin amplitude can be decomposed as:
/ 1 /
! <5fm T+ [Ta ,Ta] T) Xi | (25)

where 7 (a = 1,2,3) are Pauli matrices, and x; (xs) corresponds to the isospin wave function of the initial (final)
nucleon state. The amplitudes with isospins I = 1/2,3/2 can be written as

T=V2 =Tty or

=32 =+ 7~ (26)
As for Lorentz structure, for an isospin indices I = 1/2,3/2,
/ 1

T =) (¢) (AL, 1) + 5 (p+p) B (5,0)| u a), (21)

with the superscripts (s), (s’) denoting the spins of Dirac spinors and three Mandelstam variables s = (p + ¢)%,t =
(p—1p'),u= (p—q') obeying the constraint s + ¢ + u = 2m% + 2m2. The channel with orbit angular momentum L,



total angular momentum J and total isospin I denoted as T'(Laray) is defined as:

1
T =T(Loray) =TH! (s) £ TL (s), L=JF o (28)
where the definition of partial wave helicity amplitudes are written as:
T_{_;_J :2mNAé$J(s) + (s — m2 —my) Béj(s)
1 29
T_{_;] =— 7 [(s —m2 +my) A{g"](s) +mn (s +m2 —my) Bé’J(s)} (29)
with
1,7 e I
FC’/S(S) = ﬁ/ dZSF (S,t) [PJ+1/2 (ZS) :l: PJ_1/2 (ZS):I s F = A, B (30)
-1

zs = cos O with 6 the scattering angle in center of mass frame (CM) . The PWAs T. i"] satisfy unitarity condition:

ImTjIE’J(s) = p(s,mﬂ,mN)\Ti"](s)F, s> sp=(mg+ mN)2 . (31)

In this manuscript, the full amplitudes of w/N scatterings are calculated within LSM. At tree level, there are three
diagrams as depicted in FIG. 4]

- JT -
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FIG. 4: The tree-level Feynman diagrams contributing to 7N scatterings.

Contributions to invariant amplitudes A'/?(s,t,u) and B'/?(s,t,u) at tree level read

A
AV (s, tu) = — I
3(t —m2)
3 1 (32)
BY2(s,t,u) = —¢° ( =+ 5 ) .
s—ma  u—my
According to Eq. 7 after partial-wave projection, the expressions of Aé//i’}/ % and Bé/fs’l/ * are listed as follows,
1/2,1/2 g v (m2 + 4k*)I(s)
A = g (1 - 452 ’ (33)
Av m21(s)
A2 = 9 1Mo 4
57 = g w2 ) (34)
1/2.1/2 g2 6 1 m?v(s - CL) ln(;nsz(s(;izz) ))
B (s) > + S — (35)

T 3o 7s—mN K2 4sk4 ’



_ s(s—cr)
By - 9 (6 1 b= en g Goeny) (36)
o 32r \ s—m3 k2 4k4 ’
with k = /sp(s, mr, my)/2 being the magnitude of 3-momentum in CM and
I(s) = In (((mfr —m3)? —2s(m2 +m%) +s(s+m§))> (37)
m2s ’

Be(s) and Bg(s) contain the u-cut in the interval (cf, = (m3 — m2)?/m%, cr = m3, + 2m2) from the logarithmic

term generated by u-channel nucleon exchange, as depicted in the 3rd diagram in Fig.[d] When 2m, < m, < 2my,
the I(s) function contains circular arc cuts[8] centered at the origin with a radius of m3 — m2. At one loop, the
circular cut emerges due to continuous two-particle spectrum, which covers the circular arc cut.

After partial-wave projection, the perturbative PWAs will be unitarized by N/D method EL which means to solve
an integral equation about N(s) function:

N(s) = N(so) + U(s) — Uso) + 220 /Oo (U(s) Z U)ol ma, mu)N(S) 0 (38)
T . (s" — s0)(s’ — )

The subtraction point sg and subtraction value N(sg) can be chosen appropriately and U(s) function should be
analytic when s > sg, such that N(s) only contains left hand cuts

s—s'

U(s) - U(s') = : /L disc M (5)

G-9)G-9)

where the subscript L denotes the left-hand cut where the integration is performed. The discontinuity of the amplitude
M (s) need to be an input from the perturbation calculation. Since the dispersion relation of the amplitude on the
left-hand cut essentially gives the amplitude with the right-hand cut integral subtracted up to a polynomial, we can
use the perturbative amplitude with the right-hand cut dispersion integral subtracted to estimate U(s) —U(s’) directly
in the following.

The amplitude satisfying the unitarity condition can be constructed as (we use M(s) to represent 7N scattering
amplitude in S1; channel):

£
o 5, (39)

(40)

T /oo( PN

s —8)(s" — s0)

One can numerically solve the equation by inverse matrix method, after introducing a cutoff A such that the integral
interval becomes (sg, A) instead of (sg, 00). In the following, sg, m, and A, are fixed at sg, O.55GeV|Z| and (my+mg)?,
respectively.

At tree level, since there is already no right-hand cut in My, we set U(s) equal to tree-level amplitude M;(s), and
N(s0) equal to M(sg). At one-loop level, parameter N(sg) is set equal to M;(sg) + M;(sp) and U(s) is written as:

U(s) = My(s) + M(s) — ;/ p(s', nzjf(’sr/ni\flyt (s') 7 (41)

with M;(s) the one-loop correction to the PWA. The full one-loop amplitude has been known for a long time [36],
and after partial wave projection, the PWA is too long to be presented hereﬂ The third term in the above expression
ensures U(s) to be analytic in the interval (sg, (mas + my)?) according to perturbative unitarity:

Im M;(s) = p(s,mz, my)|Mi(s)]?, s> sg. (42)

There still exists cuts above (m, +my)? in real axis, but we fix the cutoff A = (my + m,)? such that the unitarized
amplitude satisfies unitarity condition in the interval (sg, (my + my)?).

6 Here N/D method is used to avoid spurious poles which may present in the amplitude using Padé approximation.
7 Here the m, is chosen slightly different from 77 case, since the N*(920) pole is close to the Roy-equation result with this choice.
8 The code is also available upon request.
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FIG. 5: Left: the trajectories of N*(920) pole with m, variation from 0.140GeV to 0.240GeV with step 0.02GeV. The
black and red straight lines denote the u-cuts with m, = 0.140GeV and 0.240GeV, respectively. Right: the values of
S matrix at one-loop level in intervals (cr, sr) and (cg, sg) on the first Riemann sheet. The red lines denote u-cuts
and endpoints of black lines are sy, and sg, respectively. The blue intersection points represent virtual states.

A pole at (0.92—0.15¢)GeV for the one-loop order and (0.93—0.14¢)GeV for the tree level corresponding to N*(920)
can be found on the second sheet with physical pion and nucleon masses. The pole trajectories of N*(920) for the
tree-level and the one-loop level amplitude as m, increases are shown in FIG. At the one-loop order, we also
calculate the trajectories with fixed A labeled by “one loop II” in FIG. 5| beside the one with fixed m, labeled by
“one loop I”. The imaginary part of N*(920) decreases while the real part grows when m, increases in all cases,
causing the pole to move toward the u-cuts between the two branch points at cg and cr. The real part of the pole at
one-loop level increases faster than the one at tree level. Finally, when further increasing m.,, the N*(920) pole will
disappear on RSII.

We also studied the behavior of the two virtual states [37] lying in the interval (s;, = (my —my)?, c1) and (cg, Sg),
respectively. The values of S matrix calculated with one-loop level input in the two intervals on the first Riemann
sheet are plotted in FIG[5] which demonstrates the fact that the S matrix equals to unity at sy, and sg by definition
while it tends to negative infinity when s is close to the two branch points ¢, and cg. As a result, a zero point inside
each interval occurs. The calculation reveals that the virtual states move towards sg or s; with increasing m..

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the o pole trajectory and the N*(920) pole trajectory with varying m., in a linear
o model with nucleons, aided by certain unitarization approximations. The m, dependence of f, from the Lattice
results is also taken into account, which renders the LSM more reasonable in approximating the low energy QCD. The
o pole trajectory is found to be in agreement with previous studies [I5] [I6]. The result on N*(920) pole trajectory
is novel. The N*(920) pole is found to move towards the u-cut on the real axis on the second Riemann sheet with
increasing m,. This result is also in qualitative agreement with that obtained in a chiral perturbation theory with
nucleons (to be presented elsewhere). The next interesting topic for future studies would be to investigate the N*(920)
pole trajectory in the presence of temperature and chemical potential, and the old concept of parity doublet model
may return with some new ingredients.
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Appendix A: The expressions of counter terms and renormalization constants

The counter terms and renormalization constants take following forms up to one-loop level,

2 )\2
Zy=1- 4‘(]? (Bo (m2,m3,m%) + m2Bg (m2,m3,m%)) — 14; 5 Bo (m2,m2,m2), (A1)
2
Zr=1— ﬁ (3m By (m?\,,m2 mN) +m?2 By (m?v,m?\,, ) — 349 ( ) + 44 (m?v) — Ay (m?j))
(A2)
2
+ 15— (3m2Bh (miy, m2,m3) +m2 Bf (mk, mi, m?) — 4m3 By (miy, mi m2))

2
Zy =1+ —F— (=3m2 By (m3,m2,m3) —m2 By (m%,mi,m2) + 34y (m?) — 44, (m3) + Ag (m2))
N

1672m
2
+ # (2By (m%, m3,m2) + 3m2 B} (m%,m2,m%) + m2B (m, mi, m2) — 4m3 By (m3, my, m2)) ,
(A3)
2 _ A 2,2 2 2 A 2 2
e =gz (Bo (mey i ) =i By (e, e me)) + g (540 (me) + Ao () (Ad)
2
4g 2 (m BO (m m?\/vm?\f) +2A0(m?v)> )
2202 [ Re By (m m2 m2) By (m m2 m2) m?2 B} (m m2 m2) A
o 2 (M ) LRI (o) )
g*me 2 02 02 2 2 2 2p ()2 2 2 g9 2
- (Bo (mz,m%;,m%) — Bo (mZ,ma, my) + maBj (m2, my, my)) — 2 (240 (m%)
+ 4m3, By (mi,mfv,m?\,)) .
(AD)
The definitions of 1-point function Ag(m?) and 2-point function By (p?, m?,m3) are expressed
dk 1
Ao(mz) = 7167'('22\/ 170 92>
2m)* k2 —m (A6)

Bo(p?*,mi,m3) = —167T2i/ d4k4 2 : :
(2m)* (k2 —m3)[(p + k)* — m3]

B{, denotes the derivation with respect to the first argument.
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