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Precise measurement of differential cross sections of the ¥ p — An reaction in
momentum range 470-650 MeV /c
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The differential cross sections of the ¥~ p — An reaction were measured accurately for the 3~
momentum (px) ranging from 470 to 650 MeV /c at the J-PARC Hadron Experimental Facility. Pre-
cise angular information about the ¥~ p — An reaction was obtained for the first time by detecting
approximately 100 reaction events at each angular step of Acos@ = 0.1. The obtained differential
cross sections show slightly forward-peaking structure in the measured momentum regions. The
cross sections integrated for —0.7 < cos @ < 1.0 were obtained as 22.5 & 0.68(stat.) & 0.65(syst.) mb
and 15.8 £ 0.83(stat.) £ 0.52(syst.) mb for 470 < ps(MeV/c) < 550 and 550 < ps(MeV/c) < 650,

respectively.

These results show a drastic improvement compared to past measurements of the

hyperon-proton scattering experiments. They will play essential roles in updating the theoretical

models of the baryon-baryon interactions.

The interactions between octet baryons, that is,
baryon-baryon (BB) interactions including hyperon-
nucleon (Y N) interactions are fundamental information
for describing nuclear systems including hyperons such as
hypernuclei and neutron stars. Historically, experimental
data attributed to a pure two-body Y N system is quite
limited due to various difficulties involved in conducting
hyperon-proton scattering experiments [1-9]. However,
there has been recent progress in obtaining the two-body
Y N interaction from a two-body system.

We (J-PARC EA40 collaboration) reported accurate
measurements of the differential cross sections of the ¥~ p
elastic scattering in the momentum range from 470 to
850 MeV/c |10]. This measurement first provided accu-
rate differential information, which is essential for deter-
mining the P and higher-wave interactions. The CLAS

collaboration also reported the updated total cross sec-
tions of the Ap elastic scattering for the A momentum
between 0.9 and 2.0 GeV/c |11]. ALICE [12-18], and
STAR |19, 20] collaborations measured particle correla-
tions not only for the hyperon-nucleon pairs but also for
the hyperon-hyperon pairs. These measurements, which
are sensitive to small values of relative momentum, con-
stitute new experimental methods for determining the
S-wave interaction [21H23].

The Nijmegen group [24-26] and the Jiilich group [27]
developed theories behind BB interactions using a boson-
exchange model and considering a broken flavor SU (3)
symmetry. The quark cluster model (QCM) was pro-
posed to explain the origin of the short-range repulsive
core in the nucleon-nucleon (IVN) interactions by consid-
ering the effects of the Pauli principle for the quarks and
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the color magnetic interaction between them|28]. The
Kyoto-Niigata group constructed a realistic description
by incorporating an effective meson exchange potential
into QCM to represent the middle- and long-range inter-
actions [29].

BB interactions have also been intensively studied us-
ing modern theoretical frameworks, such as the lattice
QCD simulations [30-32] and the chiral effective field
theory (YEFT). Lattice QCD potentials were used to an-
alyze the particle correlations [33,134]. xEFT is widely
used for deriving the NN force because it has an un-
derlying chiral symmetry in QCD and a power counting
feature to improve the calculation systematically by mov-
ing to a higher order [35]. YEFT has been extended to
the hyperon sector too [36-38].

Realistic Y IV interaction models, which should be con-
structed by gathering the theoretical and experimental
efforts, will create a new trend in hypernuclear physics.
For example, the no-core shell model calculations based
on the YEFT extended to the YN sector were recently
performed to describe the p-shell hypernuclei [39-42]. A
realistic Y N interaction is also essential for constructing
the equation of state of neutron stars with microscopic
approaches using bare two-body Y N interactions [43].

In this letter, we present new results on the differential
cross sections of the ¥~ p — An reaction in the ¥~ mo-
mentum range 470-650 MeV /c measured in the J-PARC
E40 experiment|10, 44]. The Xp scatterings (the X7 p
and X Fp elastic scatterings and the X~p — An reaction)
were systematically measured in the experiment.

The X~ p channel is closely related with the AN system
because of the AN-XN coupling [45]. The strength of the
AN-YN coupling has been intensively discussed in rela-
tion to the so-called hyperon puzzle in neutron stars [46].
In the nuclear (neutron) matter, the AN-XN coupling,
which is a dominant source of the attraction in some AN
interactions [46], can be suppressed as a result of Pauli
blocking for the intermediate nucleon state. For interac-
tions with a sizable AN-XN coupling potential such as
the one in YEFT NLO13 interaction, the AN interaction
becomes more repulsive at higher baryon densities com-
pared to that in yEFT NLO19 interaction with a mod-
erate coupling potential [37]. Such a scenario in which
the AN interaction becomes repulsive, together with an
additional repulsive ANN three-body force [47, 48], is
hypothesized to prevent the A particles from appearing
in the neutron stars and to explain neutron stars with
two-solar masses [49]. To constrain the strength of the
two-body AN-XN coupling, reactions involving the con-
version such as X~ p — An are potentially important.

The 3p scattering experiment (J-PARC E40) was per-
formed at the K1.8 beam line in the J-PARC Hadron
Experimental Facility. A 1.33-GeV/c 7~ beam of 2.0 x
107 /spill was produced from a 30-GeV proton beam with
a cycle of 5.2 seconds and a beam duration of 2 seconds.
The experimental concept and the experimental setup are

shown in Fig. 1 in [10]. ¥~ particles were produced by
the m~p — KX~ reaction in a liquid hydrogen (LHs)
target, and the produced ¥~ running in the LHy target
interacted with protons. The momentum of each ¥~ was
measured as the missing momentum calculated from the
momenta of the 7~ beam and the outgoing K analyzed
by the K1.8 beam line spectrometer [50] and the for-
ward magnetic spectrometer (KURAMA), respectively.
In total, 1.62 x107 X~ particles were used to search
for the ¥ ~-induced secondary reactions. Secondary re-
actions such as the ¥~ p — An reaction were identified
kinematically from the data of the charged particles in
the final state using the CATCH system surrounding the
LHy target, which comprises a cylindrical scintillation
fiber tracker (CFT), a bismuth germanate calorimeter
(BGO), and a scintillator hodoscope (PiID) coaxially ar-
ranged outwards from the center [51,/52]. The tracks of
the charged particles were reconstructed using CFT, and
their kinetic energies were measured using BGO. A de-
tailed analysis of the ¥~ identification and the secondary
reaction with CATCH is found in [10]. In this letter, we
focus on the analysis to derive the differential cross sec-
tions of the ¥~ p — An reaction.

For the analysis of the ¥~ p — An reaction in the LHs
target, both a proton and a 7~ were required to be de-
tected by CATCH in coincidence with the %~ produc-
tion. Particle identification between 7~ and proton was
performed by the dE-F method between the partial en-
ergy deposit (dE) in CFT and the total energy deposit
(E) in BGO. One can refer to Fig. 8 in [10]. The kinetic
energy and direction of the proton were measured using
CATCH. However, the thickness of BGO was not suffi-
cient for 7~ to be stopped, and only the direction of the
7~ was obtained by the tracking using CFT. Therefore,
a certain kinematic assumption is necessary to estimate
the magnitude of the 7~ momentum. In the analysis of
the ¥~p — An reaction, the 7~ momentum was deter-
mined such that the invariant mass of the 7~ and proton
became the A mass using the momentum of the proton
and the opening angle between the two tracks. A ver-
tex point defined as the closest point between the two
tracks was required to be within 40 mm from the tar-
get center in the xy plane, which is perpendicular to the
beam axis. We assume that this vertex point is the decay
point (VtZgecay) Of the scattered A. The closest distance
at vtZgecay Was also required to be less than 5 mm.

The A momentum (p{* 7" /) reconstructed with the

assumption of the A — pm~ decay is checked to deter-

mine whether pE\A_’p ™) is consistent with the momentum

(p%ip_’/\")) calculated based on the ¥~ p — An kinemat-

ics from the initial ¥~ momentum and the ~"p — An

scattering angle. We define App(X~p — An) as the

difference between pgA_)p ™) and p&zip A, that s,

(X7 p—An)

App(S~p — An) = pXDﬂi) — DA Data points
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FIG. 1. Kinematical consistency between the measured

energy (momentum) and the calculated one from the mea-
sured scattering angle assuming the four different scattering
processes, (a) AEp(np), (b) App(7~p), (¢) AE, (X" p), and
(d) Apa(X~p — An) distributions, for the angular region of
0.3 < cosf < 0.4 for the ¥~ momentum between 470 and 550
MeV /c. Data points with error bars and green-hatched his-
tograms show the experimental data for the KT region and
the side-band region of K+ in the mass-squared spectrum,
respectively. Simulated spectra for the assumed reactions are
also shown, and the histogram of the red line shows the sum
of these spectra.

in Fig. [l (d) show the Aps (X~ p — An) distribution for
the scattering angle of 0.3 < cosf < 0.4 in the c.m. sys-
tem for the ¥~ momentum between 470 and 550 MeV/c.
Here, the scattering angle 6 is defined as the angle be-
tween the ¥~ beam and the scattered A. The peak
structure around Apx(X~p — An) = 0 represents the
¥~ p — An events.

The broad structure in the Apa (X~ p — An) distri-
bution on the left side of the peak is attributed to other
secondary reactions. As the source of the other secondary
reactions, the ¥~ p elastic scattering and the X~ p — X%n
reactions are considered. The scatterings between a tar-
get proton and decay products of the ¥~ — nn~ de-
cay, that is, np and 7~ p scatterings, are also taken into
account. To identify the source of the background reac-
tion, the measured proton energy was compared with the
calculated energies based on the background kinematics.
For example, in the np scattering case, the energy of the
recoil proton was calculated from the initial neutron mo-
mentum and the scattering angle between the initial neu-
tron and recoil proton. In this calculation, the momen-
tum of the initial neutron was obtained by assuming that
a 7~ is emitted from the ¥~ — nn~ decay. Fig. [ (a)

shows the AE,(np) distribution, which is the difference
between the measured and calculated kinetic energies of
the proton for the np scattering kinematics. The peak
around AE,(np) = 0 corresponds to the np scattering
events. We also define the Ap,(7~p) ((and AE,(X"p)
) values, representing the difference between the mea-
sured momentum (and the measured kinetic energy) of
the proton and the calculated one assuming the 7 p (
and X7p) scatterings, respectively, as shown in Figs. [
(b) and (c). The effect of misidentification of the initial
¥~ particle owing to the contamination of 7 and pro-
tons in the KT selection is also shown as green-hatched
histograms in Fig. [I] obtained by selecting the side-band
region of K* in the mass-squared distribution detected
by the KURAMA spectrometer [10].

To estimate the contribution from each secondary re-
action, we fit the four AFE and Ap spectra simultaneously
with the simulated spectra of five possible reactions, as
shown by the colored spectra in Fig. [[l Realistic resolu-
tions of the detectors and efficiencies were taken into con-
sideration in the simulation. Refer to [10] for a detailed
description. The sum of these spectra reproduces the AFE
and Ap spectra well. Fortunately, the background reac-
tions are kinematically separated from the X"p — An
reaction, except for the X~ p elastic scattering, as shown
by the histogram with a black line in Fig. [I (d).

The differential cross section is defined as

Nycat(ivtz,cos0)
do D i " €(ivtz,c080) (1)
aQ pPNALAQ ,

where p, N4, and L represent the target density, Avo-
gadro’s number, and the total flight length of the ¥~
hyperons in the LHy target, respectively. i,:, represents
the index of the z vertex position from —150 mm to 150
mm with an interval of 30 mm. For a scattering an-
gle 6 in the c.m. frame and a z vertex position of i,
Nicat(ivtz, cos0) and €(iyt, cos ) represent the number
of ¥7p — An reaction events and the detection efficiency
of the CATCH system, respectively. The numerator is
the efficiency-corrected number of scattering events. AQ2
represents the solid angle for each scattering angle. Re-
garding the total flight length L, the same value as in the
Y7 p elastic scattering analysis was used [10].

The detection efficiency for the ¥~p — An scatter-
ing events (€(iyiz,cos0)) was studied using a realistic
Monte Carlo simulation based on the Geant4 package
[53], where the realistic angular resolution, the tracking
efficiency of CFT, and the realistic energy resolution for
BGO were taken into account [10]. The generated data
of the secondary reactions were analyzed by the same
analysis program. The detection ratio for the ¥~ p — An
reaction was obtained for each scattering angle as its de-
tection efficiency. Figs. 2 (c) and (d) show the efficien-
cies averaged for the z vertex region, which is denoted
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FIG. 2. (a), (b) Number of ¥p — An reaction events de-

tected for each scattering angle for two %~ beam momentum
regions. Error bars show statistical errors. (c), (d) Detection
efficiency for the ¥~p — An scattering events for two >~
beam momentum regions. These efficiencies are the averaged
values for all vertex regions of —150 < vtz (mm) < 150.

as €(cosf), for the momentum regions 470-550 MeV/c
and 550-650 MeV /¢, respectively. The branching ratio
of the A — pr~ decay is included in the efficiency. The
effect of the systematic uncertainty of the tracking ef-
ficiency of CFT, which was estimated from calibration
measurements of the pp scattering cross sections [10], is
typically 0.5% - 3% as represented by the red box in Figs.
(c) and (d). In the backward angle around cos6 = —1,
the kinetic energy of the proton from the A decay is too
small to be detected. Therefore, the efficiency decreases
in the backward angles. The decrease in the efficiency at
the forward angles is due to the decreased acceptance of
CATCH.

The number of the scattering events was estimated
from the Apa(X~p — An) spectra for each scattering
angle, as shown in Fig. [ (d). The sum of the simu-
lated background reactions was used as the background
spectrum. The efficiency-corrected number of scattering
events was estimated in several ways by changing the es-
timation of the scattering events and by changing the
background estimation. In the z vertex-dependent man-
ner, Nycqt(iytz,co86) was obtained by subtracting the
simulated background spectrum from the Apy(X~p —
An) spectrum in each z vertex region. The efficiency-
corrected scattering number was obtained in the form of
the numerator of equation (). Alternatively, we also es-
timated the efficiency-corrected scattering number with
a modified form of Zim Nscat (iptz, c080)/€(iytz, cosB).
It implies that the scattering event number of all z ver-
tex bins was corrected by the averaged efficiency for the
z vertex position. In this method, the scattering event
number was obtained from the reproduced spectrum for
the ¥~ p — An reaction (the spectrum with a brown line

in Fig. [ (d)) in the Ap(X~p — An) spectrum. Figs.
(a) and (b) show the scattering event numbers with
the statistical errors for each scattering angle for the two
>~ momentum regions. The detected event numbers
are approximately 100 and 35 for each angular bin of
A cosf = 0.1 for the momentum regions 470-550 MeV /¢
and 550-650 MeV/c, respectively. To estimate the ef-
fect of the background estimation, we also derived the
efficiency-corrected number of scattering events based on
a different background spectrum obtained by fitting the
Ap(X~p — An) spectrum alone with the simulated spec-
tra. The difference in the efficiency-corrected number
of scattering events, which ranged approximately from a
few % to 20% depending on background structure, was
treated as the systematic uncertainty.

Figs. Bl (a) and (b) show the measured differential cross
sections for the ¥~ p — An scattering. These results are
obtained from approximately 50 times more scattering
events than that in the past experiment [7]. The statis-
tical and systematic errors are represented as the error
bars and boxes, respectively. The sources of the system-
atic errors (total track length, CATCH efficiency, and es-
timation of the efficiency-corrected number of scattering
events) were quadratically summed. The main contribu-
tion of the systematic errors comes from the uncertainty
of the efficiency-corrected number of scattering events
including the systematic error in the background estima-
tion.

In these momentum ranges, the differential cross sec-
tions of the ¥~ p — An reaction show a slightly forward
peak structure. In contrast to the ¥ 7p elastic scatter-
ing [10], sizable contributions also exist for the backward
angular region. Figs. [3] also shows predictions by var-
ious theoretical models. In the momentum region be-
tween 470 and 550 MeV /¢, theoretical calculations by the
fss2 including QCM [29] and the extended yEFT model
[36, 137], reproduced the measured data adequately. On
the other hand, the Nijmegen models (ESC08c [25] and
ESC16 [26]) clearly underestimate the forward angular
region. In the higher momentum range between 550 and
650 MeV/c, the differential cross section becomes flat-
ter in its angular dependence. Predictions from the fss2
and the YEFT seem to overestimate the differential cross
section at forward angles.

The theoretical predictions by xYEFT NLO13 and
NLO19 are similar, as shown by the red and yellow lines,
respectively, in Figs. (a) and (b), even though the
strength of the AN-XN coupling potential is quite dif-
ferent for these two models |37]. Although the experi-
mental accuracy of the present data is still comparable
to the difference between the two models, the present
data and Ap scattering data in future experiments pro-
posed at J-PARC [54] will provide new insight into the
AN-YN coupling. Haidenbauer et al. also pointed out
that a study of the Ap scattering near the XN thresh-
old would be quite helpful for constraining the AN-XN
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FIG. 3. (a), (b) Differential cross sections obtained in the present experiment (black points) for two momentum regions.

The error bars and boxes show the statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively. The dotted magenta and green lines
represent the calculations by the Nijmegen ESCO08c [25] and ESC16 |26] interactions based on the boson-exchange model. The
dot-dashed (blue) line shows the calculation using the fss2 model, including QCM [29]. The solid orange and red lines show
the calculations using two versions of the extended x EFT model, NLO13 |36] and NLO19 [31], respectively. In both cases, the
cutoff value of 600 MeV is used. (c) Integrated cross section for —0.7 < cos < 1 measured in the present experiment (black
points). Past data measured with a bubble chamber [7] are also shown as blue squares.

coupling [553].

The integrated cross sections for —0.7 < cosf < 1.0
were obtained as 22.5 + 0.68(stat.) = 0.65(syst.) mb and
15.8 £ 0.83(stat.) £ 0.52(syst.) mb for the momentum re-
gions 470-550 MeV/c and 550-650 MeV /¢, respectively.
These values were compared with the past measurements
[7], as shown in Fig. B (¢). The measured integrated and
differential cross sections are invaluable experimental in-
puts for improving the BB interaction models. A sys-
tematic theoretical investigation of both the ¥~ p elastic
scattering and the X~ p — An reaction can be performed
based on these data.

In summary, we successfully measured the differential
cross sections of the X7p — An reaction for the mo-
mentum region 470-650 MeV/c at J-PARC. These re-
sults are part of a series of systematic studies of XN
interactions from the two-body X*p scatterings. The
differential cross sections were measured for the wide
angular region of —0.7 < cosf < 1.0 by detecting ap-
proximately 100 scattering events for each angular bin of
A cosf = 0.1. The total number of the reaction events is
approximately 50 times larger than the past experiment.
The differential cross section of the >~"p — An reac-
tion shows a moderate forward-peaking angular distribu-
tion. The integrated cross sections for angular coverage
were also obtained with a drastically improved accuracy.
These accurate measurements will play an essential role
in establishing realistic BB interaction models.
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