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Abstract

ElasticrN scattering and the reactiorfp — K*X* are described simultaneously in a unitary
coupled-channels approach which respects analyticitf{3Bflavor symmetry is used to relate
thet- andu- channel exchanges that drive the meson-baryon intereictihe diferent channels.
Angular distributions, polarizations, and spin-rotatjggrameters are compared with available
experimental data. The pole structure of the amplitudegtisieted from the analytic continua-
tion.
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1. Introduction

The excitation spectrum of baryons and mesons is expectedé¢al important information
on the mechanism of confinement as well as the intrinsic strecf hadrons. Properties of
baryon resonances have been obtained by lattice caloud;atﬂ)@[h[lﬁl , mostly for the ground
states but also for some excited statés [2, 3]. In quark nsoﬂeB,&JF], a rich spectrum of
excited states is predicted. Many of these resonances beuttentified in elastiaN scattering,
while at higher energies, usually more states are predibgauseen, a fact commonly referred
to as the “missing resonance problerlﬂ” [8]. Since resonamatseen in therN channel might
predominantly couple to other channels, there are interesiperimental forts [9] to measure,
among others, multi-pion &€ final states, wher&Y = KA or KX.

The reactiont*p — K*X* provides access to a pure isospin= 3/2 two-body reaction
channel in meson-nucleon dynamics. Moreover, the weakydgta- pr° allows to determine
the polarization of the producéd . Inthe 1980’s, Candliet al. measured dierential cross sec-
tions and polarizations at the Rutherford Appleton Labmmafor pion beam momenta ranging
from p, = 1.282 GeVc to p, = 2.473 GeVc [10] and performed an energy-dependent isobar
analysis for invariant collision energies ranging from Kiez* threshold £ = /s = 1.68 GeV)
to /s = 2.35 GeV m]. While the quality of the fit is good, unitarity isolated and a sepa-
ration of the resonant part isfilcult due to the oversimplified construction of the partiavea
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amplitudes. The resonance parameters extracted confioned-fesonances found previously
in the partial wave analyses of elastic pion-nucleon seéagdy Cutkoskyet al. [IE] and Hohler
et al. E,@], theA(1905)F 35, A(1920P33, A(1950F 37, andA(2200)537. Other resonances
deduced from elastic pion-nucleon scattering by R@Jﬂﬂ] could not be unambiguously
identified inK*=* production[[11], notably the((1910)Psy, which is given a 4-star status by the
PDG, and the\(1900)53;, downsized to a one star rating (nowadays, two star) afegk hdata
became available.

In 1988, Candliret al. [@] measured the spin-rotation parametat the CERN-SPS, us-
ing a polarized frozen spin target and the Rutherford Maltiple Spectrometer RMS, adding
independent information to the data base for two pion beatmembap, = 1.69 Ge\/c and
p. = 1.88 GeVc. The spin-rotation parameter correlates the spin of tigetgroton and the
spin of the produced* and allows to eliminate ambiguities in the partial wave gsial Dis-
crepancies between thevalues predicted from the partial wave analysis of |rid the
experimental ones were found which suggested the necessityew partial wave analys@lS].

A consolidated knowledge of coupled-channels meson-lmafyiB) scattering is required
when studying meson production MN collisions, such as measured at CQ$¥ich [16, 17].
There, theMB — MB transitions enter the proton induced strangeness prautu ,] as
sub-processes in on-shell but algt-shell kinematics.

Also, a detailed knowledge of the resonance conteKlgirproduction is needed in heavy ion
collisions. TheK* has along mean free path in the nucleus and is believed tidermformation
about the high density and temperature phase of the heawpibsion [ﬂ]; to clarify the role
of the A(1920pP33in ther™p — K*Z* reaction is thus mandatoﬂﬂlg].

Various analyses of meson-baryon scattering are avajldblgned with the goal to extract
resonance properties from data. Theffati e.g., in the number of channels and their analytic
properties. Some representative analyses are discusselfilowing.

A coupled reaction channel analysis of nucleon resonamm#gding theKX channel has
been performed by the Giel3en group in Kxenatrix approximatior@(f_%l]. ElastieN scatter-
ing, as well as the family ofN — KY, nN, wN and other reactions are included in the analysis.
Photon-induced reactions within the model have been sfudiRef. [21]. The non-resonant part
of the amplitude is treated in a Lagrangian approach anchegs®s are included up to a total
spin of J = 3/2. In more recent studieéJ]ZIZ_JZS], the spif2Sesonances have been included
within a Lagrangian-based framework. Unitarity is respd¢cbut the real, dispersive parts of the
two-body intermediate states are neglected, such thagtaigl is lost.

While in this analysis the imaginary part from phase spacaiiff at threshold, in other
approaches it is analytically continued below threshold,tbe dispersive parts are still not in-
cluded. Such-matrix approache@[lZS] analyzBl, nN or zzN data, or even more reactions
like the Bonn-Gatchina grouﬂb@ﬁ] 28].

A very precise analysis of elastitN scattering is provided by thK-matrix approach of
the GWUSAID group ]__S_bE]BZ]. There are no assumptions madataksonances [ex-
cept for theA(1232)] and in this sense the extraction of the excited basgectrum is model-
independent. Also, this partial wave analysis providesltiaesty? of the available analyses
of elasticrN scatteringl[31]. This is also the reason, why in this studyuse the analysis of
Ref. [31] as input rather than directly fitting tN data, although a direct fit to data should be
carried out in the future. Interestingly, in the most recapdate of the analysis [31], several
resonances with less than four stars could not be confirmethare.

Carnegy-Mellon-Berkeley (CMB) type of modeE[@ , 35tally include the dispersive
parts of the resonance propagators but do not provide a stigpical background.
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Dynamical coupled-channels models take the real, disgepsirts of the intermediate states
into account and provide a microscopical description of hhekground@ﬁmﬂ@ﬂm,
m,@,@MS]. Dynamical coupled-channels models asedon fective Lagrangians.
While 7N scattering at low energies is completely understood froiratperturbation theory
(see, e.g., Rest_Lh 7] or Re [@ 48] for unitarizetbegions ofyPT), at higher energies
model assumptions need to be made. It is realistic to asduehéhe interaction is driven by the
exchange of known mesons and baryons. The scattering angditire then obtained as solutions
of a Lippmann-Schwinger equation which guarantees uhjtaiihus, the driving term of the
Lippmann Schwinger equation consiststatfhannel meson exchange processeswaodannel
baryon exchanges as well aghannel processes which may be considered as bare ressnhanc

The explicit treatment of théchannel andi-channel diagrams introduces strong correla-
tions between the fferent partial waves and may generate a non-trivial energyaagular
dependence of the observables. The explicit treatmeni©bttkground in terms of exchange
diagrams also allows to link fierent reactions such as elastid scattering and the reaction
ntp —» K*X*, using SU(3) flavor symmetry. Thus, the treatment of theraaon via meson
and baryon exchange is expected to lead to a realistic bagkdr with strong restrictions on the
free parameters.

In view of this, the strategy to perform baryon spectrosdsy introduce only a minimum
number of bare resonance states in order to obtain a goodiést of the data. This distin-
guishes the ansatz from soidematrix approaches where the absence of a structured aaokdr
may require the introduction of additional resonance statéich improve thg? but are in fact
simulating the background.

Dynamical coupled-channels approaches have been so fiactegbto the reaction channels
N7, N, No-, Az, andNp [@@@] and concentrated orffdrential cross sections, mostly of
elastictN scattering. In the present study, we extend the dynamiagbled-channeldulich
mode] which has been developed over the yeﬁb@zﬂo, 4fetkdon-hyperon sector by
adding Lagrangians for the couplings to the kaon hyperonméla and resonances beyond the
set considered in Ref ﬁﬁﬁ)d 41]. We limit our resaeaanalysis to the energy range
investigated in Refs| [38, 89,/40,/41], i.e. 2 GeV, and cotrat@ on the isospih = 3/2 sector.

In Sec[ZB the inclusion of tH€Y channels in addition to the chann&lg, N, No-, Axr, and
Np is discussed. To describe the data inthp — K*X* reaction, we also need to include higher
spin resonances up to a total spinJof 7/2 (cf. Sec[2.R). Results are presented in Bec. 3. For
the analysis of the resonance content of the resulting &ndplj given by the pole positions and
residues, one needs the analytic continuation, summainzedc[2.#. The extracted resonance
properties are listed and commented on in 9ecs. 4.[ahdAbdendix A [Appendix B), the
t- andu- (s-)channel processes used in this study are explicitly given

2. Formalism

2.1. Scattering equation

The coupled-channels scattering equaﬁ Ebﬂo & in the present formalism ful-
fills two-body unitarity, as well as some requirements oé#body unitarity following Refl [50].
Furthermore, it fulfills analyticity and takes into accotiné dispersive parts of the intermedi-
ate states as well as th&-shell behavior dictated by the interaction Lagrangiartss Thtegral



equation which is solved in th&LS-basis is given by
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where J (L) is the total angular (orbital angular) momentugl) is the total spin (isospin),
k(k’, k) are the incoming (outgoing, intermediate) momenta, @nd y are channel indices.
The incoming and outgoing momenta can be on-fésshell. In Eq.[(1) E, is the on-mass shell

energy in channey, E = /m? + (k”)2 + /m2 + (k”)2 wherem(mg) is the meson (baryon)
mass. The second term in EQL (1) on the right-hand side irgaiso a sum over all intermediate
possible quantum numbers and channels contained in thelmode

For the channels involving quasi-particles), pN, andrA, the propagator is slightly more
complicated @Eﬁl} (cf. also Sdc.12.4). The pseudeml V iterated in Eq. I%his
constructed from anfiective interaction based on the Lagrangians of Wess andritub, 1,
supplemented by additional terr@[@, 40] for includinghisobar, thew, , 8o meson, and the
o [cf. Sec[Z.8]. The exchange potentiglsire partial wave projected to tiddS-basis.

The novelty in this work is the inclusion of tH€Y channelKA andKX. This leads to a
larger channel space and new transition potentiais and within theKY channels. These new
potentialsV, related to the existing ones by SU(3) symmetry, are distligs Sec[2]3. They
also contain the form factors which are used to regularigestiattering equatiohl(1).

2.2. s-channel processes

In a model with explicits-channel states it is always possible to separate the ardelinto
a pole and a non-pole part

T=TP+T\P (2)

where the pole part® is defined as the set of diagrams that is 1-particle redudilele there
is at least one-channel exchange. Usually, the non-pole, 1-particlalircible parfTN® comes
from t- andu— channel exchange processes collected into the non-paetpdtyN® which is
then unitarized using a dynamical equation of the type of{E— see also Eq[{3) below. The
separation of the type of Eq.](2) is widely used in the literaf see e.ngLMINP is usually
referred to adackgroundalthough the unitarization may lead to dynamically getestgoles
in TNP as discussed in detail in ReE[SS]. There, the conclusios drawn that the clearest
separation into a background and a resonance part is givérelseparation into a singularity-
free part and the pa#_,/(z - z) from the leading term in the Laurent expansion [cf. E4..(5)]

In the present study, we use the decomposition of Bg. (2)ausecthe calculation 6FP
is numerically much faster than that ®F. In a fit of only s-channel parameters, it is thus
convenient to calculat&\ once and then fit the resonance parameters, which only esquir
the multiple re-evaluation of *. Note that resonance-channel exchanges contribute to all
partial waves and are thus accounted . Nucleon,A, X, A(1232), andz*(1385)u-channel
exchange diagrams are included with physically known dagptrengths [sele Appendix] A],
while u-channel diagrams from other baryonic resonances areatedlerhose would introduce
additional parameters which ardfitiult to adjust for the diagrams do not introduce strong energ
dependencies (for a discussionwthannel contributions see Ré_t_._t56]).
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The pole contributiorTP can be evaluated from the non-pole p&if’, i.e. from the set of
diagrams that is 1-particle irreducible. For this, we defime following quantities in a given
partial wave,

Td,c) = VNP, c)+ VNP(d, e0G(e)TNP(e c)

DG, c) = Y, ¢) + ¥, d) G(d) TN?(d, ¢)
I'o(ci) = ya(c i)+ TNP(c, d)G(d) ys(d, i)
2.) = ¥93.9G60OTIo( )) (3)

Wherel"g) (T'p) are the dressed resonance creation (annihilation) esréinct is the self-energy.

The indices, j indicate the resonance in the case of multiple resonan¢ele ey d, e are indices

in channel space. Integrals and sums over intermediatssat not explicitly shown in EQ1(3).
For the two-resonance case, the pole part reads expl@[}y [

Z—m -2 210

TP=rD*r®, r=(.r,), 1= , D= 4
(1, T2) ri’{r) S Z— My — Sy (4)
from which the one-resonance case follows immediately. Hdre verticegg for resonances

with SpinJ < 3/2 are derived from Lagrangians. The vertex functionsifer 5/2 are given in

Eq. (B:3). Further details on treechannel processes are giveif in Appendix B.

2.3. t and u-channel exchange processes

Thet- andu-channel processes provide the non-resonant interactitheimeson exchange

icture. The transition potentials without participatmiKY have been derived in Refﬂ@ 39,

] and explicit expressions can be found in these refeerttere, we quote only the extension
to theKY channels. The corresponding exchange processes are shéigid.

The vertices present in these diagrams are related to #eoglexisting ones without strange
particles using SU(3) symmetry (except for reneson, cf. Appendix ). The coupling of
SU(3) octets depends on two parameters which can be relatbe tixial coupling and an ad-
ditional parameter. The values for these parameters hamethg&en from the literature and are
not fitted in this study. This is explained in detailin Appénd\| There, one can also find the
explicit amplitudes for the diagrams shown in Fijy. 1.

SU(3) symmetry is broken in the present study by the use o§ipaymeson and baryon
masses, as well as byffirent cut-ds in the form factors of the vertices. Exchange processes
with strangenesS = -2 particles have been neglected because these baryonsaenedver, the
corresponding 3-particle intermediate states, are h&awyexchange is in principle possible but
not required by the data and thus has been neglected forisitpmpFurthermorepN, 7A « KY
t- andu-channel transitions are neglected in the present worky@sdppear only at loop order
in the considered reaction®N — 7N andz*p — K*X*.

2.4. Analytic continuation

As argued in Ref.|E5], a clean separation of resonances ackbbound is possible by the
extraction of pole contributions from the analytic contition. First results within diierent
dynamical coupled channels models have been obtained & [@éf 44/ 58].

The analytic continuation of the amplitude within the praseamework has been derived
in Ref. [ﬂ] in detail. Here, we summarize only the analytimsture. For the channels with
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Figure 1:7N — KY andKY — KY transitions. For the other transitions used in this stuelg,Refs.[[39. 20].

stable two-body intermediate stated, N, KA, andKZ, there is one branch point at threshold
Znres = M+ Mg wWhich induces one new sheet. This is called the unphysi@stshilo search
for poles on this sheet, it is convenient to rotate the riggntel, physical cut that extends from
Zres tO o0, into the negative Im z direction as shown in Hif). 2. Poleshis tedefined sheet
are close to the physical axis. Poles on other sheets aeesitturther away from the physical
axis and thus typically have a much reducéi@et on observables. However, there are certain
situations in which such “shadow poles” can cause strustonethe physical axis. An example
is theN*(1535). There, the interplay between the usual pole andhithéav pole causes thy
cusp seen in the S11 partial wave, at least within the modee6f[41].

For the défectivernN propagatorgA, oN, andpN, the analytic structure is more compli-
cated: there is a branch pointafes = 2m, + my which is induced by the cut of the self-energy
of the unstable particle. Additionally, there are brancmmoin the complex plane &, . and
(Zed” With Z, .= Zo + M whereM is the mass of the stable particle agds the pole position
in the scattering problem of the unstable particle in thé frasne of the unstable particlﬂéll].
Those branch points can be regarded as pseudo-threshatdsatre moved into the complex
plane due to the unstable character of one of the particlesailgument to chose the direction of
the cuts, associated with the branch points of tiectivernN channels, is the same as before:
the cut is rotated into the negative idirection so that only those poles are found which are
physically relevant. This is also indicated in Hig. 2.

For the €fectivernN channels, there are again situations, where poles on hildzis may
have an fect on the physical axis: In Ref. [41] a stateTiN? in the D13 partial wave has been
found, dynamically generated from tisewavepN interaction (cf. also Refs| [59, 60]). This
state, while its pole is well below theN branch point, is visible as a washed-out structure at
the nominalpN threshold, due to the fact that there is no direct connedtam the pole to the
physical axis, but only around the branch poing. in the complex plane. This resonance-like
structure around = 1700 MeV in theD13 partial wave is, however, only visible ifiNP; once
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Figure 2: Branch points of the coupled channels and the chdsections of the associated cuts. Also, the isospin
| = 3/2 pole positions on the second sh&&? are shown [cf. Se€4.1].

the strongN*(1520)D;3 resonance is included in the same partial wave, resonapaksien E&B]
pushes the pole far into the complex pIa@ [41], so that wenaaitentify the dynamically
generated structure with the three St&(1700)D13 resonance [61].

Another example is the Roper resonanE€1440) whose poles are close to the pseudo-
threshold in the complex plane. In case the coupling of thegRto therA channel is large, this
interplay of usual and hidden pole with the branch point neaglto the non-trivial structure of
the Roper resonance visible on the physical 1, 41, 62]

The second sheet of the amplituiedenoted byT®? in the following is shown in FiglJ2,
with the cuts as defined above. In order to extract a poleuwesidT@1~f for a transition from
channei to f, we expand the amplitude® in a Laurent series around the pole position,

i—f

_ a :
TO@I=T ﬁ + a:f +0(z- 20). 5)

In[Appendix_G, the calculation of residues and branchinigsas discussed in detail, cf. Eqs.(€.6)
and [C38), respectively.

2.5. Observables

For elasticrN scattering, we compare with the dimensionless partial wavwelitudes from
the GWUSAID analysis |{__§|1]. The scattering amplituddor the transitiont — f in channel
space is connected to the amplitudef Eq. (1) by

kEw
Tf = —mAPipi Tfi, p=——"" (6)

z

wherek (E, w) are the on-shell three-momentum (baryon, meson energfi¢isg initial or final
meson-baryon system.
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The observables in the reactiahp — K*X* can be expressed via then_ks =32 ampli-
tudes (abbreviatedin the following). According to, e.g. Ref. [63], for the stating of a spin-0
off a spin—% particle, the diferential cross section for the transitidq ¢) — (sz, V') [v, v are the
z-projection of the nucleon spin] can be expresse@s [63]

do , 2
iTs) = s,V IMIs )| (7
whereas for the initial polarization
|3i = </\/V|5-IXV> (8)

and for the final polarization

_ (My,|d|My,)

— . 9
VTV ©)

Xv is the initial spin% eigenvector and is the Pauli spin-vectoiM can be written in terms of
the non-spin-flip and spin-flip amplitudgsandh,
M =g(k,0)1 + h(k,6) & - A (10)

whereg andh are complex functions of the energy and scattering afigéadri = Lody

[kixKs| "
polarization in the final statB; becomeleS]
5 _ (9”=IhP)Pi+(gh' +g'h+ 2hP; - A +i(gh - g'h)P; x 1)
f 02 + I + (gt + g"h)A - P,
while
do 2 2 * ) 2 kf
g = 97 +IhP+ @ h+ gh)f- B o= (12)
In the case of an unpolarized targét,= 0, one obtains
h+gh), 2Regh").
Pr = @ n= n 13
gl + Ihi2 gl + Ihf2 (13)
and
do _ 2 2 kf
g = 97+ (14)

Theg andh amplitudes can be expressed in terms of the partial waveittgs according



to
1
2 \/ksk;

Z(2J+1)( d7, (6) [70-2)7 4 042 ]cosg +d, (0) [F077 - P20D3 sin )
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22

X

ZVMK
Z(ZJ +1) (di;(G) [TJ(J—%)% 4+ 90+3)3 ]sm

J

X

(0) [79-2)7 — 20422 | cos )
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22

(15)
The explicit expression for the filerential cross section reads
d
d—g = 2&22 ’Z(zu 1)E0-DE 0 bh g
2
+ 2_|g.2§ ’zj:(zJ + 1)@ — P03y df%%(a)’
(16)
and the total cross section is obtained by integrating dwesblid angle,
1 4rn
r=5"3 D 23+ 1)5®) 17)
1 JLSLI's

The spin-rotation parametgris the rotation angle of the spin projection on the scattgrin

plane. Itis given by [64]
2Im(h*g))
B= arctar(i . (18)
19I” ~ hf?

3. Results

3.1. Parameters and data base

One bares-channel state is included in each of the 3/2 partial waves S31, P31, D33, D35,
F35, F37. Two are required by data in the P33 wave. Thesesstatie allowed to couple to all
| = 3/2 channelstN, KX, 7A andpN. Together with these four bare couplings, the bare mass
has to be left free as a fit parameter. Thus, there are altegé@parameters for the pole paft
from Eq. [2). The values of these parameters can be foundiile[Ba9 and the parameter errors
are discussed in Sdd. 5.

The good description of th&(1232)P33 resonance shape requires also a fine-tuning of the
cut-offs of the firsts-channel state in P33, while for all othsichannel states, the cuffavas
set to 2 GeV (cf[ Appendix |B). Additionally to thechannel parameters, the cufoof the
diagrams of Figl1l were adapted (results may be found in T@llg while those of the other
andu-channel diagrams in the modm40] were not changed.
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Figure 3: Contributions to the fiierential cross section for two typical energi@é'P (blue dashed lines)P (magenta
dash-dotted lines), and full solution (red solid lines).

We fit to thex* p — K*X* differential cross section and polarization, given by the nreasu
ments of Candliret al. , available forz > 1822 MeV. For lower energies we have to resort
to the data from Refs%kb@dﬂ@ 69]. The latter data édso Ref.|[70]) are compatible
with the data of Ref[[10] in the overlapping energy regidns, usually have larger errors. The
polarization was re-measured later in the higher energgeai the considered data [71], in
consistency with the values of RlO] up to small deviasio See the captions of Fids. 4 to
for details. The spin-rotation paramegefor the z*p — K*X* reaction has been measured
in Ref. m]. Simultaneously, the polarization has beemezasured in Ref|__L15] and consis-
tency with results from Refl [10] was found. In summary, tbesidered data is consistent and
represents the world data set from threshold 02.35 GeV.

For elastictN scattering, the energy-dependent partial wave solutiom fRef. Ei] up toF
waves is used as input for the fit. Errors have been assignedydand such that theN data
and theK*x* data contribute similarly to the?. The uncertainties of the results presented in the
following are discussed in Sdd. 5.

3.2. Differential cross section and polarization

The diferential cross sections for the reactioip — K*X* are shown in Fig$.]3]4 afd 5.
The red solid lines show the result of this study. Overal, dlata are well described over the
entire energy range. For energies above 2 GeV, we do not ealidity of the present model,
because the analysis of RefE%[b,__Ql 41] has been limited toethargy. Consequently, at the
highest energies, thé*x* data have not been fitted, but upze- 2.25 GeV the description of
the data is still good, as Figl 5 shows.

Note, however, that in the present Lagrangian-based framiewhe amplitude allows for
an extrapolation to higher energies; in analyses in whiehptbtential is parameterized purely
phenomenologically in terms of polynomials, there may tikelcontrol on the amplitude outside
the fitted energy region. The overall agreement seen in(Ffgr the higher energies is good
although a detailed inspection shows that there is roomdiaresimprovement. In particular, at
energies- 2.2 GeV significant deviations are seen near €es+0.5.

To discuss the individual contributions to thefdrential cross section, we show in Hig. 3,
for two typical energies, the non-pole paft” (dashed line)T" (dash-dotted line) and the full
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Figure 4: Diferential cross section af' p — K*X* from z = 1729 toz = 1985 MeV. (Red) solid lines: Present solution.
Data: Ref.[[10], excepz = 1729 1757 1789 MeV from Ref.[[65]z = 1732 1783 1813 MeV from Ref.[66]z = 1790
MeV from Ref. [67],z= 1764 MeV from Ref.[[68].
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contributions from the individual partial waves are shoamjndicated. Data: filled triangles right from RéfJ[10het
data: see references in the data compilation of Ref. [74].

solution (solid line), see also EdJ(2). In forward direatithe non-pole paitNP, i.e. the uni-
tarized amplitude front- andu-channel exchanges, produces a rise of the cross sectigols wh
becomes more pronounced as the energy increases and wiigdmnistronger than the experi-
mental forward peak a = 2074 MeV. However, the resonance paft produces a destructive
interference with th@ NP, which is crucial for reproducing the data. Note especitift T is a

lot more forward-backward symmetric th@\" atz = 2074 MeV. The forward peak shows the
onset of the-channel dominance which at energie3 GeV is most economically parameterized
in terms of Regge exchang@[ﬁ, 73].

In Fig.[8, the total cross section for the reactiorp — K** is shown. The data have not
been included in the fit, but the agreement is good. There iglat sinderprediction ofr at
z ~ 2 GeV by the present model, which comes from a slight unddrgtien of the forward peak
in this energy range, also visible in Fig$. 4 &nd 5.

In Fig.[8, also the partial cross sections from the indivigheatial waves are shown. Except
for the S31 and P33 partial waves, all other partial wavesangsmall; however, for the fier-
ential cross section and polarization, their contribugisressential; indeed, while the removal of
a resonance does not change much the total cross sectialifférential observables can change
drastically (see also Fif] 7).

In Figs.[8 and P, the polarization for the reactishp — K*X* is shown. Like for the
differential cross section, the data show a rich and varyingtstrel over the entire energy range,
and the description by the present model is good. At enemie®.2 GeV, the data have not
been included in the fit and are only plotted for comparisore fédlnd the polarization to be
especially sensitive to the resonance contributions, la@éclusion of these data is important to
put constraints on the corresponding parameters.

The influence of individual partial waves is illustrated iig fe4 for three typical energies. At
lower energies$ —P wave interference is enough to describe the polarizatistmdt entirely the
differential cross section (dash-dotted linez-at1813 MeV). For the latter, even a smBllwave
admixture is needed to explain the drop at@es—1 (cf. full solution). Forz= 2019 MeV, one
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Figure 7: Contribution from diierent partial waves to fierential cross section and polarization for three typioairgies.
Dotted lines:S wave. Dash-dotted line€ + P waves. Dashed line$ + P + D waves. Solid linesS+ P+ D + F + G37

waves (full solution).

also needs thB waves for an at least qualitative description of the poétian (dashed line), and
theF wave is essential in the description of the details of ttketkntial cross section. The same
applies for the highest energy= 2224 MeV, where all partial waves are needed to quantitgtive
describe the data.

Fig.[I0 shows the spin-rotation parameter for the reactign — K*<* [cf. Sec[Z.5]. In
this study3 is not included in the fit, but predicted (solid lines). Thedgiction from the isobar
analysis of Ref.|_L_1|1] is also shown (blue dash-dotted linesy 8 is 2r cyclic, the data from
Ref. ] (solid circles) have been plotted repeatedly (gropcles). The present model predicts
B better than Refml] for = 2107 MeV. Higher precision data would help further pin down
the partial wave content because the resultgfalready show that considering this observable
is important to remove ambiguities in the partial wave cohte

3.3. Partial waves

Figs.[11 and12 show the= 3/2 elastictN — nN partial wave amplitudes up th= 7/2,
except forG37 which is very small.

The result of this study is indicated with the red solid lind$e data points represent the
energy-independent partial wave solution from Ref| [31pr Eomparison, also the previous
solution from 20021 [40] within the framework of the Julictodel is shown (green dash-dotted
lines). Note thatl > 3/2 resonances were not considered in Ref. [40]. The conioibditom
TNP [cf. Eq. (@)] is shown with the blue dashed lines.

The description of the partial waves from the GY8AID analysis |f3|1] is comparable to
the results from the previous Julich analy@ [40]. While present solution is better for, e.g.,

14



1.5 ————
z=1729 MeV

[ 1732 MeV

[ 1757 MeV

[ 1764 MeV

1789 MeV

[ 1845 MeV

[ 1870 MeV

1926 MeV

1939 MeV

r 1970 MeV

1985 MeV

Figure 8: Polarization of*p — K*X* from z = 1729 toz = 1985 MeV. (Red) solid lines: Present solution. Data:
Ref. [10], exceptz = 1729 1757, 1789 MeV from Ref.[[65]z = 1782 1813 MeV from Ref.[[66]z = 1790 MeV from

1

cosO

-0.5

Ref. [67],z = 1764 MeV from Ref.[[68]z = 1732 MeV from Ref.[[69].
15

o

0.5




15— 71— L B B — T T T T T L L |
| z=2019 MeV T 2031 MeVv H T 2059 MeV 2074 MeV
1 T3

| z=2188 MeV

-1 05 O 0.5 1 05 0 0.5 1 -05 0 05 4 -05 O 0.5 1

coso

Figure 9: Polarization of*p — K*=* from z = 2019 toz = 2318 MeV. Data: Ref[[10]. (Red) solid lines: Present
solution.
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from present solution. (Blue) dash-dotted lines: Prediicfrom Ref. [11].

the P33 partial wave, some deviations from the GAID analysis |{T3|1] at higher energies
are visible in other partial waves. This may indicate thedne a more systematic fit of the
parameters of NP, or may be a sign of the tails of higher lying resonances. Nude similar
problems for the elastic D35 partial wave have been in fountthé GieBer@Z] analysis, and
also in the EBAC analysis [76].

Fig.[I3 shows ther*p — K*Z* partial wave amplitudes obtained in this study (red solid
lines). The contribution from the and u-channel processe3\" from Eq. [2), are indicated
with the (blue) dashed lines. The partial wave solution df @] is shown with the dash-dotted
lines. Of course, the latter solution cannot be directly pared to the present one, because there
is an overall undetermined phase. Still, even with such adajlphase ambiguity, the figure
shows that the partial waves are quitéetient. In particular, in Refml] lower spin resonances
are only included when providing a substantially improy@dcf. discussion in Se€4.1). In the
present analysis, we have used all those resonance states up 7/2 needed to describeN
scatteringl]. Note, at least through coupled chanfietts, they also couple KX.

4. Resonance analysis

4.1. Pole positions

In Table1, the pole positions found in the present analysislaown adilich. The positions
are visualized in Fid.]2 together with the chosen directufrtie branch cuts (cf. Sdc.2.4). The
first line of Tabld1 indicates the data that have been takensiccount in the dierent analyses,
the second to fourth lines indicate the analyses (see bgtbeiy type, and whether the quoted
values are pole positions or Breit-Wigner parameters.

As for the well-established 4-star resonances, it is norg@phat the pole positions found
in this study are in agreement with the values from the GBAID analysis|r3|1] (4th column),
because the partial waves from that analysis serve as iopdhé present study. Indeed, the
A(1232)P33, A(1700)D33, A(1905) 35 andA(1950)37 show clear signals imN — zN (cf.

17



-
- ‘ L ‘ L ‘ L

I | I | I | I | I | I L l n T
1200 14001600 1800 2000 0 1200 14001600 1800 2000
z [MeV] z [MeV]

Figure 11: ElastictN — =N partial wavesS31, P31, P33, andD33. Data points: GWLBAID partial wave analysis
(single energy solution) from Ref_[31]. (Red) solid ling@resent solution. (Blue) dashed lines: ofly°. (Green)
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Table 1: Pole positiong, of resonances with isospin= 3/2. For each resonance, the upper row showgHMeV],
the lower -2 Imzg [MeV]. The results of the present calculation are shown éndblumnJiilich The Table also specifies
the type of analysis: Dynamical coupled-channels modelNIPG<-matrix approach [KM], dispersion analysis [DA], or
isobar analysis [IA]. The quoted values are either poletjprs [P], Breit-Wigner value [BW], or pole positions obted
by speed plot techniques [SP]. For the other entries, séelecertainty in the last digits in parentheses, (a) ingisa

that the corresponding resonance is dynamically genenatib@ present approach.

Data: aN+ K*Z* (+--+) 7N K*Z* | #zN Quark Models
Analysis; Jilich | GieRen | GWU KH CMB | EBAC DMT | Cdl | Mnly | LMP,A  CI
Type: DCM KM KM/DA DA DA DCM DCM IA KM — —
Pole/BW: P BW P SP P P P BW | BW — —
A(1232P33 1216 | 1228(1) | 1211 1209 1210| 1211  1212| — 1232 | 1261 1230
3/ wxk 96 106(1) 99 100 100 | 100 98 118 — —
A(1600P33 14532 | 1667(1) 1457 1550 1550 — 1544 | — 1706 | 1810 1795
3/2+ w 694 397(10) 400 — 200 190 430 — —
A(1620B83; 1599 | 1612(2) | 1595 1608 1600 1563 1589 | — 1672 | 1654 1555
12 wowek 62 202(7) 135 116 120 | 190 148 154 — —
A(1700D33 1644 | 1678(1) | 1632 1651 1675| 1604 1604 | — 1762 | 1628 1620
3/ wxk 252 606(15) 253 159 220 | 212 142 599 — —
K*=*(1688)
A(1750P3; 16683 | 1712(1) 1771 — — — — — 1744 | 1866 —
12+ * 892 643(17) 479 299 —
A(1900831 — 1984 — 1780 1870 — 1774 | — 1920 | 2100 2035
127 ** 237 170 180 72 263 — —
A(1905F35 1764 | 1845(15)| 1819 1829 1830| 1738 1760 | 1960 | 1881 | 1897 1910
B/ wxk 218 426(26) 247 303 280 | 220 200 | 270 | 327 — —
A(1910P3; 1721 1975 1771 1874 1880 — 1900 | — 1882 | 1906 1875
12+ w 323 676 479 283 200 174 239 — —
A(1920P33 1884 | 2057(1) — 1900 1900| — — 1840 | 2014 | 1871 1915
3/t w 229 525(32) — 300 300 | 200 | 152 — —
A(1930Pss 1865 — 2001 1850 1890| — 1989 | — 1956 | 2179 2155
B2~ 147 387 180 260 280 526 — —
A(1940D33 — — — — — — — — 2057 | 2089 2080
32 * 460 — —
A(1950F37 1873 — 1876 1878 1890| 1858 1858 | 1925 | 1945 | 1956 1940
)2+ wh 206 227 230 260 | 200 208 | 330 | 300 — —
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Figs[I1 an@12) and the present fit agrees well with thes@apadves. The\(1620)83; is nar-
rower than in the GWYSAID analysis which comes from the weight of ti& data in the present
fit. Also for theP31(1910) resonance, the width isfidirent from the one found in GWBAID;
this may come from the small resonance signal in elasticcattering on top of a large back-
ground (cf. FiglIll). However, note that the present forsmals not &K-matrix approach; due to
the dispersive parts present in this analysis, in prin@ple cannot expect similar pole positions,
even if the amplitudes are very similar on the real, physizé.

The A(1920)P33 andA(1930)D35s resonance show no or very small resonance signals in the
GWU/SAID analysis of elastiaN scattering (cf. TablE]2). Their position is, thus, barelgfix
from elasticrN scattering. It is then interesting to note that the constsdrom theK*X* data
lead to resonance positions in vicinity to those quoted @RBG, rated with 3 stars. Thus, we
can accumulate further evidence for these states and thgitigns. It should be stressed again
that the resonance positions are not preassigned in themr@ssatz, but left completely free in
the fit.

Finally, we find poles in the scattering amplitude which ao¢ induced by bare-channel
resonance states. Those poles are already pres@hfifcf. Eq. (2)] and arise from the uni-
tarization of thet- andu—channel exchange diagrams. These dynamically generatesl @,
in the present analysis, far in the complex plan&(h600)P33 and aA(1750P3;1. Apart from
these two poles listed in Tallé 1, we find a very wide dynaryiggnerated pole in the S31
partial wave atzg = 2170- 645i MeV and one in the D35 partial wave at = 2734— 445i
MeV which thus have widthE = -2 Imz, of around 1 GeV. Both these states are too wide to
be identified with resonances quoted in the PDG [61]. Thidiepplso to theP3; state, while
for the A(1600)Ps;3 state quoted in Tabld 1 there may also be some evidence inHé/&AID
analysis for a wide state.

Note that not all those states included here by lsachannel diagrams are necessarily gen-
uine resonances; once the channel space is enlarged apfetydry inclusion of, e.g KX*, res-
onances like the\(1700)D33 may appear dynamically generated. This is discussed in[@f.
where the prediction of th® andI© observables in the reactigmp — 7°%;p is shown to coincide
well with experiment suggesting a dynamical nature for thabnance.

The column of Tabl&]1l marke@iefRenshows results of th&-matrix based analysis from
the GielRen grm;%@Z], see also Introduction. While masaes with spin &2 have been
included recently [22], th&(1950)37 resonance is not, which plays an important rol&irE*
production]. Also, the absence of some analytic pragerestricts the model to real energies,
and thus no pole positions can be quoted. The numbers shovabie[1 are, thus, Breit-Wigner
parameters.

Table1 shows also the pole positions from the three stanmatil wave analyses of elastic
7N scattering, marked asWU (George Washington Universitﬂ%};H (Karlsruhe-Helsinki)
[13,[14], andCMB (Carnegie-Mellon-Berkeley) [12].

The following column shows the pole positions from the esticm of the EBAC group as
quoted in Refs.hAE‘SZ], based on the analysis of elagticscattering of Ref.|ﬂ6]. For a
review on the theoretical foundations of the formalism, Reé [ﬁ]. The framework has many
similarities to the present one, although there afietinces such as the treatment of the nucleon
pole or the role of the Roper resonance, which appears dgadlyngenerated in the present
framework I[Eb] but is included as a genuine state in the EBAieh [62].

The columnDMT shows the recent pole extracti@[SS] from the Dubna-Mdiaipeh anal-
ysis @] of elastictN scattering. Like the EBAC and the present model, this aptras a
dynamical meson exchange model, i.e., n&t-matrix approach.
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The columnCdl shows the Breit-Wigner parameters obtained from the isabaltysis of
Ref. [11]. In the isobar analysis, a purely phenomenolddieakground and resonances are
added in a way violating unitarity, and the fit is exclusivielfher* p — K*X* data of Ref.|L_1b].
The spin-rotation parametgrhas been evaluated in Ref. [15] using this analysis regpitin
poor agreement with the data (cf. discussion of Hig. 7). RRely few resonances are quoted in
Table[d, because in the isobar analy@ [11] only those l@paTresonances are considered that
lead to a significant improvement of tjyé.

The columnMnly shows the results of thi€-matrix analysis of theeN — zzN reaction of
Ref. [24].

The pole positions from the multi-channel CMB type analysi&/rana, Dytman, and Lee
of Ref. [34] are not shown in Tablgd 1. This analysis finds twd $8sonances, two P31 and
three P33 resonances, one D33 and one F37 resonances. ticddies the second D33 state of
Table[d, but two D35 and two F35 resonances in contrast teegenances quoted in Table 1.

The last two columns show some of the predictions from thelquadels of Loring, Metsch,
Petry E}’] and Capstick, Isgdﬂ[G]. In the work of Réf. [7], then-strange constituent quark mass
and two confinement parameters are fitted toAHRegge trajectory. All mass values in Table 1
except theA(1232)P33 and theA(1950)3; are then predictions.

The question arises to which extent the poles found in thiyais can be related to the
quark model states quoted in Tae|:ll|I|7, 6] or othErﬁBE}Z, A8 Table[1 shows, the quark
models predict the baryonic resonance spectrum quite Wellvever, the hadronic dressing ef-
fects are not explicit in these calculations, and they catatge. In fact, we have found large
correlations between bare masses, coupling constantgséiiechannel space and the renormal-
ization schedeS], and the matching point between quartaiscon one side and dynamical
coupled-channels approaches on the other side is still @n ispue.

4.2. Branching ratios

In Table[2 the residues and resulting branching ratios ineorfN channel are shown as
obtained in the present study. The values are compared tG\WE/SAID results [[Ell] [note
that the values of ;n /Tt from Ref. Ei] have been obtained from a Breit-Wigner fit, igtihe
values of the present study are directly obtained from thigloes using EqL{C.8)].

As already noted in the discussion of the pole positions,trabthe residue strengths and
phases of the present analysis coincide quite well withefadghe GWUSAID analysis. As
Table[2 shows, this is the case for the 4-star resonaf@&32)P33, A(162031, A(1700D33,
A(1905) 35, andA(1950)37. For resonances that couple weakly to #i¢ channel or which
are very wide, such as th§1910)P3;, the diferences are larger. The dynamically generated
A(1750)P3; quoted in TablEll is too wide to be considered a resonanee stat

However, the dynamically generatad1600)Ps3 resonance is also seen in the GY8BID
analysis|f3|1], with qualitatively similar properties (yexide, rather small to medium branching
ratio intoxN, similar residue phas®. It should be stressed that the appearance of dynamically
generated states in the present model is strongly restringethe fact that the generating
and u-channel processes connect all partial waves at the sanee tiimare is little or no room
to manipulate the strengths of these transitions in ordegjetterate poles, without immediate
consequences for all other partial waves. Thus, dynaryigaherated poles are rather stable
objects — all of those found in this study are already presetite solution from 2002 of the
Julich model], although they have not been searchetddoause the analytic continuation
became available only in Ref. [41].
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Table 2: Left: 7N — N residues of the present studiiif and from Ref.[[31] GWU). For each resonance, the upper
row showsr| [MeV], the lowerd [°]. Right: zN branching ratios in %. (a) indicates that the correspondisgnance is
dynamically generated in the present approach.

aN — 7N
Irl, 0 LN /Tot

Ji GWU| Ji GwWU
A(1232P33 | 49.3 52 | 100 100
3/2+ wwkx -405  -47
A(1600P33 | 101 44 | 24 —
2+ +x @ | _196 +147
A(16206s; | 14 15 | 47 32
1/2 wrxx -107  -92
A(1700D33 | 21 18 | 16 16

327 FHxx -40 -40
K*X*(1688)
A(1750)P3; 18 — | 34 —

1/2+* @ -300 —
A(1905Fss | 11 15 | 10 12
B2+ *xxx -45 -30
A(1910Ps; | 13 45 |81 24
1/2% Frxx -175  +172
A(1920pP33 | <1 — <1 —
32+ **x -114 —
A(1930D3s | <1 7 <1 8
52~ *** -358 -12
A(1950Fs; | 47 53 | 45 47
7)2F rxxk -30 -31
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Table 3: Left:z*p — K*Z* residuegr| [MeV], 6 [°] of the present study. Right: Transition branching ratid [fthe
present studyJg)), from Ref. [11] Cdl), and from Refs[[20, 22]GieR3. Uncertainty in the last digit in parentheses.

n.+p_)K+2+
Irl, 6 (T e) /Tt

Ju Ju Cdl Giel3
A(1905F35 | 1.4 | 1.23 1.53) <1
5/2+ *kkk _313

A(1910Ps; | 5.5 | 298 <3 1.1

12+ wHwx -6
A(1920Psz; | 5.9 | 5.07 5.2(2) 2.1(3)
32+ **x -38

A(1930Dss | 1.6 | 2.14 <15
52~ kx| 43
A(1950Fs; | 2.7 | 254 53() —
72 o | 255

The attraction that leads to the dynamical generation oA{i€00)P33 and theA(1750P3;
comes mainly from therA channel: The coupling of th&(1600)Ps3 into the @A)ps3 channel
[cf. Eq. (C1)] has a modulus ¢f| = 17 - 103 MeV Y2 [A(1750P3; — (mA)p31 : |g] = 20]
which is of the same size as the coupling of (&232)P33 to 7N (19 in these units). Indeed,
the dominant decay channel of tA¢1600)P33, quoted by the PDdI‘Sl], is the one #a (40-
70%). Electromagnetic probes could shed further light emiéture of this resonance, as recently
discussed using hadronic dressing and a constituent qumlblr@].

The A(1930Ds35 couples extremely weakly to theN channel in this analysis. Interestingly,
the GWUSAID analysis also finds a resonanceD5 with a very small signal inN scatter-
ing [cf. Table[2]. Also theA(1920)P33 resonance has a very smaM branching ratio in the
present study — note that there is no pole found in the G8¥UD analysis of elasti@N scat-
tering. However, removing one or both of these states in tasgmt analysis, th€*X* data are
described much worse, even if all other resonance parasraterefitted.

In the second column of Taklé 3, the present results for tsidues into th&KX channel are
shown. On the right-hand side, transition branching raifosN — KX from different analyses
are displayed. Againlimarks the present results.

The values for (T E5)/Tior are quite diferent from each other. The only common feature
is the prominent role of th&(1920)Ps3 resonance. Also, thE37 resonance has been found
important in the present analysis and in Ref| [11].

This wave is missing in the Giel3en analysis which may digt@tresonance content and
branching ratios t&X and may explain the fierences observed in Taljle 3. As for Candlin’s
analysis|[111], there are the above-mentioned conceptoalgms of the isobar analysis, in par-
ticular the oversimplified and unitarity violating consttion of the partial wave amplitudes;
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discrepancies to the present results are, thus, expected.

There are also older analyses, not quoted in the Telﬂo,vﬁﬁch are based on low-
statistic data previous to the one published in Ref. [10]e Bhanching ratios obtained in these
analyses show large discrepancies among each other ano &éese quoted in Tablé 3.

All the discussed analysedtidir in the data bases considered, the theoretical tools asdd,
third, by the quality of the fits. Moreover, the partial wawantent is not unique even within
the same framework and even if data fronffelient reactions are combined into a global fit
— for a clear demonstration of this, see R&f) [81]. still, fre oresent approach, the explicit
microscopical treatment of the non-pole part provides &stgabackground which helps min-
imize ambiguities from resonance contributions. Furthteenthe joint treatment of elastidN
andK*X* data helps determine more precisely the resonance corftém K*X* production
amplitude.

5. Uncertainties

In this section we give some remarks on the reliability oftisnance parameters extracted
based on the input data used — we will make no attempt to eitha theoretical uncertainty
of the approach as such. We are not (yet) able to quantify ticertainty introduced into the
analysis by the particular formalism used. In principlec®a set of model analyses exists fitted
to the same data with the same channels included but baséffenedt formalisms, a comparison
of the resonance parameters extracted should providenfoisnation.

As mentioned in Se€_3.1, the error bars in fRaminimization have been taken from exper-
iment for the reactiom™p — K*X*, but assigned by hand for the partial waves of elashic
scattering, since no uncertainties are provided for thegyngependent partial wave amplitudes
provided by the GWUSAID analysis|f3ﬁ] and the uncertainties provided for ther€gponding
energy independent analysis do not have direct statistieahing. The uncertainties for th#l
partial waves are chosen such that the contributions frotin ke@ctions to the total® are ap-
proximately equal. This makes a rigorous error analysibefiresent results impossible, which
would require a fit directly to the elastitN data. Nevertheless, assuming these assigned errors
are realistic, we outline in this section how to obtain impiple the uncertainties on the parame-
ters and derived quantities, like pole positions and ressd@rhe error (0.01) and energy spacing
(40 MeV) used to include theN partial waves in thg? minimization are shown in Fi§.14 for
the example of the F35 partial wave.

As mentioned in Se€._3.1, 40 parameters tied to the resos&iage been varied to minimize
the y2. There are also other parameters tied to the non-resonengpen by the form factors
shown in Tabld_Al7. The latter have been roughly adjusted dndrbefore carrying out the
numerical fit of the resonance parameters, and we do notdemisiem as free parameters for
the error analysis carried out in the following. In the spafc#0 parameters the error of parameter
pi is determined by the range pf for which the bes}ﬁ]m rises by less thany? = 1, optimizing
at the same time all other 39 parameters. In the liit — 0, this non-linear parameter error
approaches the usual parabolic error that can be obtairgedfrem the Hesse matrix.

Here, we consider only the example of the F35 partial waverasgict the determination of
the error to the 5-parameter subspace tied to the F35 reseneug., its bare mass [cf. Ef (4)]
and four couplings to the channeilll, pN, 7A, andKX [cf. Eq. (3)[Appendix B]. Furthermore,
we determine the parameter errors within this subspaces means that in the optimization
involved in the determination of the parameter error (semvaly only the 4 parameters of the
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Figure 14: Left: The F35 partial wave #fN — =N. Data points: error given to the energy dependent SAID sui81],
as used for the numerical fit. Thick (red) line: Minimga solution. Thin (black) lines: Representative solutionshie
x? + 1 criterion (determination of the non-linear error). Cersted right: TheA(1905) 35 pole positions and branching
ratios from those solutions. The ellipses are introduceglide the eye.

Table 4: Error estimates of bare mamsgand bare coupling$ for the A(1905) 35 resonance. For other bare parameters
see TablgBJ9.

my, [MeV] 7N oN A ¥K
22581 00009 -leziy -Lisim oiovgis

subspace are varied while leaving the other 35 at the optirverhave checked that this restric-
tion has surprisingly little influence on the parameter ebecause partial waves are explicitly
included in the fit instead ofN observables; for example, varying a resonance parametiee of
P33 partial wave influences a parameter error of the F35gparéive only indirectly through the
inclusion of theKX data in the totaj?.

The non-linear parameter errors are shown in Table 4. Thesare small for the bare
couplings to therN andKX channels, for both of which the data constrain the values.€érlors
are larger for the bare coupling to thbl state that is less constrained by data. Indeed, there is a
strong correlation between the baie coupling and the bare mass, which therefore also has quite
alarge parameter error. Although no data are included éoratchannel, the corresponding bare
coupling has small errors. This is becausesthechannel provides most of therN phase space
that is responsible for the inelastic resonance width, Wwigavell constrained by the elastidN
amplitude as shown in Fig. 114 to the left.

From the non-linear parameter errors, one can determinertbertainties of derived quan-
tities such as pole positions, residues, branching ratioshe amplitude itself. To scan the
parameter space within the errors, we have taken four sgmopis of a given parameter within
its error (always optimizing all other parameters). As ¢ghare five parameters in the considered
subspace, 20 solutions are obtained from which the F35 ardpland the\(1905)-35 pole po-
sition and residues have been calculated [sed Elg. 14 ane[@pbrhe error on these quantities
is then given by the maximal range reached by these solutionEig.[14, we show also that
there are correlations between real and imaginary partopttle position and also between the
branching ratios. As mentioned before, the transition tinarg ratio is indeed better determined
than the individual branching ratio intox; we obtain [ Tw<)/Tor = 1.23:328%.

Note that the F35 amplitudes allowed by the discugedl criterion, shown in Fig_14 to the
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Table 5: Error estimates of pole position and residues ®A{i905) 35 resonance.

aN —-> N 7N — KX

Rez [MeV] 176418 | r[[Mev] 1117 1432

mz[MeV] -109% | o[ 459  -313F

left, lead to a much larger risae/yfrN F3s > 1in the)(fTN r35 Of thexN data alone, as an inspection

by eye shows. Still, these solutions fulfill thé + 1 criterion due to the contribution from the
KX data to the tota}?. If one determines, e.g., the uncertainty of the pole pasitir branching
ratio fromzN data alone, one would obtain, of course, much smaller eoothese quantities.
Thus, the uncertainties on pole position and branching sitown in FiglZI¥# and Tab[é 5 should
be understood as upper limits.

In summary, we have outlined how to determine the statigicars of the present results, for
the example of the F35 resonance. A rigorous statisticdy/sisaas outlined above and carried
out in Ref. @Z] forK~p scattering, requires a direct fit td\ observables and the full inclusion
of KA, KX(I = 1/2) andnN data and will be carried out in the future, but the preserdidision
serves to illustrate the error one expects from such an sisaly

6. Summary

A first combined analysis of the reactionsl — 7N andz*p — K*X* within the unitary
dynamical coupled-channels framework has been presefRtedher™p — K*X* reaction, the
world data set from threshold o= 2.3 GeV has been considered.

Dynamical coupled-channels models are particularly diite combined data analyses: the
SU(3) flavor symmetry for the exchange processes allowslaterdiferent final states. Thie
andu-channel diagrams connect alsd¢teient partial waves and the respective backgrounds.

As a result, for botlrN andKZ, a realistic and structured background can be provided, de-
pending only on a few free constants and form factors whokeegaare all in a natural range.
Consequently, only a minimal set of basehannel resonances is needed to obtain a good fit to
the combined data sets. This may also be tied to the factrttiis field-theoretical, Lagrangian
based approach, the dispersive parts from intermediatssiee fully included and thus, analyt-
icity is ensured.

Apart from the well-established 4-star resonances, a w{d€00)P;3 state has been found,
dynamically generated from the unitarization of th@ndu-channel exchanges. Furthermore,
there is a clear need for the three-sit 920)P33 resonance. This state is found to couple only
weakly torN but stronger t&KX. Thus, in the present combined analysis of elagicscattering
andK*X* production, evidence for a “missing resonance stafe” [8]etde accumulated which
indeed has no clear signal in elastid scattering alone.
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Appendix A. Exchange potentialswith KY states

In[Appendix_A.] we list the explicit expressions for theindu-channel exchange diagrams
that involve theK A andKX channels. For the other exchange processes containedrimotihe,
see Ref.@O]. The new coupling constants for the exchangeegses withkY participation are
related to the cases withokity through SU(3) symmetry. The corresponding expressiondean
found in[Appendix_AP.

The kinematical quantities are specified in Eig.A.15. Theinl and 3 (2 and 4) denote the
incoming and outgoing baryon (meson). The on-shell engia@ie

E = \/5i2+ sz,i’ Wi = A p? +ny (A1)

for the baryon and the meson, respectively. In the TOPT freonieused in this study, the zeroth
component of the initial and final momenta are set to thein@ss-shell valuesp? = E; or
|L‘|Q = Wwj.

I d is the three-momentum of the intermediate partigevith ° = E (baryon exchange) or
o° = wq (Meson exchange) means the 4-momentum in the first timeiogdehereas) indicates
the second time ordering wittf "= —Eq (baryon exchange) a’"= —wy (meson exchange).
Furthermore, in the potentials quoted in Appendix |41, is the Rarita-Schwinger propagator
of spin 32 particles given in Ref@g], anpl = ¥ p,.
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Table A.6: Isospin factors for exchange diagrams with pipaition of theKY channels. See Refé, [39.]40] for the
corresponding values for the other diagrams.

Transiton Exchange 1) IF(J) | Transiton Exchange IB) IF(3)
aN— AK  K*ex. V3 0 | AK—-AK  oex 1 0
T ex. V3 0 w ex. 1 0
T ex. V3 0 ® ex. 1 0
N —-ZIK  K*ex. 2 |AK—>3K K'ex. -V3 0
Y ex. 1 K — 2K o ex. 1 1
A ex. -1 1 w ex. 1 1
XF ex. 2 1 ¢ ex. 1 1
p ex. 2 -1

If the intermediate particle is¥" baryon, we uséﬁ&]g* = €1 — ¢ With

2+ - Z-m+ng
Qo Zrmiom 2 omem A2)
2z 2z
Each exchange diagram includes a kinematical normaliz &ictor
1 ! (A.3)

7 @ 2ywaen

The isospin factorsF for the exchange processes without the participation oKtffehannels
can be found in Rest_[_B@O]. For the extension tokhéchannels, carried out in the present
work, the isospin factors can be found in Table]A.6. Also,revexchange process quoted

in is multiplied with form factors correspondito the two vertices, quoted in

Appena A.2.

Appendix A.1. Amplitudes for the exchange diagrams with KY
The following expressions give the amplitudes shown in[Bit the helicity base,

XIV(K K, 2)|) (A.4)

with the notation for the momenta as in Hig. Al.15 and the ddpane of the amplitude is on the

c.m. (dt-shell) three-momentum of the incoming (outgoing) mesanybn systemE(IZ’), and
the total scattering energy To solve the scattering equation in theS-basis, these expressions
still have to be partial wave projecteﬁt@ B9, 40].
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KA — KA

e o t-exchange
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e ¢ t-exchange
ok WP, 15)[Gnw?” ~ i 5 %Wq];
pKK 3, 13 AAG Z— wq—Ea—wy
. fAA¢ " (p2 |04),1
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e ¢ t-exchange

KGokk U(Pa, o) [Gzze” — i ¢a””qv]

-E3-w>
e Py _151 - )u(m, 1) P
e p t-exchange
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(P2 p4)ll IE

T _1 — u(p 1) P2
Z— Wwq E1

Appendix A.2. Coupling constants, form factors (t-, u-exges)

First, the coupling constants needed for the exchangeatiag)(FigllL, expressiongin Appendix_A.1)
are quoted, followed by the form factors and their values.

The coupling constants are related to their counterpattsowt strange particles by SU(3)
flavor symmetryl[84] as outlined in Séc. P.3. The coupligge®s ® 8y of baryon octets gand
pseudoscalar meson octgt 8epends on two parametays g, corresponding to the symmetric
and antisymmetric octet. They can be related to the coupbngtang and the mixing parameter
a in the notation of ReflE4], which is also used here,

\/ﬁ) \/6 \/?ng
9—E91+zgz, a—za. (A.5)

g1 andg, can be also expressed in terms of the stan@satidF couplings [61]:

V30 V6
D= 20 & F=o,% (A.6)

with @ = F/(D + F) (definition of « of Ref. @]). The couplings of the physical and¢ are
obtained assuming ideal mixing of the SU(3) statgsws, i.e., thep meson does not couple to
the nucleon (see, e.g., Ref. [61]).

Within SU(3), the mixing angle is a free parameter but can be determined from SU(6). We
use |[§_B] (The inde¥ denotes a pseudoscalar meson ¥mdeans a vector meson)

aBBp = 0.4 5 aBBvV = 1.15, appy = 1. (A.7)

For the coupling of vector mesons to octet baryons we useofteniing Lagrangian:
Lint = —0On Np\P[Vu - _vaav]Tpu (A.8)

which consists of a vector part witi' and a tensor part with*”. The three field&, ¥ andg
are connected through a vector couplgagy, and a tensor couplintsgy = gk [86,87]. The
SU(3) couplings quoted below are therefore divided into@arepart and a tensor part. We use
Kp = 6.1 ] andiNw =0.
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The coupling of theA and theX to the o meson was not fixed by @3@ymmetry since
theo is not a stable particle but regarded as fir@ive meson-meson st 39 40], i.e. as
a correlatedrr exchange process. In the calculation for the backgroungtamas we take the
following values from 6], obtained from the hyperorclaon interaction:

Oano = 8175, Okko = 1.336 (A.9)

The couplinggss, was set to a dierent value compared ﬂ@ 86]. We chogsg, = 29.657.
The SU(3) symmetric coupling constants are given by thedatg expressions:

e Couplings for octet baryon, octet baryon and pseudoscaapbm

Onne = OBBP,
Osnk = Oeer(l - 208BP) ,
1
9ank = -3 V3gser(1 + 208ep) .
2
Oase = A Osep(1l— assp) - (A.10)
e \ector coupling for octet baryon, octet baryon and vectosone
OnNe = OBBV
ONNw = Osev(4asev—1),
OaNK: = —gBBV%(l + 2appv)
Osnk- = Osev(l-— 2aBRy) »
Oamew = Oeevi(Bagev-—2),
Osso = OsBv2aBBY,
Oang = —gBBV%E(ZCVBBV +1),
Osss = —OsevV2(20mpy—1),
Ossp = OsBv2@BBV »
Orsp = gBBV%(l — appv) . (A.11)

e Tensor coupling for octet baryon, octet baryon and vectwane

NN = ONNpKp »
fank- = fNNmZ‘/— fNNp§ ,
fonke = —fNNmz + fNNp§ ,

fare = fano = funes

fisw = funws + fnps s

fane = —fanozs — fane s

3V2 P2

fusg = _fNNw% + fNNp% ,

fisp = funws + funos

fap = —fanogls + a2 - (A.12)
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e Coupling for pseudoscalar meson, pseudoscalar meson atat weeson:

Omp = 20ppv,
Okkp = Oppv,
Okk+ = —0ppv.,
Okkw = Oppv,
Okky = \/EQPPV . (A.13)

e Coupling for decuplet baryon, octet baryon and pseudosoaaon:

Oane = Oosp

Os:NKk = _gDBP% )

Ossr = gDBP\/ig ,

Oxar = OpBP s - (A.14)

For the new diagrams of Fifll 1, we use the same expressiorteddiorm factors as in

Ref. [40],

A~ mi) (A.15)

@ - (Rerg

wheremy is the mass and the momentum of the exchanged particle.= 1, 2 denotes a
monopole or dipole form factor. The dipole type applies tetiges withp, A, K* or £* as
exchanged particle, otherwise a monopole form factor isl.user the form factors of all other
exchange diagrams of the model, see Ref. [40]. The numerataés for the new form factors
are given in TablE’A]7. The numerical values for the othegidims (withouKY) have not been
changed, see Reﬂ40] for the values.

Appendix B. Bareresonance vertices

The bare resonance vertices fbr< 3/2 are given by the féective Lagrangians listed in
Table[B8. Thereg,, = 4,0, — 9,0, for the field of thep meson. The vertices derived from these
Lagrangians are partial wave projected to dhe-basis @@0].

The Lagrangians for thEA couplings have the same structure as forifNecouplings, the
ones for theKX couplings have the same structure like for #i¢ case except for the replace-
ments?i — #¥s , S'7# — S'W¥s, or S# — S¥s. Thus, they are not quoted explicitly in
Table[B3.

Additionally, form factors are supplied for each vertexegi by

A*+ g ]n

K :(M+E®+Mm4

(B.1)

wheremg is the nominal mass of the resonanee Rez)) and E(k), w(k) denote the on-shell

energies of the incoming or outgoing baryon and meson with ¢off-shell) momentunk. We

haven = 1 in the case o < 3/2 for all channels except fakz (n = 2). ForJ > 5/2 we have
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Table A.7: Form factors\ for the exchange diagrams wikY. The column<£Ex specify the exchanged particle. For the
numerical values of the form factors of the other diagrares,Ref.[[40].

Vertex Ex A[MeV] | Vertex Ex A [MeV]
aK*K  K* 1700 KoK o 1400
NK*A  K* 1200 KoK  w 1600
NK*E K* 1800 KoK ¢ 1500
nEA X 1800 AocA o 1000
A X 2000 AwA  w 2000
¥ X 1800 AN ¢ 1500
Yy X 2000 ApE  p 1160
NIK = 1800 Yo¥ o 1000
NZ*K  X* 2000 Swi  w 2000
A A 1800 6T ¢ 1600
NAK A 1800 X p 1350

n = 2 for all channels except faxz (n = 3). For the cut-& parameter we choose = 2 GeV,
except for theA(1232)P33 resonance, where we fine-tune= 1.8, 1.7 GeV for the vertices to
thenN, 7A states, respectively.

In we list the partial wave projected, bare reswe annihilation vertices
The bare coupling constants obtained in the fit can be foufidlie[B.9. Every vertex function
is multiplied with the corresponding form factor of EG.(BBdnd the isospin factdr listed in
Table[B.T0,

E +mg
Ew

ve = F(K) Irv (B.2)

with yg from Eq. [3). The resonance creation vertingéare given byyg) = (yg)'. InEq. [B2)
and/Appendix B.JLE andw denote the baryon and meson on-shell c.m. energies, resggct
mg is the baryon mass of the channel, &nd K is the baryon-meson c.m. momentum.

As mentioned in Se¢.2.2, the resonance vertices with tpial $ > 5/2 have not been

derived from Lagrangians. Instead, they have been consttwbeying the correct dependence
on the orbital angular momentum(centrifugal barrier). From parity considerations, ona ca
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Table B.8: Htective Lagrangians for the resonance vertices.

Vertex Lint Vertex Lint
N*(SuNr PNy 20,2 + h.c. A*(Ss)Nr - A*p#Sf9, 7 + h.c.
N‘ SNy ¥y dun¥ + hec. A*(Sa)Np  fA*STYP 4 3, % + h.c.
N*(Si)Np  fWn-y5“23, ¥ + h.c. A (Ss)Ar -AYSTo RN + hec.
N‘(S1)Ar o ¥ny°S9, 7 A + h.c, A*(Pa)Nr  —-A5yST9,#% + h.c.
N'(Pi)Nr - WnyPp29, W+ he.  A'(Pa)Np —fA*STy#5,% + he.
N'(Pi)Np  —Wny®y"9,m¥ + he.  A'(Pa)Ar A Td7A + he.
N*(Pi)Np —f Wy y#23,¥ + h.c. A (Psg)Nm A ST +he.,
N*(Pu)Ar L W\.Sa,7 A + h.c. A*(P33)Np —i%A_ZyE’ySTﬁ”“P + h.c.
N‘(PNr W .70,7#% + h.c. A (P)Ar o+ AySy ToRM + hec.
N‘(PaNp - Py.0m% + h.c. A*(D33)Nr #A_; 57,819 0"2¥ + h.c.
N*(P13)Np —i%@ﬁl*ysy"‘?ﬁw‘l’ + hc. A(Dgg)Ar i ATy#9,7A + h.c.
N‘(P)Ar  --Wh.y%y'S0,iA, + hc.  A'(Dsg)Np %K;ysfﬁﬂw + h.c.
N*(D13)N7 #‘Fysy"‘?ﬁyaﬂﬁ‘}‘ﬁl* + h.c.
N*(D13)N7 #\?ﬁyvavaﬂn\yf,;* + h.c.
N*(D13)Np %@ﬁ*wﬁww + h.c.
N‘(DiAr i %Sy 0, A, + hec.
Table B.9: Bare resonance parameters: masgesd coupling constants.
m, [MeV] pN A ¥K
A(1232P3; 1535 144 588 -0551 Q0316
A(1620)531 3669 0769 1107 -6.05 225
A(1700D33 3442 0100 -6.47 -0.845 Q170
A(1905F35 2258 00500 -1.62 -115 Q120
A(1910P3 3114 0367 436 -0.355 Q231
A(1920P3; 2508  -0.123 -296 -0.530 -1.86
A(1930D35 2332 0177 -419 -0178 412
A(1950F3; 2597 0580 123 187 0663




Table B.10: Isospin factorigk for resonances vertices.

Nz Np Np Ar  AK 2K
V3 1 V3 -V2 1 -3

1 0 1 J3 o -1

NIw NI

easily relate the bare vertices from the resonancestt8/2 to those of higher spin,

k k2
MB _ MB MB _ MB
('yB)g- = Mg ()’B)%+ ('}’B)%+ ZB (VB)%
(re)¥® = X (ve)y® (e)Y® = Ls (ve)¥® (B.3)
K Mg 2 2 mZB 2

with the ¢/g)¥2 from Eq. [B:2). Eq.[(BB) provides the correct dependenck for all channels
MB = 2N, pN, 7A, andKE.

Appendix B.1. Partial wave projected resonance vertextians

In the following, the classification of vertices correspsrd the quantum numbers of the
7N channel. E.g.S11(S3;) refers to thd = J = 1/2 resonances that coupleAdl in S-wave,
as for example th&l*(1535)5;; or A(1620)S31. The other channels can, of course, couple with
different orbital momenturh andS (note there are thrgeN and tworA channels with dierent
combinations ot andS).

In all cases, the vertex functiomgor the resonance couplings oy andyN are the same as
for therN case except for the fierent masses and isospin fiagents from Tabl€ B.10. Thus,
thenN, KY vertices are not quoted explicitly.
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o N fo1
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Appendix C. Residuesand branching ratios

The residue; and constant terra, from the Laurent expansion of E@J (5) can be obtained
by a closed contour integration along a pEfk) around the pole position,

1 T@(2dz
= — _— C.1
& 2ni 9§(z) (z— o)™t (1)

Alternatively, the residue and subsequent terms in thedrgwexpansion can be obtained by an
iterative procedure according to

0 11
P T@(Z) ~ a.
92 1 2%
2T T 2,
& 1 6@-aia)

(C.2)

which is numerically stable (the inverdé? matrix has a simple zero at= z) and fast (no
integration required).
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Tég residue and constant teran,; andag, can be expressed in terms of dressed quanti-
ties [55],

FD r(‘)
a] = —(,)D
1- 1y

_ a1 (0 (y , a1 0 NP.(2)

wherel'p (Fg), Y) is the dressed annihilation vertex (creation vertex;snérgy) as defined in
Eq. (3), evaluated on the second sheepatEq. [C.3) shows that there is a contribution to the
constant ternay from TNP, as expected, but also from the pole term. This is one of thsores
why an identification of NP as background is problematE[SS].

For the two-resonance case shown in K. (4), the residuebeaxpressed in terms of
dressed quantities like in the one-resonance case ofEg), (C.

agj= (C.49)

detb® .
d/dz detD®@

2

wherea_1; is the residue of resonantce 1, 2 with pole az = z;.
Using Egs. [(B) and{5), the pole residues- |r|€’ as quoted by the PDCﬁbl] can be

calculated. For the residue ph ] we consider the usu 14] definition given by
_ Ir| €”
T_TB+M—Z—iF/2 (C.5)

for a resonance with width on top of a backgrounds. Comparing Eq.[{C]5) with Eq[5) and
using Eq.[(®), the pole residueand its phase are given by

Im (a_
[rl =la—1 0.8, 0=-m+ arctar{w]

Re @1 pm) (C6)

wherep, is the phase space facjefrom Eq. [8) for therN — #N transition, evaluated at the
complex pole position. For the corresponding quantity ersactiont™p — K*<*, one simply
replace®.n — PN PKz- ’

It is convenient to express thé different residueaa'__l>f [with i, f = 1,---,nfor the transi-
tions withinn channels] in terms afl parameterg. Indeed, the residues factorize with respect
to the channel space and, e.qg., for the residues intekh@ndKX channels,

ai,_l)f =0 O (C.7)

with a unique set 0§; up to one undetermined global sign. For the chanaBlsandKZ, the
partial decay widths are evaluated using

T'(Mg, M m)—@%k R
fR,f,f—ZﬂMR,gf— Of M

(C.8)

with the resonance mass (final baryon, final meson mdgsy Rez, (M¢, m;) andws, E; are
the meson and nucleon energy at the on-shell momektum
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The sum of partial decay widths should equal the total widthI's = T The right-
hand side of this equation can be determined independdngly —2i1m zy) and be used as
a test of the formalism. Indeed, below theN threshold, the equality holds to the 1 % level
(The definition of branching ratios into th&ectiverzN statepN, o-N, 7A is model-dependent
anyways). Although Eq[{Cl.8) is a good approximation to taeipl decay widths, it should be
noted thad; 't = 't Never holds exactly, even in a manifestly unitary coupledrmels model
with only stable intermediate states. This is simply beeahe amplitude has non-analytic
branch points, required by unitarity, and this informati®not contained in thg. However, this
does not become a real issue unless a pole is very close toehijaint.
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