arXiv:nucl-th/0010048 v2 17 Oct 2000

Covariant nucleon electromagnetic form factors from the Goldstone-boson-exchange quark model

R.F. Wagenbrunn^a, S. Boffi^b, W. Klink^c, W. Plessas^a and M. Radici^b

aInstitut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Graz, Universitätsplatz 5, A-8010 Graz, Austria bDipartimento di Fisica Nucleare e Teorica, Università di Pavia and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Pavia, I-27100 Pavia, Italy cDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, University of Iowa, Iowa City, IA 52242, USA

Abstract

We present a study of proton and neutron electromagnetic form factors for the recently proposed Goldstone-boson-exchange constituent quark model. Results for charge radii, magnetic moments, and electric as well as magnetic form factors are reported. The calculations are performed in a covariant framework using the point-form approach to relativistic quantum mechanics. All the predictions by the Goldstone-boson-exchange constituent quark model are found in remarkably good agreement with existing experimental data.

PACS: 12.39-x; 13.40.-f; 14.20.Dh Keywords: Nucleon electromagnetic form factors; Constituent quark model; Pointform quantum mechanics

1 Introduction and motivation

Constituent quark models (CQM) provide a promising tool for the description of low-energy hadron phenomena. They permit the introduction of essential properties of nonperturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and provide a framework for quantitative calculations of hadron properties and reaction observables. In particular, CQM can be made to incorporate the basic symmetries of QCD and, at the same time, of relativistic covariance.

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Preprint 17 October 2000

CQM a priori aim at an effective description of QCD rather than its direct solution. They rely on the assumption of constituent quarks (Q), which are viewed as quasiparticles generated dynamically by the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry (SBχS). This understanding is in line with the general ideas of dynamical symmetry breaking (e.g., following the ideas of Nambu and Jona-Lasinio [1]) and has recently been further substantiated by lattice QCD results [2].

Over the years there has been an ongoing search for the features of the (effective) Q-Q interaction, specifically in nucleons and more generally in all light as well as strange baryons and their resonances. The debate has been intensified by the appearance of the CQM based on Goldstone-boson-exchange (GBE) dynamics [3]. This type of CQM assumes a linear confinement, as suggested by lattice QCD, with a strength according to the string tension of QCD. For the hyperfine interaction it exploits the idea of GBE [4]. Due to SBχS, the original SU(3)_L × SU(3)_R symmetry of QCD is reduced to an SU(3)_V (vector) symmetry associated with the appearance of Goldstone bosons. As a result constituent quarks and Goldstone bosons form the essential degrees of freedom governing the low-energy physics of light and strange baryons.

The version of the GBE CQM in Ref. [3] uses a relativistic kinetic-energy operator and advocates, in addition to the linear confinement potential, a pseudoscalar GBE hyperfine interaction; for the latter only the spin-spin component is taken, which is most important in the hyperfine splitting of the baryon spectra. Due to the specific spin-flavor dependence of the hyperfine interaction this kind of CQM has been remarkably successful in reproducing the detailed features of the excitation spectra of all light and strange baryons. Within a single model it has been possible to describe all the resonance levels with the correct orderings. There is no need to separate positive- and negative-parity excitations into different parametrizations, and the particular flavor dependence allows the different level orderings in the N and Λ spectra to be described simultaneously.

Baryon spectroscopy, however, is only a first, though quite demanding, test of low-energy models of QCD. Furthermore, CQM should also provide for a comprehensive description of other hadron phenomena, such as electromagnetic (e.m.) nucleon form factors, resonance excitations and decays, etc. With regard to the GBE CQM the question is whether it can yield as successful a description of these reactions as was the case for spectroscopy. Here we give an answer concerning nucleon e.m. form factors.

In this paper we report first results of proton and neutron electric as well as magnetic form factors calculated with the GBE CQM wave functions in pointform relativistic quantum mechanics. Due to the fact that the GBE CQM uses a relativistic kinetic-energy operator it also provides a covariant mass operator containing interactions given by a Bakamjian–Thomas (BT) construction [5]. Even though the total Q-Q interaction consists of a phenomenological confinement and an instantaneous one-boson-exchange potential, both essentially nonrelativistic, the full Hamiltonian leads to a mass operator fulfilling all necessary commutation relations of the Poincaré group [6]. From the various possibilities for setting up a relativistic quantum theory [7], we have chosen the point-form formulation. It is characterized by several distinctive features. All the dynamics is contained in the four-momentum operators, which commute among themselves and can be simultaneously diagonalized. The generators of the Lorentz boosts contain no interactions and so are purely kinematic; the theory is thus manifestly covariant. In practice, the point-form approach allows us to properly perform Lorentz boosts of the three-Q wave functions and to accurately calculate the matrix elements of the e.m. current operator. In particular, by the introduction of so-called velocity states [8] we can carry out all necessary transformations of the momentum dependences in the wave functions and the relativistic quark spin rotations associated with boosting the nucleon state.

Here we follow the formalism developed in Ref. [9] to investigate the e.m. structure of the nucleons. We calculate the proton and neutron e.m. form factors in point-form relativistic quantum mechanics with one-body currents only. This approach corresponds to a relativistic impulse approximation but specifically in point form. It is called point-form spectator approximation (PFSA) [10] to distinguish it from impulse approximations in other forms of relativistic quantum mechanics, which may lead to different results (see the discussion in Section 3).

In the following we briefly outline the calculations of e.m. current matrix elements with three-Q wave functions in the point-form formulation. The corresponding results for proton as well as neutron electric and magnetic Sachs form factors, charge radii, and magnetic moments are presented in Section 3. A summary and our conclusions are given in Section 4.

2 Nucleon form factors in point form

We start with the eigenstates of the quark-model Hamiltonian for baryons H = 3∑ i=1 √ ⃗k2_i + m2_i +^3∑ i<j=1 [ V^{conf} (i, j) + V^{hf} (i, j) ] . (1)

Herein the first term, with m_i the masses and ⃗k_i the three-momenta of the constituent quarks, represents the relativistic kinetic energy. The Q-Q interaction consists of the confinement and hyperfine potentials. Specifically we adhere to the version of the GBE CQM as presented in Ref. [3].

The three-Q Hamiltonian (1) is solved using the stochastic variational method (SVM) [11]. This approach yields the eigenenergies with great accuracy; the corresponding results for the ground-state and resonance energies have recently been confirmed by a completely independent method, namely by solving modified Faddeev equations [12]. Moreover, the SVM also produces the three-Q eigenstates in the center-of-momentum frame, i.e. for total nucleon three-momentum ⃗P = 0. The corresponding wave functions can then be interpreted as eigenstates of the mass operator including interactions [9] M = √ P^μP_μ = M_{free} + M_{int}. (2)

Here, P^μ = P^μ_{free} + P^μ_{int} is the four-momentum operator with interactions according to the BT construction in point form. We write the general three-Q state defined on the product space H_1⊗H_2⊗H_3 of one-particle spin-^1_2 , positivemass, positive-energy representations H_i = L^2(R^3)×S^{1/2} of the Poincaré group as |p_1, p_2, p_3; λ_1, λ_2, λ_3⟩ = |p_1, λ_1⟩ ⊗ |p_2, λ_2⟩ ⊗ |p_3, λ_3⟩ , (3)

where p_i are the individual quark four-momenta and λ_i the z-projections of their spins. Under general Lorentz transformations U_Λ these states transform as U_Λ |p_1, p_2, p_3; λ_1, λ_2, λ_3⟩ = 3∏ i=1 D^{1/2}_λ0i_λi(R_Wi) |Λp_1, Λp_2, Λp_3; λ^′_1, λ^′_2, λ^′_3⟩ . (4)

In this equation sums over all λ^′_1, λ^′_2, λ^′_3 are understood (here and in the following we adhere to the usual convention of summing over identical indices). The Lorentz transformation in Eq. (4) involves three different Wigner rotations. It is more convenient to first introduce so-called velocity states [8] by applying a particular Lorentz boost U_{B(v)} to the center-of-momentum states, which are defined analogously to Eq. (3) but fulfil the constraint ⃗P = ⃗k_1 + ⃗k_2 + ⃗k_3 = 0, | | |v; ⃗k_1, ⃗k_2, ⃗k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3 ⟩ = U_{B(v)} |k_1, k_2, k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3⟩ . (5)

Under general Lorentz transformations U_Λ these velocity states transform as

U_Λ | | |v; ⃗k_1, ⃗k_2, ⃗k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3 ⟩ = U_ΛU_{B(v)} |k_1, k_2, k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3⟩ = = U_{B(Λv)}U_RW |k_1, k_2, k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3⟩ =

= 3∏ i=1 D^{1/2}_μ0i_μi[R_W (k_i, R_W )] | | |Λv; R_W⃗k_1, R_W⃗k_2, R_W ⃗k_3; μ^′_1, μ^′_2, μ^′_3 ⟩ , (6)

where R_W is the Wigner rotation R_W (v, Λ) and R_W (k_i, R_W ) is the Wigner rotation of a Wigner rotation. If the boost B(k_i) is chosen to be a canonical one, then R_W (k_i, R_W ) = R_W [13], and one has

U_Λ | |v; ⃗k_1, ⃗k_2, ⃗k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3 ⟩ = = 3∏ i=1 D^{1/2}_μ0i_μi(R_W ) | |Λv; R_W⃗k_1, R_W ⃗k_2, R_W ⃗k_3; μ^′_1, μ^′_2, μ^′_3 ⟩ . (7)

Here the Wigner rotations are all the same and the spins can thus be coupled together to a total spin state as in nonrelativistic theory. If a boost other than canonical spin is applied, one can modify Eq. (5) and still arrive at the same transformation property as in Eq. (7). The connection between velocity states and the general three-Q states of Eq. (3) is given by | | |v; ⃗k_1, ⃗k_2, ⃗k_3; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3 ⟩ = 3∏ i=1 D^{1/2}_λi_μi[R_W (k_i, B(v))] |p_1, p_2, p_3; λ_1, λ_2, λ_3⟩ (8)

with p_i = B(v)k_i.

In Eqs. (5)–(8) one may equally well express the velocity states in terms of momenta ⃗p and ⃗q conjugate to the Jacobi coordinates ⃗x and ⃗y (of a certain three-particle partition). The Lorentz transformation in Eq. (7) then specifically reads as

U_Λ |v; ⃗p, ⃗q; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3⟩ = 3∏ i=1 D^{1/2}_μ0i_μi(R_W ) |Λv; R_W ⃗p, R_W ⃗q; μ^′_1, μ^′_2, μ^′_3⟩ . (9)

Once the Lorentz transformations on the three-Q states have been dealt with, the next task is to calculate the matrix elements of the electromagnetic current operator. For this purpose we follow the formalism developed in Ref. [9]. We first write the invariant nucleon form factors as matrix elements of the one-particle current operator j^ν_{[1]} (i.e. in the PFSA) in the standard Breit frame, where the momentum transfer Q on the nucleon is only in z-direction (0, 0, 0, Q) = q_{st}, as

F^ν_μ0_μ(Q^2) = 3 ∫ d^3pd^3qd^3p^′d^3q^′ψ^∗_μ0 (⃗p^′, ⃗q^′; μ^′_1, μ^′_2, μ^′_3)ψ_μ(⃗p, ⃗q; μ_1, μ_2, μ_3)

×D^{1/2}_λ0_{1μ}0_1^∗[R_W (k^′_1, B(v_{out}))] ⟨p^′_1, λ^′_1| j^ν_{[1]} |p_1, λ_1⟩ D^{1/2}_{λ1μ1} [R_W (k_1, B(v_{in}))]

×D^{1/2}_μ0_{2μ2} [R_W (k_2, B^{−1}(v_{out})B(v_{in}))]D^{1/2}_μ0_{3μ3} [R_W (k_3, B^{−1}(v_{out})B(v_{in}))]

×δ^3[k^′_2 − B^{−1}(v_{out})B(v_{in})k_2]δ^3[k^′_3 − B^{−1}(v_{out})B(v_{in})k_3]. (10)

Due to the symmetry of the wave functions it is sufficient to consider only the case where quark 1 is struck by the photon, while quarks 2 and 3 are the spectators, and to multiply the result by 3. The initial and final velocities are given by m_N v_{in} = p_{st} = ( √ m^2_N + (Q/2)^2, 0, 0, −Q/2) and m_N v_{out} = p^′_{st} = ( √ m^2_N + (Q/2)^2, 0, 0, Q/2), respectively, where m_N denotes the nucleon mass.

The single-particle current matrix element in Eq. (10) has the usual form [9]

⟨p^′_i, λ^′_i| j^ν_{[1]} |p_i, λ_i⟩ = e_1ū(p^′_i, λ^′_i) [ γ^ν f_1(Q̃^2) + i σ^{νρ}q̃_ρ 2m_i f_2(Q̃^2) ] u(p_i, λ_i) (11)

with u(p_i, λ_i) the Dirac spinor of quark i and q̃_ρ = p^′_ρ − p_ρ, Q̃^2 = −q̃^2, the momentum transfer on a single quark. It contains the quark invariant form factors f_1 and f_2. In the present study we assume pointlike constituent quarks for which f_1(Q̃^2) = 1 and f_2(Q̃^2) = 0.

From Eq. (10) one obtains the nucleon Sachs form factors through

F^{ν=0}_μ0_μ (Q^2) = G_E (Q^2)δ_μ0_{,μ}

F^{ν=2}_μ0_μ (Q^2) = Q m_N G_M (Q^2)δ_μ0_{,μ±1} μ, μ^′ = ± 1 2 . (12)

Note that only the ν = 0 and ν = 2 components of F^ν_μ0_μ are needed for the electric and magnetic form factors, respectively. There is no new information in F^{ν=1}_μ0_μ , and one simply recovers G_M . The ν = 3 component of the current vanishes due to current conservation q^ν_{st}j_ν = 0 (i.e. the continuity equation in the standard Breit frame).

3 Results

The predictions of the GBE CQM [3] for the nucleon e.m. form factors are shown in Fig. 1 below. Their properties at zero momentum transfer are reflected by the charge radii and magnetic moments given in Table 1. The results were calculated in PFSA as explained in the previous section. The input into the calculations consists only of the proton and neutron three-Q wave functions as produced by the solution of the Hamiltonian (1).

One observes that an extremely good description of both the proton and neutron e.m. structure is achieved. It is rather surprising that all relevant observables are quite correctly reproduced. This appears remarkable in view of

Fig. 1. Proton (upper) and neutron (lower) electric (left) and magnetic (right) form factors as predicted by the GBE CQM [3] in PFSA (solid lines). A comparison is given to the results in NRIA (dashed) and the case with the confinement interaction only (dashed-dotted). The experimental data are from Ref. [14].

the numerous attempts that have been made to explain the low-momentum-transfer e.m. form factors from CQM. Evidently relativity plays a major role here. For comparison we also show results for the form factors when calculated in nonrelativistic impulse approximation (NRIA), i.e. with the standard non-

Table 1 Proton and neutron charge radii as well as magnetic moments as predicted by the GBE CQM [3] in PFSA. A comparison is given also to the results in NRIA and the case with the confinement interaction only. PFSA NRIA Conf. Experimental

r^2p [fm^2] 0.75 0.10 0.37 0.774(27) [15], 0.780(25) [16]

r^2n [fm^2] �0.12 �0.01 �0.01 �0.113(7) [17]

μp [n.m.] 2.64 2.74 1.84 2.792847337(29) [18]

μn [n.m.] �1.67 �1.82 �1.20 �1.91304270(5) [18] relativistic form of the current operator and no Lorentz boosts applied to the nucleon wave functions. Evidently there is no way of describing the nucleon e.m. form factors in a nonrelativistic theory. However, also in comparison to other relativistic attempts (see, e.g., [19–21]) the covariant results obtained here with the use of realistic CQM wave functions in the point-form approach appear noteworthy, since the e.m. form factors of both the neutron and the proton are readily explained even with pointlike constituent quarks. At least for the range of momentum transfers considered in Fig. 1 there is no need to introduce constituent quark form factors (or any other phenomenological parameters beyond the CQM). This has been necessary in previous relativistic studies in order to bring the theoretical predictions in agreement with experimental data [19–21]. Here, in particular, the momentum dependences already have the right behaviour. E.g., the proton electric form factor nicely matches the dipole form for Q^2 . 1 GeV^2, while it starts to deviate from it beyond, following the trend of recent JLab data [22]. It is only with regard to the magnetic moments that there remains a small difference between the theoretical predictions and the experimental data. An explanation for this gap might be offered by a recent study of pion-loop corrections to magnetic moments [23].

The results presented here depend predominantly on the relativistic boost effects introduced into the nucleon wave functions. The corresponding Lorentz transformations affect the quark spins and the momentum dependences of the wave functions (cf. Eq. (10)). In the point-form approach we are able to perform these transformations without any approximations. The calculations are facilitated by the fact that in point form all interactions are contained in the momentum operators while the generators of the Lorentz group remain interaction-free. This represents an important technical advantage, in that the angular momenta and Lorentz boosts are just the same as in the free case.

In order to get an idea of the role of the GBE hyperfine interaction in the e.m. form factors, we have also considered the case with the confinement potential only. In addition to differences in the wave functions, the nucleons now also have a larger mass of m^{conf}_N = 1353 MeV. This different mass is very important for the behavior of the form factors for low Q^2 and is essentially responsible for the corresponding results given in Table 1. Shifting the nucleon mass artificially to m_N = 939 MeV would change the charge radii and magnetic moments in the following way: r^2 → r^2 ( m^{conf}_N /m_N

)_2 and μ → μ ( m^{conf}_N /m_N ) . As a result the proton charge radius as well as the magnetic moments of both the proton and the neutron would then already be very close to the values obtained with the full interaction. Only the neutron charge radius would still remain much too small, due to the absence of the mixed-symmetry component in the wave function for the case with the confinement potential only. Though the mixed-symmetry component brought about by the hyperfine interaction is rather small, it turns out to be most essential for reproducing the neutron charge radius in a reasonable manner.

4 Summary and Conclusions

We have presented a first study of elastic nucleon e.m. form factors with the GBE CQM in the point-form approach. The theoretical predictions obtained in PFSA are found to be in remarkably good agreement with all experimental data (charge radii, magnetic moments, electric and magnetic form factors) both for the proton and the neutron. No further ingredients beyond the quark model wave functions (such as constituent quark form factors etc.) have been employed. Only relativistic boost effects are properly included in point-form relativistic quantum mechanics.

Our results suggest that relativistic boost effects are most important in the calculation of nucleon e.m. observables. The point-form approach appears advantageous from a practical point of view, as it makes it possible to include all boost effects in the evaluation of the current-operator matrix elements.

After the successful description of the spectroscopy of all light and strange baryons in a unified framework [3], the GBE CQM now appears capable of also explaining the first dynamical observables, namely the nucleon e.m. structure. It will be important to perform a series of further detailed studies related to the present investigation of proton and neutron elastic form factors. At the same time one is immediately tempted to ask how well electromagnetic transitions (and further on hadronic reactions such as baryon resonance decays) can be described. The point-form approach offers the possibility for performing the relevant investigations on a reliable basis.

Acknowledgements

We have profited from numerous discussions with L.Ya. Glozman. The work was partly performed under the contract ERB FMRX-CT-96-0008 within the frame of the Training and Mobility of Researchers Programme of the European Union.

References

[1] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122 (1961) 345; S.P. Klevansky, Rev. Mod. Phys. 64 (1992) 649.

[2] S. Aoki et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 4392; J.I. Skullerud and A.G. Williams, hep-lat/0007028.

[3] L.Ya. Glozman, W. Plessas, K. Varga and R.F. Wagenbrunn, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 094030.

[4] L.Ya. Glozman and D.O. Riska, Phys. Rept. 268 (1996) 263. [5] B. Bakamjian and L.H. Thomas, Phys. Rev. 92 (1953) 1300. [6] B.D. Keister and W.N. Polyzou, Adv. Nucl. Phys. 20 (1991) 225. [7] P.A.M. Dirac, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21 (1949) 392. [8] W.H. Klink, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) 3617. [9] W.H. Klink, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) 3587.

[10] T.W. Allen, W.H. Klink and W.N. Polyzou, nucl-th/0005050. [11] Y. Suzuki and K. Varga, Stochastic Variational Approach to Quantum- Mechanical Few-Body Problems, (Springer Verlag, Berlin/Heidelberg), (1998).

[12] Z. Papp, A. Krassnigg and W. Plessas, Phys. Rev. C 62 (2000) 044004. [13] W.H. Klink, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 213 (1992) 31.

[14] L. Andivahis et al., Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 5491; R.C. Walker et al., Phys. Rev.

D 49 (1994) 5671; A.F. Sill et al., Phys. Rev. D 48 (1993) 29; G. Höhler et al., Nucl. Phys. B 114 (1976) 505; W. Bartel et al., Nucl. Phys. B 58 (1973) 429; T. Eden et al., Phys. Rev. C 50 (1994) R1749; M. Meyerhoff et al., Phys. Lett. B 327 (1994) 201; A. Lung et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 718; C. Herberg et al., Eur. Phys. J. A 5 (1999) 131; D. Rohe et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 4257; M. Ostrick et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 276; J. Becker et al., Eur. Phys. J. A 6 (1999) 329; P. Markowitz et al., Phys. Rev. C 48 (1993) R5; S. Rock et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 (1982) 1139; E.E.W. Bruins et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 75 (1995) 21; H. Gao et al., Phys. Rev. C 50 (1994) R546; H. Anklin et al., Phys. Lett. B 428 (1998) 248; H. Anklin et al., Phys. Lett. B 336 (1994) 313.

[15] R. Rosenfelder, Phys. Lett. B 479 (2000) 381.

[16] K. Melnikov and T. van Ritbergen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 1673. [17] S. Kopecky, P. Riehs, J.A. Harvey and N.W. Hill, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2427.

[18] D.E. Groom et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 15 (2000) 1.

[19] F. Cardarelli, E. Pace, G. Salmè and S. Simula, Phys. Lett. B 357 (1995) 267;

F. Cardarelli, E. Pace, G. Salmè and S. Simula, Few-Body Syst. Suppl. 11 (1999) 66; F. Cardarelli and S. Simula, Phys. Lett. B 467 (1999) 1; F. Cardarelli and S. Simula, nucl-th/0006023.

[20] A. Szczepaniak, C.R. Ji and S.R. Cotanch, Phys. Rev. C 52 (1995) 2738. [21] F. Coester and D.O. Riska, Few-Body Syst. 25 (1998) 29. [22] M. K. Jones et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 1398. [23] L.Ya. Glozman and D.O. Riska, Phys. Lett. B 459 (1999) 49.