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1. Introduction

Pion-nucleon scattering is a fundamental reaction thasgaccess to fundamental questions
related to strong interactions. At higher energies, fomgxa, allow us to study the baryonic
spectrum of QCD and its properties. On the other hand, at feevgées it is an excellent test for
the chiral dynamics of QCD , able to provide a systematic &éaork to study isospin violation as
well as valuable information about the internal structurthe nucleon. Regarding the latter, there
is a strong demand from the dark matter community for an ateuralue of the scalar coupling
of the nucleon at zero momentum transfer, which is the definf the pion-nucleon sigma term
(o). This is so because there are important discrepanciesbatthe values far; obtained by
different partial wave analyses (PWAs). Namely, the ctzdgartial wave analysis (PWA) of the
Karlsruhe group gives a value afy ~ 45(8) MeV [fl], while the more modern PWA of the George
Washington University group obtaims,y =~ 64(7) MeV [g]. This disagreement on the sigma-term
value is the main hadronic uncertainty for the direct déecof dark matter[[3].

Chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) is an excellent tool ittt shed light on this issue because
it provides a systematic and model independent way to stadyibatively the strong interactions
of hadrons. From this perturbative construction one cam ialdlude formally, in a quantum field
approach, the interaction with scalar sourdés [4], fromciwlthe scalar form factor of the nucleon
can be investigated. In fact, ChPT has been used severa torestimate the value of the pion-
nucleon sigma term (see Refld. [, 6]), although the poorexgence of the chiral series prevented
to make any conclusion about its value. As we show here, tikedaconvergence of the previous
analyses can be overcome if one works within a framework g/bee preserves the good analytical
properties of a covariant calculation and includes thevegiedegrees of freedom for the process
considered. Namely, farN scattering, it is known that th&(1232) resonance plays a fundamental
role because its closeness to thig threshold. This makes that the behaviour of this resonance
cannot be faithfully reproduced by a finite polynomial vie tesonance saturation hypothefjs [7].
In our work we considered explicitly the contributions oé (1232 following [f].

One added difficulty that one should overcome when workinth wovariant baryon chiral
perturbation theory is the breaking of the perturbativeamsion already addressed in Réf. [9].
This problem is solved when working within the extendedromss-shell scheme (EOMS), which
cancels the PCBT (which are analytical pieces) by renomimglithe low-energy counterterms
(LECs) of the most general chiral Lagrangifn| [LJ, 11].

One of the main advantages of this scheme respect to the @itiariant approach, infrared
regularization (IR)[[12], is that EOMS preserves the goodlytital properties of the relativistic
scattering amplitudes. However, IR gives rise to unphysiass that limit the convergence of the
chiral amplitude, as shown iff [AP,]1[3] 14]. For this reasomdecided to work within the EOMS
to preserve the good analytical properties of our calcdlamplitudes as well as the standard
power counting of ChPT. The results presented here are péneaetailed analysis of thaN
scattering phenomenology of Ref.J14], where thid scattering amplitude is calculated up to
0(p%) including theA(1232).
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2. Fits

In order to determine the LECs, which numerical values atdixed by chiral symmetry, we
decided to fit our chiral amplitude to the phase shifts predity three different PWAs. These are
the PWAs of the Karlsruhe group (KA8H) [1], the George Wagton University group (WI108)[]2]
and the Matsinos’ group (EMO06) [16].

In Fig. [l we observe that in th&-ChPT case (green dashed line) we are able to fit well the
WI08 phase shifts up to energies g5 = 1.14-116 GeV, depending of which partial wave one
consider. This situation is considerably improved onceAfiE232) is included explicitly in our
formalismA-ChPT (red solid line), in which case we are able to desctieedtaita very well up to
energies of,/s= 1.20 GeV. Although not shown here, this good agreement is diseroed for
KA85 and EMO06 (see Ref[ [114]).

S31

ofTTTrrrr T

1.08 11 112 114 116 118 12 8 11 112 114 116 118

V5 (GeV) V5 (GeV)

=

pRE 0000 o
orNERDORNVON

TT T 1T

4

7
-
/
G

Psq
OB WNREOPR

1 T 1
112 114 116 118

-
o FTT
®
[l
N
Pl

1.08 11 112 114 116 118 12

N 2
Vs (GeV) V5 (GeV)
60 .
50
2wl G
Qﬂ 20 - D“
10
0 -3.
1.08 1.1 1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.2 1.08 1.1 1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.2

V35 (GeV) Vs (GeV)

Figure1: Fits to WI08 I}] with (solid red line) and without (green dashine) the inclusion of thA(1232)
as an explicit degree of freedom. For

The values of the LECs extracted from these fits are shown lileTh The results of the
A-ChPT are given in columns 5-7, while the results of MEhPT fits are shown in columns 2-4.
In the latter case we have one extra LEC compared tat@hPT, theNA axial coupling ba).
This LEC, on the other hand, can be related to#232) Breit-Wigner width,l . So, taking as
input the value reported by the POG = 1182) MeV [[L7], one deduces a value bf = 2.90(2).
However, we decided to leave this LEC as a free parametereitkdhe reliability of the different
PWAs. Once we have determined completely the chiral angd@ita key point is to predict other
interesting phenomenology. Here we present the resultedig the convergence of the chiral
amplitude in the subthreshold region, Sgc. 3 and the eidraof o, Sec[p
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LEC KA85 WI08 EMO06 KA85 WI08 EMO06

A-ChPT A-ChPT A-ChPT A-ChPT A-ChPT A-ChPT

c1 | -0.80(6) | -1.004(30)| -1.000(8) | —1.26(14) | —1.50(7) | —1.47(2)

¢, | 1.12(13)| 1.010(40)| 0.575(25)| 4.08(19) 3.74(26) 3.63(2)

ca | -2.96(15) | -3.040(20) | -2.515(35)| —6.74(38) | —6.63(31) | —6.42(1)

c; | 2.00(7)| 2.029(10)| 1.776(20)| 3.74(16) 3.68(14) 3.56(1)
dy+dy | -0.15(21) | 0.15(20) -0.34(5) 3.3(7) 3.7(6) 3.64(8)
d3 | -0.21(26)| -0.23(27)| 0.276(43)| —2.7(6) —-26(6) | —2.21(8)

ds | 0.82(14) 0.47(7) | 0.2028(33)| 0.50(35) | —0.07(16) | —0.56(4)
dig—dis | -0.11(44) -0.5(5) 0.35(9) | —6.1(1.2) | —6.8(1.1) | —6.492)
dhg | -1.53(27) -0.2(8) | -0.53(12)| —3.0(1.6) | —0.50(1.8) | —1.07(22

ha | 3.02(4) 2.87(4) 2.99(2) - - -

X3ot 0.77 0.24 0.11 0.38 0.23 25.08

Table 1: This table gathers the values of the LECs extracted in tHerdifit fits, with and without the
A(1232. Thed(p?) and@(p?) LECs (thec; andd;) are shown in units oBeV-! andGeV-? respectively.

3. Subthreshold region

The subthreshold region is of special interest becauseaicanpoints that are related to impor-
tant low energy theorems. One of the most important and kradwhrese theorems inN scattering
is the Cheng-Dashen theorefn][18], that relates the valueeoBorn-subtracted isoscalar scatter-
ing amplitude,lS*, at the Cheng-Dashen point, to the scalar form factor of ti@eon,o(t), at
t = 2M2. This theorem is used by several PWAs to extract the valus.f since the difference
0(2M2) — o = A, can be derived in different ways, see for example REfS [Of95 A dif-
ficulty one had in the subthreshold region is that the ChPTyaesa of iN scattering could not
extract, from physical information, the value of the sub#iftold quantities that the PWAs are able
to obtain by means of dispersive methods. Therefore a gogdtavaxplore the convergence of
the chiral series in this region is to compare our resultsethéth the one obtained by their corre-
sponding PWAs. The subthreshold quantities that we stugliedhe subthreshold coefficierd:%
anddy;, defined by the power expansi@ (v = 0,t) = dj,+dd;t + ... and the so called-term,
s = f2D*(v = 0,t = 2M2). We chose these quantities because they are closely cedrtecthe
value ofon [[L4].

KA85 [[L4] | wios [[L4] | EMo6 [14] || KAS5 [[L4] | wios [L4] | EMO6 [L4] || KA8S | wios
A-ChPT | A-ChPT | A-ChPT A-ChPT | A-ChPT | A-ChPT il %]
dgo (MY) | —2.02(42) | —1.65(28) | —1.56(5) | —1.48(15) | —1.20(13) | —0.97(2) || —1.46 | —1.30
dgy (M) | 1.73(19) | 1.70(18) 1.64(4) 1.21(10) 1.20(9) 1.08(2) 114 | 119
7 (MeV) 84(10)* 1035)1 103(2)! 45(7)1 64(6)" 64(1)" 64(8) | 79(7)

Table 2: Values of the subthreshold quantities under consideraéigtnacted from direct extrapolation of
the chiral amplitude into the subthreshold region. Theycarapared with the values reported by the PWAs
(last two columns).

In Table[? we show the result of the extractionsl_gg dB*l andz. We show there that, in thi-
less case, the general trend is to overestimate, in modbkigalue of these subthreshold quantities
compared with those calculated by the corresponding PWAsweher, including theA as an
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explicit degree of freedom, we are able to extract valuek@stibthreshold coefficients and the
term that are in agreement with the PWAs. This suggest that(th232) is a key ingredient for the
convergence of the chiral series also in the subthreshgldnmeOnce this resonance is included as
an explicit degree of freedom we could, for the first time ia literature, connect the information
that lies in the physical region, encoded in the LECs throogihfits, with the amplitudes in the
subthreshold region. This information was, up to now, ordgessible by dispersive methods.
However, theA(1232 alone is not enough to achieve the best convergence, ansbisi@tessary
to work in a formalism where we preserve the good analytiogperties of a covariant calculation
to extract all the potential of baryon ChPT (see Hef. [14]nfmre details).

4. The pion-nucleon sigmaterm

The pion-nucleon sigma term is an important quantity thattaios information about the
internal scalar structure of the nucleon. Itis related &dhgin of the mass of ordinary matter and
is important for the investigation of QCD phase diagram. ddigon, nowadays it is widely used
for estimations of the dark matter-nucleon spin independkstic scattering cross section, which
are used for direct detection of dark matter.

The PWAs can extract the value ofy by extrapolating thé™* to the Cheng-Dashen point
(v = 0,t = 2M2).2 However, this is a delicate extrapolation into the subthotgs region with no
direct physical information to compare with. In this regatte advantage of ChPT over dispersive
methods is that chiral symmetry allow us to relatg to the LECc; (in an &(p®) calculation)
which, on the other hand, can be determined from experirmgritamation. That means that once
the value ofc, is reliably fixed employing experimental information, aie tconvergence of the
chiral expansion foo is proven, one may give a reliable extractionogj.

The explicit relation betweeo;y andc; can be obtained directly form(t = 0) or by applying
the Hellmann-Feynman theorem on the chiral expansion afititteeon mass. By both means one
obtains, in an’(p®) covariant calculation, the restifq]:

3gzM3 3R, — M2 M M
9V N arccos—"+MnIogm—’T (4.1)
N N

o 22 -

The point here is that our good convergence of the chirabsexbove and below threshold,
once theA(1232 is included, give us confidence about the reliability of tieds extracted with
A-ChPT from PWA phase shifts. On the other hand, the chirahesion foro exhibits a good
convergence up to the order that we calculate, as was alsraniyn in Ref. [2D]. Using the values
of ¢; extracted with/A-ChPT, one obtains the values fofy shown in Tablg]3.

O = —4ClM72-[

IThese values of are extracted from arf(p®) ChPT calculation, which is known that underestimates theeva
of this quantity in approximately 10 Me\ﬂ[ﬂlg]. As discudsa Ref.[14] what matters for determinir@y is 24 =
f2(dgo+2M2dg,).

2The variablev is defined in terms of the Mandelstam variatdesidu asv = ﬁ.

3In Eq. ),cl corresponds to the EOMS renormalized LEC.
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KA85 [[L4] | w108 4] | EMO6 [14] || KA85 | wWI08 | EM06
A-ChPT | A-ChPT | AChPT | (@ | @ | (E&
c1 (Gev'h) | —0.80(6) | —1.00(4) | —1.00(1) - - -
om (MeV) 43(5) 59(4) 59(2) 45(8) | 64(7) | 56(9)

Table 3: Values ofaoqy extracted from the fits to the different PWAs.

As one can see in Tabf¢ 3, theChPT extraction is in good agreement with the one of the
PWAs. This suggests that the discrepancy between KA85 ai® Vélgarding the value @y is
not due the methodology used by these PWAs. Moreover, we\abeat our extractions employ-
ing the modern PWAs WI08 and EMO06 agree remarkably well, ilefoth follow a very different
systematics. However, what WI08 and EMO06 have clearly inmomis that both employ modern
and high quality data. This suggests that the modern datd fwoa relatively large value afqy.

In order to discriminate which extractions are more rebalvk decided to calculate different
guantities that can be compared with independent detetimmsa Two of those quantities alg
and the Goldberger-Treiman deviatidist. Forha we showed that only using the WI08 solution
to fix the LECs, we extract a value for this coupling that isatedl to a o compatible with the
value reported by the PDG. In the casefgfr, our extractions are compatible with independent
determinations fronN N scattering and pionc-atoms only if we employ the modern PWIA&108
and EMO06. Nevertheless, the most important quantity to @mwith is maybe the scalar-isoscalar
scattering Iengtr‘aa), since this quantity is closely related to the valueg§. In order to illustrate
this, we show in Fig[]2 the dependenceZgf(Zy — o ~ 3 MeV) as a function o, anda;,.
This relation was already shown in Ref.]21], from where @asiseutwyler and Sainio deduced
a value foromy of 45 MeV. In fact, the value oag+ was key in their extraction (see Fig. 1 of
that reference). There is clearly shown that the value,gf that they report (point A) relies on a
negative value oé&, accepted by the time in which this paper was published. Kevwaccording
to modern determinations for this scattering length exédidrom pionic-atom[[33], the value of
a§+ is now well consistent with zero. This affects directly te tvalue ofo;, which is pushed to
larger values. This means that usiexpctly the same argumethtat Gasser, Leutwyler and Sainio
employed to determine a value afy ~ 45 MeV would lead to a larger value of the sigma term in
light of this updated determination.

We also used the value af, extracted fromr-atoms data to check the reliability of the PWAs
employed in our extractions. As we show in Tafjle 4, we obseagain, that only using modern
PWAs our extractions are more compatible with independetgrchinations.

From these checks with independent and updated phenonggneale conclude that the most
reliable PWAs to use as input to extragiy are the modern PWAs of the George Washington Uni-
versity and Matsinos’ groups. From these modern PWAs weeixer value ooy = 59(7) MeV,
where the 7 MeV of error takes into account the uncertaintip@LECc; and the first higher order
correction tooy not taken into account in ou?(p3) calculation.

This value, unlike to the old value of 45 MeV, is consistentivithe updated phenomenology
related to the sigma term (see R¢f][[[4,[20, 24]). This ctersiy with updated phenomenology is
important to claim reliably for a certain value ofy and, unfortunately, is not satisfied by other
experimental based determinatiofis|[25]. The more recéailesion of Ref. [2f], lacks also from
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consistency with independent determinatfoaad extract results at odds with the PWA that they
employ.
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Figure 2: Dependence aly (diagonal lines) with Withag+ andaL. The point A correspond to the values
of a&r andair+ deduced from the data of Bertat. al. [@] with one standard deviation (ellipse). The point
C and the square correspond to the central values and ecurcar@fanda{r , reported by KA85.

KA85 A-ChPT (T3] [ WI08 A-ChPT [T#] | EM06A-ChPT [I#] | rratoms [2B]
ag. (103Mh) —11(10) —1.2(3.3) 2.3(2.0) —1.0(9)

Table 4: Values ofa{;+ extracted from the different PWAs (columns 2-4) compareith hie independent
determination of Ref[[33]. The value shown in column 4 isaimd from Ref. [28] taking onlyr"p and
7T p scattering data.

5. Summary and Conclusions

In this contribution we highlighted some of the results oted in Ref. [I4]. There, we cal-
culated theriN scattering amplitude up t&/(p®) in the EOMS covariant scheme including the
A(1232)-resonance as a dynamical degree of freedom. We show howthigthinclusion one
achieves the best convergence in the physical and the sshtild regions. Thanks to this im-
provement we were able to connect, for first time in the litewg the information extracted in the
physical region with the one that lies in the subthreshotfiore This good convergence of the
the chiral amplitude in both regions allowed us to extratibidy the value of the pion-nucleon
sigma term form experimental information (PWAs), since thkie of oy converges well in our
covariantd'(p®) calculation including thé\(1232 [[[4,[20,[2F]. Employing the modern PWAs we
extracted a value afn = 59(7) MeV, and compared this value with related phenomenology. We
show how this relatively large value ofy is consistent with the updated phenomenology, while
the old value of 45 MeV is only constent with a negative valﬂagg, which is at odds with mod-
ern r-atoms results. This consistency with updated phenomgpalives a strong support to the

5Namely, thehp extracted in this analysis is not compatible with the redatiuced from the PDG. The threshold
parameters, on the other hand, are not even considered wahk.
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relatively large values ofiyy, that has been recently shown to be also consistent with layiig
strange quark contribution to the nucle¢n][24]. These wgatideterminations of the sigma terms
(Ref. [20,[24]) from effective field theory can be very usdfuthe dark matter community.
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