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Abstract. Ambiguities of the signs ofV — X' K coupling constants are studied in a multichannel partialenanal-

ysis of a large body of pion and photo-induced reactions. $hiown that the signs are not free from some ambiguities,
and further experimental data are needed. Data on thesaaeti p — X+ KT andyp — K+ X° define rather well

the isospin3/2 contributions to these channels. However the lack of infdiom on polarization observables for the
reactionst p — X°K°, 7 p — X7 KT andyp — K°X* does not allow us to fix uniquely the signs¥f — YK
coupling constants. As a consequence, also the contritsutibnucleon resonances to these channels remain uncertain

1 Introduction reactions[[22,28,24]. At present, this is the only groupalihi
systematically searched for new resonances in all paréiaés.

The precision and diversity of data on photo-induced reasti Mass, width, and partial decay widths of many resonances - in

off protons and neutrons studied experimentally has irse@a cluding several new baryon resonances - were determingd; th

rapidly in the past, and significantly more data are expeictederrors were evaluated by a systematic variation of the muatel

the near future. The data comprise high-precision diffeaén rameters. The final results can be found in the latest RBP [25]

cross sections of various reactions and data in which ttialini The new resonances disfavor[26] conventional diquark risode

photons and/or the target nucleons are polarized, and dataniwhich one pair of quarks is frozen into a quasi-stable digu

which the polarization of final-state baryons is recordeg: R[27]. The observed pattern of resonances seems to occupy ful

cent reviews of ideas and results in baryon spectroscopy @timited number of SU(6) multiplets [28] while other multi-

be found in[A,2]. Since then, important steps have been mailets remain void. Interestingly, the new resonances dareal

by several groups analyzing pion and photo-induced reastigrouped naturally into spin-parity doublets. At presemere is

in coupled-channel frameworks. Here, we remind the realderam ongoing discussion if the occurrence of parity doublets i

the recent developments. meson and baryon spectroscopy evidences a phase transition
The Giessen group has pioneered coupled-channel analysa® broken to restored chiral symmetry [29,[30, 31].

of large data set§ [3|/4/5[6/ 78,910, 11]. Their most regan The Kent group([32] has updated an older analysis [33]

per [12] focusses on pion and photo-induced reactions&f of 7V elastic scattering amplitudes and (low-statistics) bebbl

final states with the aim to extract the couplings of known reshamber data onN — Nzw. The group confirmed the exis-

onances to thé& X state. tence of most resonances reported’in [23]. Some of them had
The Bonn-Jilich group analyzed isosgie= 3/2 7N elas- already be seen in their 1983 analysis [33] even though the Pa

tic scattering amplitudes from the GWU/SAID analysis][13fcle Data Group did not open new entries for these resorsance

jointly with data on thertp — K+XT reaction [14]. The atthattime.

analysis was extended to isospin-1/2 contributions byificly Several groups studied particular aspects. The Gent group

all 7NV elastic scattering amplitudes from[13] and the reactionigveloped a Regge-plus-resonance (RPR) mbdel [34] in which

7N — Nn, AK, andX K [15]. A consistent treatment of thethe background is deduced from the high-energy Reggectraje

threerp — YK channelst™p — Y*K*, 7~ p — X~ K™, tory exchange in the t-channel to which a few resonances are

andr—p — XYK°) was reached i [15] but required - com-added. The coupled-channel model of the Groningen gfoup [35

pared to[[14] - significant changes in the relative imporéaoic [36] was later extended at Giessenl[37]. The fit uses estallish

the contributions to the total cross section from diffeneat- resonances and derives decay coupling constants whichmre ¢

tial waves. Photoproduction of single pions was included inpared to SU(3) relations.

study presented in [16]. It is shown that a good description o In the present paper we present the results of a system-

the data can be achieved. atic investigation of reactions with' Y final states within the
The Osaka-Tokyo-Argonne group studies baryon resonamBmsn-Gatchina partial wave analysis. All results were wistd

in a dynamical coupled-channels model by fitting a large bodly a combined analysis of data anV, nN, KA, KX, =N

of pion and photo-induced reactions [17/18[19,20, 21]. andmnN final states[[212, 283, 24] including recent measurements
The Bonn-Gatchina group has published recently a cofrlem the CBELSA/TAPSI[[38] and MAMI-C[]39] collabora-

prehensive analysis of a large body of pion and photo-indlud#ons. In total, 31.180 data points from two-body reactiars
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used which are described withd of 48.710, ory?/Nr = 1.6.  Table 1. Fit quality for fits with and without inclusion of data on the

The fit is further constrained by a fraction of the events (reactiont p — KtX.
500.000) from three-body final states which are includecin a

event-based likelihood fit. Obs. BnGa BnGa Nu... Ref.
2011-02M  2013-02
) . 7 p— K°X°

2 Production of K X final states do /02 1.02 0.69 220 [[4g] (RAL)
In Figs.[1 we demonstrate the quality of the fits to the reac!D 1.53 121 85 [H43] (RAL)
tion 7—p — K°XO obtained with the solution BnGa2011- do/df? 2.22 1.91 9 @47 (RAL)
02M. The data onr—p — K+ X~ can be included in the ™ p— K"2"
fit rather easily: only a very small adjustment of the param-do/ds? 1.46 135 743 [[44.45.46.47)48] (var)
eters is needed to describe them with a good quality (soluP 1.42 1.48 351 [[44.45.46.47148] (var.)
tion BnGa2011-02M). As mentioned in the introduction, thes 2.09 1.89 7 [[4D] (RAL)
high prec_ision photop_roduction data from MAMI—Q!39] are =, S Kty
mclud_ed_ in this analy5|§. Tad]3> 1 do_cuments the qualityttier do/d0 245 242 130 [[BOELEZ53] (var.)
description of the reactions with' X final states. ——

Although the fit describes the p — KO0 differential P K%
cross section in the energy region above 1825 MeV with a ver?"/ ds? 1.30 1.49 1590  [134] (CLAS)
goody? = 1.02, it misses the structure at backward angles’o/d? 1.45 140 1145 [[39] (MAMI)
for the invariant masses between 1911 and 2061 MeV. Increasg> 243 2.17 344 [[54] (CLAS)
ing weight of the data set in the overall fit did not resolvesthi X 2.45 1.99 42  [I5b] (GRAAL)
problem. Cy 2.13 2.56 94  [[56] (CLAS)

The KX amplitudes can have isospirf2 and3/2. The 213 2.06 94  [[56] (CLAS)
isospin3/2 amplitudes are well fixed by thetp — KTX+ p— KO+
data. An estﬁnate of |Oso%p8y2 cc_)ntrlbutlon to_the total cross do /ds2 395 4.00 48 57 (CLAS)
section forr—p — K°X° andnr—p — KX~ suggest that
both isospin amplitudes contribute almost equally to threse da/d(2 1.28 1.45 160 [[8] (SAPHIR)
action.A resonances are found to dominate the reactjors ~ 49/d%? 0.87 0.94 72 [159] (CBT)
K59 even though both isospin states could contribute to thé’ 0.96 0.82 72 [[59] (CBT)
reaction. Based on the observed cross section we find that tlle /df2 0.61 0.72 72 [[38] (CBT)
~vp — KX~ cross section should be dominated by nucleonP 1.66 1.35 24 [138] (CBT)
partial waves. z 2.04 1.68 15  [[38] (CBT)
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Fig. 1. Differential cross section of the reaction p — K°X°.
Curves are from the solution BnGa2011-02M. Data: circlesnfr
Ref. [41]; up triangles from Refi.[42]; diamonds from R3[4



A.V. Anisovich et al.: Sign ambiguity in thek' >’ channel

do/dQ, mb/sr

0.05

1696 L 1726 a 1741 L} 1756
I W I 09
I L8 w w
e A S ¢
0.08
‘f 1796 1821 % 1826

1911 1936

?

/N;:%J
’ &
57

2206

L

-05 0 05
cos 6.,

Fig. 2. Differential cross section of the reactian p — K°X°. Data:
circles from Ref.[[41]; up triangles from Ref.[42]; diameanffom
Ref. [43]. Curves represent solution BnGa2013-02.
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Fig. 3. Differential cross section for™p — KT X7T. The data are Fig. 4. Recoil asymmetry fromr™p — K+TXT. The data are
from [44[45/ 4. 4]7,48]. Full curves: the solution BnGa2@P3and from [44[45 48,47, 48.60]. Full curves: the solution BnG&2-02
dashed curves: BnGa2011-02M. and dashed curves: BnGa2011-02M.

=} o
It can hence be expected that thep — K°3° reactionis € 2020 : 2106

sensitive to the interference between isospig and1/2 am- o=
plitudes. To check this interference we have changed the sig
of the couplings of all nucleon resonances to & channel.

Let us note that the description of reactions in which nutleo
or A resonances are dominant undergo little changes only. In -1 F
those reactions, the interference is small and &ghe ampli- 2k
tudes contribute mostly quadratically. '

o _ _ 05 0 05
A fit with all (N — K X') K-matrix coupling constants re- cos 6.,

versed cured the problems in the description of the angigar d_. ) ) S A
tributions in Fig[l. The solution also describes accegtaigll F19- - Spin-rotation parametef from the reactionr™p — K™ ™.
all other reactions withk ¥ final states but introduces small’ "€ data are froni[29]. Full curves: the solution BnGa20230d
changes of the properties like masses and widths of bargen f&Sned curves: BnGa2011-02M. Note thas 2r cyclic.

onances. As a result, the overall description of the datarbec

worse. The improvement in the description of the data with”

These findings initiated a full systematic study &f — final states is not very impressive but noticeable as candie se
K X7 decay amplitudes changing the signs of all K-matrix coin Table[l and in a few figures. These showfdp — KX+
pling (resonances and background terms) in all possiblégonthe differential cross section (FIg. 3), the recoil asymméEig.[4),
nations. The relative signs of coupling constants withiivarg and the spin rotation parameter (Fig). 5). Forp — KX~
partial wave turned out to be well defined; mostly, the signge show the differential cross section (Fig. 6) andfop —
of the full partial wave amplitudes needed to be changed. TR& X0 the recoil asymmetry (Fidl 7). In the figures, solution
optimum was found when the sign was changed forShg BnGa2011-02M is shown with dashed lines and BnGa2013-02
D13 and Fi 5 partial waves. This fit produced an overall likeli-with full lines.
hood value which was about 740 better than the one in solution The solution BnGa2013-02 describes the backward struc-
BnGa2011-02M. We will denote this solution as BnGa2018dre in ther~p — K9X° reaction much better (see F[g. 3)
02. It describes the high energy p — KYX° data with the and even provides a better description of the recoil asymymet
x? = 0.69. The description of the differential cross sectiofowever, the data are not really enforcing the changes which
with this solution is shown in Figl2. were introduced. The differential cross section for thiacre
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see Fig[B. All isospir3/2 partial waves are very close in both
solutions while nucleon partial waves differ in sign.

Fig. 7. Recoil asymmetry in the reaction p — K°X°. Full curves:

the solution BnGa2013-02 and dashed curves: BnGa2011-02kl. 3 Total fi q tial
data are from([43]. otal cross sections anad partial wave

contributions

tion is described equally well by both solutions. Measuretsie The partial wave contributions to the total cross sectiaritie
of the rotation parameter for p — KX~ and/orr~p — threer N — K X reactions derived in fits BnGa2011-02M and
K°X° could be crucial to discriminate these solutions. BnGa2013-02, respectively, are shown in . 9. The contri-
The new fit BnGa2013-02 describes the — K+ XY dif- butions of isospir8/2 partial waves hardly changed. Both so-
ferential cross section measured by the CLAS collaboratitrtions are well within the boundaries of the systematioerr
[54] slightly worse. However it describes better most poladefined for solution BG2011-02. However, the contributiofs
ization observables (apart frofi,) and the differential cross nucleon resonances have undergone significant changég. In t
section measured at MAMI-C_[39]. However, in general theolution BnGa2011-02M the dominant contributiomtop —
fits of these data by BnGa2011-02M or BnGa2013-02 are AP X° andn~p — KX~ comes from theP,3 partial wave
similar quality. Similar changes are observed in the dpscriwhile in the solution BnGa2013-02, this wave is very weak.
tion of the reactiomp — K°X*: the solution BnGa2013- The S;; contribution has become stronger by a factor 2 in
02 describes differential cross section slightly worse ot BnGa2013-02 and in the=p — K+ X~ it is the dominant
larization observables better. With the presently avégldiata, partial wave. Moreover, in BnGa2011-02M, destructive rinte
there is no unambiguous decision in favor of BnGa2011-02frence is observed in the region/8{ 1895).511. This destruc-
or BnGa2013-02. The differences between the two solutiotige interference is compensated by a large intensity frioen t
can be visualized by comparing the partial wave amplituded,; partial wave which reaches a maximum at 1800 MeV. In



6 A.V. Anisovich et al.: Sign ambiguity in the’ > channel
06k O Mb TP K'E" 0.6F oMb TP K'Z'
e ot -z 1F 1720 F 1740 F __1760 _/,%-/_,Lgo\oJ\
- = - 3232+ - - - 3232+ r
0.5F ¢ ——-3272+| 05 ¢ ——- 3272+ L /\/_\
o ~ [~ [~ AN AN
L ~ . N AN AN N\
0.4f 0.4 r N \ / \ / \ ’ \ /
A L ~ 7 L ~ -~ L -~ L N
03 03 1 %WWW 1900
[~ o~ ~ [~
0.2f 0.2 of > SN N SN w
- [ D N o« ~7 NIFAEERN ~ v - -
0.1f e - - 0.1 B 1k . L N e .
PR AR 1F 1920 | 1940 | 1960 | 1980 | 2000
0 17‘00 150/0 19b0 ZdOO 21‘()1)722‘()0 0 17bO 150/0 lQbO 2060\ 51?00 22‘00 [ (N o - 7\ A
I L L L v /N / 4 \
M(TT'p), MeV M(1T'p), MeV or ~ /\VYr 7 r 0 N |
- \ - J ~ ! ~ \ /
G, mb  Tp- KE° o, mb  Tp- K2 1 L L L /_ N
03f .| 03 o ape 1F 2020 | 2040 | 2060 | 2080 2100
} - 3232+ } -~ a3+ /O e “\ . -
0.25F - - 3272+| 025 - 32 72+ oF 4 v 7 A ’r A
% — 1212~ } % — 12 172~ F SN ‘\' f Y Yo
— 1/2 312+ — 1/2 32+ [ N / 7 v
02p —— 12s2- 02 —— 1252 ak ro A £ LN
o5k 015 1F 2120 | 2140 | 2160 | 2180 2200
I - i)
[ / / / / /
0.1f 0.1 orN. r , \v,7 AN A Ay
[ \ \
0.05F 0.05 R N T T
T ik T "t 05005 05005 -05005 -05005 -05005
0 1700 lBEO 1900 2000 2100 2200 0 1700 1800 1900 2000 2100 2;00 Ccos e
M(TT p), MeV M(1Tp), MeV cm
G Mb TP~ K'S O Mb TP K3 Fig. 10. Prediction of the recoil asymmetry in"p — KTX~
03f Capip.| 03 1| forsolution BnGa2013-02 (full curves) and BnGa2011-02Msfued
~ - 3232+ ~ - - 3232+ curves).
0.25F % % —— 12 1/2-| 0.25 * — 12 12-
— 1/2 32+ — 1/2 3/2+
02k —— w252-| o —— 12 5/2- g 100 s 1750 W%%
0.5\ ~ R // ;) / A\ f ,\\ /
0.15} 015} of <7\ BN SR S /
05l NN RN SN oL
0.1f 0.1f al L - L S L N/ L T
1F 1700 r 1750 r 1800 r 1850 r 1900
0.05F 0.05F o5l ~ T~ " r ~ L
= (] — e Fa— —— _ or \\,\\\ P // ~ // 0~ o
0 1700 1800 1900 2000 2100 2200 0 1700 1800 1900 2000 2100 2200 705w§¥—\/i S g [N>AL - [
M(1Tp), MeV M(TTp), MeV :1 [ A g b t
. . L . 14 1700 F 1750 F 1800 F 1850 F 1900
Fig. 9. Partial wave contributions to the total cross sectiontp — sk /\A [
K*3%, 77p — K°2° andr~p — KX ~. Data points represent  oF—— |}~ o //\Q/\ N
. . -7 7 RN S o N
the summation over the full angular range. Left-side pasketswv the 051~ - - k S N A RN
i - iaht-si _ 1t F L [ - [
solution BnGa2011-02M and right-side panels BnGa2013-02. B S B T
0.(5)* r ;\ T\\\///,\’”\g,fg—
. . . o ro_ e S VN
BnGa2013-02, the5;; wave is rather smooth in the region osf~-- .~ S B F [
1900 MeV, although a small contribution frofi(1895).511 1f s = = g

interfering constructively within thé;; wave improves the fit. cos B,

Fig. 11. Prediction for the polarization observables of the —
K°X9 reaction. The solution BnGa2013-02 is shown with full cisrve

KX and BnGa2011-02M with dashed curves.

4 Resolving the ambiguity in
amplitudes

As mentioned above the present ambiguity is a consequetios for target asymmetry and double polarization obsdeasb

of the lack of data on polarization observables from pion arde shown in Fig1. These data can be obtained by the CBEILS?ST

photo-induced reactions. In FIg.]10 we show predictiongifer and CLAS collaborations and will not only help to resolvesthi

recoil asymmetry forr—p — KX ~. In the 1750-1900MeV ambiguity but also to define resonances in the 2 GeV region

region, the two solutions both predict large asymmetrigts bnore firmly.

different in sign. An additional measurement of the spin ro-

tation parameter would provide a full data base which would

define the contributions from all leading partial waves unard Comparison with other work

biguously. Data on the recoil asymmetry forp — K+~

could be measured at GSI by the HADES collaboration.  Coupled channel analyses of pion and photo-induced produc-
The data on thep — K%X* is another important sourcetion of the KX final states have been carried out by several

of information which can resolve this ambiguity. The prediggroups. Here we discuss only recent results.



A.V. Anisovich et al.: Sign ambiguity in thek' >’ channel 7

-E_ S31 P3l P3

_ —IDIJ:rXb—{:.IIL T
!ill Ui,

0.01f| 0.01f

0001/ /) 0,001} | 0.001

0.0001+

0.0001F 0.0001¢ |
/

0.00001 0.00001

. . . . .
1700 1800 1900 2000 2100 700 1800 1800 2000 2100 2200 2300
z

Weny MeV [MeV]

)
0.01F/ 0.01f

0.001F 0.001F

0.0001F 0.0001F

0.00001 0.00001

. . . . .
1700 1800 1900 2000 2100 103706 1800 1900 2000 2100 2200 2300
o

L L L L
1700 1800 1900 2000 2100
W, m MeV z [MeV]

o MeV

Fig. 12. Partial cross section contributions for the reactionp — K°X™. Left-side panels: Solution BnGa2011-02M, center: sohuti
BnGa2013-02, right-side panels: Bonn-Jilich solutids][In the Bonn-Gatchina solutions only the most significzontributions are shown.

The Osaka-Tokyo-Argonne group[21] and the GieRen gr@satchina analysis does not find a significant contributiomfr
[12] do not report partial wave contributions to the cross sethe D35 wave, and also possible contributions from g and
tions, hence we restrict the discussion to the results fronmB  G'39 waves are fitted to zero. Instead, more intensity is assigned
Julich [124[15] and Bonn-Gatchina[22]23] 24]. to the leadingPs;3 wave.

The first Bonn-Jillich fit (Bonn-Julich 2010) [14] to the The contributions i/ = 1/2 sector are less well defined.
7Tp — KTX* data and the Bonn-Gatchina fit BnGa2011Since bothV andA resonances contribute with similar strengths
02 [22] for the isospin3/2 sector gave significantly differ- to the reactionr—p — K°X°, and uncertainties on the sign
ent answers concerning the magnitude of the most significaifit’’ 2.’ coupling constants ol resonances play a large role.
partial wave contributions. In the Bonn-Jilich analy&id]] Thus, eventhe leading partial waves are differentin BnGa20
the largest contribution to the cross section is assignetie¢o 02M and BnGa2013-02. However, there is fair or even good
(I,JF) = (3/2,1/27) wave, followed by a much smalleragreement between the leading partial waves of BnGa2013-2
(3/2,3/27%) contribution. The(3/2,7/2%) contribution starts and Bonn-Julich 2012: th;; wave is leading at low energies
atthreshold, exceeds thi/2, 3/2) contribution above 2 GeV andD;; and P13 become important at the highest enerBy,
but stays always well below tH8/2,1/2~) wave. Inthe Bonn- is important in both analyses even though more pronounced in
Gatchina fit BnGa2011-02M (as well as in BnGa2013-02), ti#nGa2013-02. Smaller contributions are present in botlyana
(3/2,3/2%) contribution is by far dominant at 1900 MeV andses even though their strengths may differ: BnGa assigne mor
falls off at higher energies. The/2,1/2~) wave provides intensity to thef';5 wave, Bonn-Julich td7. There are signif-

a significant but much smaller contribution. Tf&/2,7/2%) icantD;3 contributions already at low energy in BnGa2013-02,
contribution rises slowly with energy, adopts the samelfiteig a partial wave which gives a contribution that rises slowithw
(3/2,1/27) contribution at 1.9 GeV, and becomes the largestergy in the Bonn-Julich analysis.

contribution at the highest energy. In general, the Bonn-Jiilich solution varies more smoothly

In the most recent analysis of the Bonn-Julich grdup [15]@8 a function of energy, the Bonn-Gatchina solution has more
new solution was found. This solution uses a much larger d&tgucture. The reason for this difference is due to the farge
base and includes pion-induced reactions with diffededf number of resonances used in the Bonn-Gatchina analystiwhi
final states. For sake of convenience, we show in[Efy. 12 tfi¢ not only pion-induced reactions but also photo-indused
results of three analyses, BnGa2011-02M and BnGa2013-8gtions. They are of considerably higher statistical poavet
and of Bonn-Jillich 2012. In the isospif2 sector, the three require introduction of more resonances.
analyses identify the same partial wavés;, Ss1, and Fsr, In the comparison, one has to have in mind that the “area
as dominant contributions, even though in both Bonn-Gatchiof uncertainty” or error bands are derived differently ire th
analyses thé;; falls off with energy while it very slowly rises two approaches. The Bonn-Julich group has used two differ-
in the Bonn-Julich analysis. Only in the smaller contribns ent model assumptions yielding two sets of contributiortbéo
significant differences can be found: in particular the Bonross section (solid and dashed curves). The Bonn-Gatchina
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group has used in total eleven different parameterizatidns 5. G. Penner and U. Mosel, Phys. Rew6& 055211 (2002).
partial waves and/or different weight factors (for BnGa201 6. G. Penner and U. Mosel, Phys. Re\6€; 055212 (2002).
02M and BnGa2013) which all gave acceptable fits to the datd. V. Shklyar, G. Penner and U. Mosel, Eur. Phys. J21 445

Errors are defined from the variance of the respective dmntri

tions.

6
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