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Abstract. Using an effective Lagrangian approach as well as the QGéukn Strings Model we analyze near-
threshold production ofio(980)-mesons in the reactioW N — dK K as well as the background of non-resonant
K K-pair production. We argue that the reactipn — dK+K° at an energy releas@ < 100 MeV is dominated

by the intermediate production of tlg(980)-resonance. At larger energies the non-resoiiants °-pair production

— where the kaons are produced in a relatRavave — becomes important. The effects of final-state icteras

are evaluated in a unitarized scattering-length approacdhfeund to be in the order of a 20% suppression close to
threshold. Thus in present experiments at the Cooler Sgirar COSY-Jillich folQ < 107 MeV theag signal can
reliably be separated from the non-reson&nt X° background.

PACS. 25.10.+s Meson production — 13.75.-n Proton induced reasti

1 Introduction In a recent work[[28] we have considereg production
in the reactionstN — agN and NN — dag near thresh-
old and at beam energies up to a few GeV. An effective La-

During the last two decades the physics of the lightest scaf§@ndian approach as well as the Regge-pole model were ap-
mesonsuo(980) and f,(980) has gained vivid attention. ThePlied to investigate different contributions to the crosst®n
constituent quark model considers these scalar mesonslasftf) the reactiontN- — aoN. These results were aI(so used
ventionalgg states (see, e.g., RefsI[I.2J3]14,5] and referend@§ n analysis ofay production in NV collisions [29.30].
therein), however, the structure of these states seemstiotee 1 tis paper we present a more detailed study of the reaction
subtle. Alternative descriptions arek” molecules[E7J8], uni- VN — dK K taking into account both the, contribution to
tarizedqq states[[2.10] or four-quark cryptoexotic states [11iS reaction as well as the non-resonank” background. We
T2[13]. A further problem with these light scalar mesons isdgmonstrate that the-channel mechanism — normalised to
possibly strong mixing between the uncharge®80) and the the data from LBL (Berkeley) for the reactign — dX at
£5(980) due to a common coupling t& K intermediate states 3.8 GeVic|31] — can regrgc{i}uce the total cross section of the
[L2/T2[T5.15]. This effect will influence the structure bit €actionpp — dag — dK™ K" at 3.46 GeVicQ = 46 MeV)
uncharged component of thg(980) and implies that a com- 35 measured at ANKE. However, it fails to reproduce the dis-
parative study of thel anda; (or ag) has to be performed. trib_ution in the deuteron scatterin.g angle_. We show thahtjua
Moreover, theao(980)-fo(980) mixing can generate isospmtatlvely better results can be achieved within the framévedr

violation in different reactions withi/ fo production [17.18, the Quark-Gluon Strings Model (QGSM).
19/20)].

At COSY-Jillich an experimental program on the study of Our paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2 and 3 the two-
near-threshold,/ fo production inpp, pn, pd anddd interac- step model within the framework of an effective Lagrangian
tions has been started with the ANKE spectromeétel [21,22, 2pproach is used for the analysis of different contribigtifor
24125]. Recently, first results on the reactjgn — dK+K° resonant (through th&) and non-resonant production BfK
near threshold have become available at an excess energgaifs in the reactionVN — dKK. In Sect. 4 the reaction
Q = 46 MeV [Z6]. The present study is devoted to the theoreNN — dag — dK K is considered additionally within the
ical analysis of these data. Furthermore, we provide ptiedis Quark-Gluon Strings Model while in Sect. 5 a detailed analy-
for different observables at larger excess endpggnd inves- sis of final-state interactions (FSI) is given. Our conclusiare
tigate the influence of final-state interactions (FSI), thear- presented in Sect. 6. The amplitudes for the different dmuntr
tance of which has been pointed out in REf][27]. tions to the reactionsN — ao N are given in the Appendix.


http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0402093v1

2 V. Yu. Grishina et al.: Near-threshold productionas@{980) mesons

,,V"K p
v/ek“k R —> © > P
p " T[Olr] v ",’ —_
c =0 &K ®)] 1a
a) K (K*) $ _,

a) ., T~k K"
T A L n

- o >

P
K+
P @"V/
; p
1
1
d
b *A
b) ) K 1
1
1
- —~
P TSl
K°
Fig. 2. Diagrams describing non-resonant mechanisms in the ogacti
pp — dK T K° within the framework of the two-step model.
description of this particle by neglecting the 4th compdraén
its polarization vector. Correspondingly, the relativetioo of
c) the nucleons in the deuteron is also treated non-relatisist.

Thepp — dag andpp — dK+ K amplitudes have to be anti-
symmetrized with respect to permutation of the initial pret
a andb and therefore can be written as:

T +(Pa,qq) = T ,qd
Fig. 1. Diagrams describing resonant contributions to the reactio pp—da, (Pa;da) = pp—rdag  (Pa> da)
b

pp — dK* K° within the framework of the two-step model. —Tm‘;da (Pv, da) » (1)

_ _ Tpp—sax+go(Pa,dd, d12) = Tps_ﬂﬁ(+f(0 (Pas9d,q12)
2 Effective Lagrangian approach to the ba
. = Tpp—)dK*KU (pb7 dd;, q12) (2)
reaction NN — dKK
Here and below the notatiogs, g2, ¢4, p. andp;, are used for
Within the framework of the two-step model (TSM) with onethe 4-momenta of th&®, K+, deuteron, initial protons and

pion exchange in the intermediate state (cf. R&fS[32,8%®) b, respectively. We have introduced the relative 3-momentum

contributions of hadronic intermediate states to the aomdi q;» = (q1 — q2)/2 for the final kaons, which are also con-
of the reactiorpp — daj — dK*+K° are described by dia- sidered as nonrelativistic particles for excess energies:
gramsa) —c) in Fig.[. Accordingly, we consider different con-100 < 150 MeV. The motion of the nucleons andd’ in the

tributions to the resonant amplitugev — aqN — KK N: deuteron is described by the relative momentum: = (py —
i) the u- and s-channel nucleon exchanges (H§). 1 a) and b),/)/2 = py — qq4/2. Then one can write the first terms
respectively); T;;’ﬁda (pa,qq) and Tpp_>dK+Ku (Pa>dd,qi2) on the r.h.s.
i) the n- and f1 (1285)-meson exchanges (FIg. 1 c); of Egs. ﬂ) andR) asl([32])

i) the b; andp, Reggeon exchanges (Fig. 1 c).

The non-resonant background contribution to the reaction — Tab

dK K is described by the diagrams in Fig. 2 a) and byfor L ppsda; (Pa>Ad

K* —r(n)- andK-exchange, respectively (see also Refl [30]). M ao)}Jl
Since we are interested in thg — da{{ andpp — dK+t KO Z

cross sections near threshold, where the momentum of the fi-

nal deuteron is comparatively small, we use a non-reldgitvis  x(—ios)o’o - € Dolpy, (py) , 3)

) = fﬂmNN‘ (p° +mn) (2my)*/?

T

paa Qd) SOC)Z:G (pa)

p—)da
X(ag)
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fann 0 Pva - da
T;Z?%dl(+f(0(paa dd,q12) = = (PO +mn) (QmN)3/2 ! Ga + 10N + 2mpy
mq _|_ pb
0 +my

X}l
X ZMgpjiK+R0 (Pa>9d, q12) sof\ra (Pa)
X

) D qo —my + Py - dd
x(—iog)ola - e o'y, (py) (4) 4yl o p° +my
b'a’
2mN
wherep, = —py = p, p° = p) = p) = /p? +m3 inthe
center-of-mass frame. The tensorfunctiMp%f_(}Z”)j D, qq) O +3my — Pg “Pya
a, ao

andM 7 - (Pasq ) are defined b theointe rals +dg Pt my

pp—dK+ K0 \Pas d;q12 Yy g 4mN

M@l ) = Lpyar Wy(poar) x B0 (000 s tow) } 9)

pp—)da;r as Yd (271') 3/2 d\Pb'a ao, )
y {_ P (=2 pyar + qa)’ } Herel{X(@0)} denotes the isospin factor,
0
P my dmn S{ao, v} = (Gao + )%t = (po — pr)? (10)
{X(ao)}! FTrNN(taa’) . . B
x @S N (Pas Ads Prar) P — (5) and the 4-momentum efy is defined ag,, = p, + P» — qu-
aa’ — M Two invariant amplitudes
(X}l Epyar X
Mpp%dKJrf(U (paa qd, Q12) = W Wd(pb’a’) A{ (ao)}(S{a07 b} tbb/) (11)
Ph (=2pyar +qa)’ and
- {_po T my Amy B (0, 1y tow) (12)

define thes-channel helicity amplitudes for theN — aqN

x i) reaction as follows [14]

Fonn(taa
wN o i &N (Pas Ad> d12, Pra’) Frnniltaa) (6)

taa’ — m721.
_ _ My, »,(m"p = agN) =

Here ¥, (py ) is the deuteron wave function,,, = (p, — 1

€a,)2 is the virtual pion momentum squared. The vector func- @y, 75 {_A(& t) — 3 Y (gx + Gao), B(s, t)} uy,-(13)
ions

‘pf{r)zx(r(i[;)o}z\lr (Pasqds Porar) The amplitudes for different mechanisms of thep — aoN
and reactions are given in the Appendix for completeness. In the
X ( ) case of thes-, u-channel nuc_leon exchanges as Wellp_as, _
wN—K KN \Pa> d> A12; Pvra’ bi1-Reggeon exchanges we fix the parameters of the invariant

depend on the mechanism&ao) (or X) of the ay (or K K) amplitudesA(s, t) andB(s, t) using ther~p — adn channel.

production. For each vertex with a virtual meson we use tiR¥Ce the isoscalarandf, exchange mechanisms do not con-
monopole form factor tribute to this reaction we choose thep — a, p channel to

define parameters of the amplitudéés, t) and B(s, ¢). Then

A2 — 2 we can fix the isospin coefficients for different mechanisms i
Fi(t) = 42—, (7) Eq. @) as follows:T{#} = 3, 1{s} = 1, 1ir2} = {1} = 9,
! A2 —t
J i} = [{H(285)} — /5

The non-resonank K production viak* — P- exchange

where thed; denote a cut-off parametet, = 1.3 GeV. with a pseudoscalar mesdh— 70 or  is given by

In the case of th& K production viazg resonance we have

- ; K*—P} 1
the well-known convolution formula gpiN_}K;;{N(pa, dd,q12, Pvra’) =
{X(ao0)} 1 _ p{X(a0)} ! F oy
ngrN—:)I{f{N(p‘“ dd, 912, pb’a/) - gpﬂ—N—:jzoN(paa qd, pb’a’) %(bg)\/i Tﬂ*P*}K*RO (pa7 dd,d12, pb’a’)
Loy — Mp
X Fo(1May) (8) l l
« Py + (2pb/a/ + qd) (14)
whereFy(m,, ) is the Flatté mass distribution amplitude (see, PO + my 4dmy ’
e.g. Refl[34])imq, = v/ 2 and — i .
9 [38])maq (a1 +a2) where the elementary™ P — KT K transition amplitude has

the form

X l

éiNﬁ(}){ikoN(paa dd, Pva’) =

Tt pskt RO (paa dd; 912, pb’a/) = 9JK*rK gK*PK\/i

l 2pyar + qa)' (taar — m2) (b — mZ)
71X (a0)} _ Py ( a ., o u \laa ) (Tob K
P+ my Imn X 3 (Pa = Par + 1) (P — P + ¢2) o
FﬂKK*(taa/) FK*WK(tK*)FK*PK(tK*)FPKK*(tbb/)
XA{X(GO)}(S{aO,b’}a tor ) X P—— . (15)
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Heretx+ = (pa — P» — pa + pr)*. The coupling constants § r - da’
gk = —3.02, ggoqrx = V3 gr-ric and the cut-off pa- g 03 YN pp -da,
rameter for the virtualK* exchangedg(K*nK) = 3.29 — i - S

GeV are taken from RefL]7]. The remaining cut-off parameter s - Regge p, ‘<
Ag+«(K*wK) is adjusted to reproduce the experimental data T T T ~ N\

[26] (see Sect. 3). We note that the amplitudd (15) takes into 1075 fi ,'¥
account only thek**-exchange. In the case of tie= () f e AN
we should subtract (add) the correspondifif -exchange am- i L

plitude (obtained by the substitutian < ¢2 in Eq. {I5)). 10 g* s(N) -
This rule follows fromG-parity conservation. We recall that g - - T T~ Y
the G-parity of the K K-system with orbital momenturh and L — "
isospin[ is given by (—1)*!. Therefore, forl = 1 in our 1k \
case the orbital momentum of tiféK -pair should be odd for g n 1
positiveG-parity and even for negativ&-parity. Thus the non- [ et . \
resonans-, D-...waveK K-pair productioninthep — dK *K° 4 et

reaction is contributed by the— K* —n-exchange mechanism g _ .

(see also Sect. 3). The non-resonant K * — r-exchange part i Vs-my-my-m, 0 = 46 MeV

of thepp — diK T K° amplitude near threshold leads Ry F- 2| ‘
...waveK K-pair production. 10 e
For the sake of completeness we have calculated also the V5-m-m,-m, 0 [MeV]

K-exchange term defined by the diagram of (Elg. 1 e)). The
corresponding amplitude reads Fig. 3. Total cross section of thep — daZ reaction as a function

of the c.m. excess energy. The contributions of #h@nd s-channel
{K}ab 1 exchanges are shown by the bold dashed and thin dashed¢spsc-
pp%dK*Ro(pa’ Qd, q12) = NI X (16) tively. The lower long-dashed-dotted line and the dottad Hescribe
(K} T _ the f1- andn- exchanges. The dash-dotted line stands for the com-
Mpp_>dK+f(o (Pa»qd, q12) Pra (Pa) (—io2)o ©x, (Py)  bined p2 andb, Reggeon exchanges, while the model result for the
singlep2 Reggeon exchange is shown by the short-dashed-dotted line.

e

with the scalar function The arrow indicates the the excess enefz46 MeV of the ANKE
pe experiment.

K Pb'a’

szpde+K0 (Pa, Qa, Q12) = / 2m) 3(;2 Ya(Porar)

b b

X AxkN—KN(Pasdd, 12) Ag v &N (Pas dd, d12) Onest‘jp_)da; (Pasaq) @) <’:1ndTZ‘)1p_)dK+?O (Pa> da, q12) @)
F2Z (1 by exchanging, < py.

» %(f) _ ) .
tK — mK

Herety is the squared 4-momentum of the virtual kaon. F@ . cross section and non-resonant

the KN( KN) cross sections we used the parametrizatio . . >

from Reg‘._3£5].)The cut-off parametet was tapken to be 1.2 BSaCkg round in the reaction pp — dK™ K°

GeV (see, e.g. Rel.[36]). o
Keeping in mind that the nucleons in the deuteron are coil @o-resonance contribution

sidered as nonrelativistic particles, the momentum tessf

squared in the denominators of the propagators in EH3. (579)illustrate the hierarchy of the different mechanismshia t

can be rewritten as follows case ofag production we present in Fi§l 3 our results for the
0 ) total cross sectipn of the reactipp — dag . As in Ref. [28]

taar ~ =2 (p° — my) my — pa (—pb/a/ + %) theag NN coupling constant was taken from the Bonn model

my 2 [34]. For the virtual nucleon we used the standard form facto

—2ps " Pv'a’ +Padd, given by Eq.[[4) in the Appendix with a cut-off parameter

o 0 Qa2 Ay = 1.3 GeV, which satisfies the constraints found in our
top =~ —2 (P - mN) my — —— (pb’a’ + 7) recent analysis of the N — NKK and NN — NNKK

9 N reactions[[30] (see comment after Eq.](41)). Moreover,aisin

“#Pa Pba’ = Paqd; this approach we can simultaneously describe the LBL data on

tie >t ~ — (Pa+ Prar — q12)° - (18) the forward differential cross section of the reactipn— dag

i at 3.8 GeV/c[[31]. In practical terms: the cut-off parameter
The structure of the amplituded (1) afdl (2) guarantees thaty also be defined by normalizing thechannel contribution
their S-wave parts (when the initial and final states have o5 the |BL data.
bital momenta equal to zero) va_mish since they are f_orl:_)idhgfen The parameters of the Regge model have been fixed by
angular momel?tum conservation apd the Pauli principle. TRghasov and Shestakdv 14] in fitting Brookhaven data on the
second term§’™ | . (py,qa) @ndT %y zo(Pv, A, A12)  reactionr—p — adn at 19 GeV/c[[38]. All other parame-
on the r.h.s. of Eqslf[l) anfl(2) can be obtained from the fitsts were taken the same as in Refl.[30] (see also Appendix).



V. Yu. Grishina et al.: Near-threshold productionaf980) mesons 5

pp —daj - Ref. [30] ther — K* — 7(n)-exchange mechanisms for non-
resonanti’ K production in the reactionsN — NKK and
NN — NNKK has been considered. The results of calcula-
tions for therN — NKK cross sections in different isospin

pp - dK*K® (nonres.)

10 F @ oSV Slench, 2003 ; channels showed that thg-resonant part is expected to be
02 oL more pronounced &) < 250 MeV while the non-resonant
T . background might become dominant@t> 250 MeV (see
-3r o

Fig. 4 in Ref. [30]). The analysis of different isospin chatm

of the reactionVN — NNKK demonstrated that the pro-
duction of theny — as compared to the background — is more
pronounced in the reactiggp — pnK KO than in the reac-

10

10

1070 PRy tionpp — pp K+ K.

.,-" el L — - ﬁﬂu'JSE“Qch. Here we use these previous results to analyze the role of the
10 ‘6;"/" S R K- exch. non-resonant background in the — dK+K° reaction. The

e o . K - exch. diagrams describing — K* — 7(n)- and K-exchange mech-
107k ...... K - exch anisms are shown in Fifl 2 a) and b), respectively. The esult

g oot ' of the calculations are presented in Fig. 4. The dash-dattdd
10 8, L T “"j*”“’"‘r‘es' dotted lines in Fig. 4 display the background corresponting

10 102 m — K* — 7 andr — K* — n- exchange mechanisms, re-

spectively, while thé<-exchange contribution is shown by the
short-dashed line. It can be seen from Fig. 4 that this dounri
Fig. 4. Total cross section of thep — dK ™ K° reaction as a function tion is much smaller than the cross section forthe K* — -
of the c.m. excess energy. Thg-resonance part of the cross sectiogxchange and may savely be neglected.
is displayed by the long-dashed line. The dash-dotted atiddiiines As follows from theG-parity constraints (See comment af-
show the background correspondingtte- K* —7-andw — K* —n-  ter Eq. (15)) ther — K* — 7 mechanism contributes mainly
exchange mechanisms, respectlvely. 'Ff_}@)fchar?ge contribution is tg the P-wave in thek + K0-system, while ther — K* — 7-
shown by the short-dashed line. The solid line displays tine sf the - o chanism contributes dominantly to thavave. The latter, in
all contrlbuthns. The bold point shows the experimentassrsection principle, viaK K-FSI can contribute to the resonantchan-
from Ref. [28]. nel where the kaons are also produced in a relatiweave.
However, we neglect this in the following since the contribu
As seen in FigI3 the dominant contribution to the cross sgéen from this channel is very small (see dotted line in Figy. 4
tion of the reactiorpp — dal near threshold comes fromand conclude thak' K™ pairs from background will predomi-
theu-channel mechanism (shown by the bold dashed line) ap@ntly be in aP-wave, while in the case of, decay it will
all other contributions fromf;- and n-meson exchanges; be produced in th&-wave (see also Section 2 and Refl[30]).
channel nucleon exchange ahd and p,- Reggeons can be According to the long-dashed line in Fig. 4 the resonantigart
neglected (for the forward differential cross section teisult dominant up ta ~ 100 MeV. The background is seen to give
was obtained earlier in ReF.[28]). an important contribution only fap > 100 MeV.

The ag-resonance contribution to the cross section of the As mentioned before, the TSM gives an integrated cross
reactionpp — dK+ KV is calculated by convoluting the crosssection of about 28 nb & = 46 MeV for the a, resonance
section of then production with the Flatté mass distributiorPart. As concerning the contribution of tiiewave K K pairs,
(see Eq.(8) and also RéF.J30]). The result for the domimgnt We normalized it here to 6.5 nb at the sa@eThis value was
resonance part corresponding to the diagram in Hig. 1 a)oigtained in Ref.[[26] from the best fit to the data. To describe
shown by the long-dashed line in Fig. 4. The parameters ibWithin ther — K* — r-exchange model we use a the cut-off
the Flatté mass distribution are taken from Rel.[34); = 999 parameterlk (K*nK) = 1.25 GeV. Using Eqgs.[12) [{4)[16)
MeV, g, = 324 MeV andg? . /g2, = 1.03. As it follows and [13)(Ib) one can f'”fiﬂlat the leading term for fh&
from Fig. 3 the total cross section of the reactign— da at £ -Wave partofthep — dK™K ¢ amplitude has the following

Plab = 3.46 GeV (Q = 46 MeV) in the narrow, width limitis ~ SPIn structure
about 1.2u:b. After convolution with the Flatté distribution we P K T ) «(d)
find thato(pp — dag — K+ KO) is about 28 nb (see Fig. 4).  Lppsar+ ko ~ Pra (Pa) (—io2)(0 - pa)(o - €7Y) x

The effective branching ratio for thgy decay to thek K mode (0 - Pa)(Pa - q12) P, (Db) - (19)

is 0.023 aty) = 46 MeV. Such a large suppression as compared

with the standard valu€y z /I, = 0.177 £ 0.024 [39] isre-  Therefore, within ther — K* — 7-exchange model the back-
lated to the phase space limitation and thevave character of ground has the following angular distribution

ao production in the reactiopp — dag near threshold.

Vs-m-m,-m, 0 [MeV]

do

TR ~ N cos® 0y, (20)

3.2 Background contributions ) ) )
whered 215 = dcosf12 dpio With 215 being the solid angle

An important problem is to understand the role of the nofer the K K relative momentuney;». The angular distribution
resonant contribution to thgp — dK K cross section. In in 6,5 as given by Eq.[TJ0) is in a good agreement with the
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only one-nucleon exchange in thechannel, the latter is equiv-
alent to an infinite sum of contributions for all baryon reso-
nances with isospin 1/2 lying on the nucleon Regge trajgctor

+
p q o

4.1 Spin structure of the NN — dag amplitude in the
QGSM

The spin dependence of thel — pn amplitude has been
evaluated in Ref[140] by assuming that all intermediaterkjua
> > > clusters have minimal spins and thehannel helicities in the
p 5q d qguark-hadron and hadron-quark transition amplitudes @ne c

served. In this limit the spin structure of the amplitdde d —
pn) can be written as (see Ref.[40], comment after Eq. (27))

Fig. 5. Planar quark diagram describing the reactipn— aZ d in the

quark-gluon-strings model (QGSM). (p3, Api Das AT (5,8) P2, Aas prs Ay) = 1, (p3)én, x

[Ava—spn(s,1)(P3 = P1) + Byapn(s, t)m] €x,0x, (pa)(21)
experimental date [26]. However, the TSM does not describe i
the distribution on the deuteron scattering angle: it prisda Wherem is the nucleon massy, ps, ps, andpy are the 4-
forward peakl[2B] instead of a forward dip found in the ANKENomenta of the photon, deuteron, proton and neutron, respec
experiment (see Fig. 4 in Ref_]26]). A possible solutionrot tively, andA; denotes thes channel helicity of the-th parti-

discrepancy is presented in the next Section within the Quafle- The invariant amplituded. 4 (s, t) and Bya—pn(s, 1)
Gluon Strings Model (QGSM). have similar Regge asymptotics (see below). It is possible t

show (cf. Ref. [[4D]) that at small scattering angles theorati
Ryqa = Ayaopn(s,t)/Byaspn(s,t) is a smooth function of

4 The reaction NN — dag in the QGSM t and can be considered as an effective constant that depends
on the ratio of the nucleon mass to the constituent quark mass

As we have argued in the previous section the model badgd: £ ~ m/(2m,). We note that such a simple interpretation
on the effective Lagrangian approach can describe the gneff 2 in general does not work at large scattering angles.
behaviour of the total cross section of the reactiotv — Itis interesting to note that the spin structure of the—
day. However, it fails to reproduce the angular dependengg amplitude in Eq.[(A1) is very similar to the amplitude within
of the differential cross section. Remarkably, even atdhre the Reggeized Nucleon Born Term Approach (RNBTA) where
old the typical values of the momentum transfer in the reactithe /2y« = 1 is directly related to the spin structure of the nu-
NN — dag exceed 1 Ge¥. Thus a complete description ofcleon propagator (see Refs. [45, 46]). _
this reaction would require to take into account relativist- In complete analogy with E.{P1) the spin structure of the
fects as well as quark degrees of freedom. This can be dod@plitudeT’(pp — dag ) can be written as
for example, within the framework of the Quark-Gluon Stsng )
Model (QGSM), which recently has successfully been applied  (qd, Ad; Gao [T (5, 1) [Pas Aa; by Ab) = Ua, (Pa)éx, X
in Refs. [40,411,42] to the description of deuteron photiodis . R .
tegration at energies above 1 GeV at all angles. [Appﬂdaﬁ (5:8)(Pa = dag) + By at (5, t)m} ax, (pe) (22)

This model — proposed originally by Kaidalol/_143]44] . ) ) ]
— is based on two ingredients: i) a topological expansion IR order to achieve consistency of the differential cross se
QCD and ii) a space-time picture of the interactions betweéfin do/dt with the Regge behaviour we use the following
hadrons that takes into account the confinement of quarks PRrametrization of the amplitude, , _, - (s t)
a more general sense the QGSM can be considered as a mi-
croscopic (nonperturbative) model of Regge phenomenology
for the analysis of exclusive and inclusive hadron-hadrh a
photon-hadron reactions on the quark level. The main assump
tion of the QGSM is that the amplitud&®(yd — pn) and Where
T(NN — apd) can be described by planar graphs with three o ()
valence-quark exchange tr{or u)-channels with any number (s,8) = F(t) S oxp |—i T (o (t) — 1
of gluon exchanges between them (Big.5). This correspandst 88"’ 50 P 2\ 2/
the contributions of theé- and u-channel nucleon Regge tra-
jectories. In the space-time picture the intermediathannel Hereay(t) is the trajectory of the nucleon Regge pole and
consists of a string (or color tube) withand5¢ states at the s, = 4 GeV? ~ m?. We take the dependence of the residue
ends. F(t) ontin the form

Itis interesting to compare thechannel mechanism of the
two-step model described by Fig. 1 a) with the planar quark
diagram of the QGSM shown in Fig. 5. If the former desribes

pp—)daoJr (S’ t)

2
& |

1
= g |MRegge(Sat)|2 ) (23)

F(t) = Bres {ﬁ exp (R?t) + C exp (R%t)} (25)
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as used previously in Ref§. [47]48] for the description efrés =10 pp - da

actionspp — dnt andpd — pr— at—t < 1.6 GeV? as well as = i OQ K*RO

for the analysis of deuteron photodisintegratiofat> 1 GeV © 1L +=0

(see Ref.[[40]). In EqL{25) the first term in the square brack- - pp~dK'K"(nonres.)

ets contains the nucleon pole and the second term accounts fo
the contribution of non-nucleonic degrees of freedom in the 10 ¢ § ANKE Collab.,
deuteron. B COSY-Juelich, 2003
The amplitudes defined by EqE.121) ahd (22) have a rather 2|
simple covariant structure and can be extrapolated to kange
gles. As shown in Ref[]40] the energy behavior of the cross

section for the reactiond — pn at large angles crucially de- 10 £
pends on the form of the Regge trajectany (¢) for large neg- g . . QasM
ativet. Best agreement with experimental data is obtained for 4f .- a°’ Tem
a logarithmic form: 10 & . —  Nuel. Exch.
[ . —————s- TeK -1t~ exch.
an (t) = an (O) - (/YV) ln(l - t/TB) ; (26) 10 _5; .,'/. ag+nonres.
E R4
where the intercepty (0) = —0.5, the slopex/y, (0) = 0.8 = f/./'/
0.9 GeV~2 andTp = 1.5+ 1.7 GeV2. We adopt the following 10 —
values for the parameters of the residug) of Eq. (25): 10 10

Vs-m-m,-m,0 [MeV]

C=0.7GeV? R =1+2GeV > R3=0.03GeV ?. Fig. 6. Total cross section of thep — dK+ K reaction as a func-
. . tion of the c.m. excess energy. The long dashed line displeeys,-
These parameters of the residue and trajectory, excepéor fesonance part of the cross section calculated within thd Eame
overall normalization factoB,., are not very different from a5 in Fig. (4)), which is very close to the results for thecontribu-
those determined by fitting data on the reactipps— dn™ at  tion from the QGSM (short dashed line). The dash-dotteddmawvs

—t < 1.6 GeV? [47] andyd — pn at E, > 1 GeV [40]. the background corresponding to the- K* — 7 exchange mecha-
We considered thep — dag amplitude [ZR) within the nism while the solid line displays the sum of the background the
RNBTA, i. e. for a fixed ratio ao production cross section calculated within the QGSM. T tiedfot
shows the experimental cross section from Refl [26].
Raod = Appﬂdagr (Sa t)/Bpp%da(T (Sv t) = 17

as well as its generalization corresponding to the QGSM. Thepss section calculated within the QGSM andkh&” P-wave
spin structure of the amplitude within the QGSM takes inteackground contribution.
account quark degrees of freedom and the paramigtgrmay In order to check the consistency of our model for the
be different from 1. In line with Ref[[28] we also treat theproduction in thepp — dag reaction we compare the calcu-
ratio R,,q as a free parameter. The parameters of the residlaed forward differential cross section with the LBL d&8d]]
trajectory and the rati®,,; used for our calculations are givenin Fig.[d. The dotted line shows the prediction of the RNBTA.
in Tableddl anfll2. The calculations within the QGSM — normalized to the ANKE
data on the reactiopp — dag — K+K° — are in a good
agreement with the differential cross sections measureHIat
4.2 Numerical results [31] (open circles).
The calculated angular and invariant mass distributions fo
In Fig. 6 we show the:, resonance contribution to they — thepp — dK T K" reaction at) = 46 MeV in comparison to
dK*K?Y cross section calculated within the QGSM (dashetle experimental data[26] are shown in [Elg. 8. The dashed lin
curve) as well as the prediction of the TSM long-dashed lingorrespond td< + K° production through the, resonance and
The dash-dotted line displays the background correspgrdin has been calculated within the QGSM using the parameters
the 7 — K* — 7 exchange mechanism. Since we hdvé& from Set@od). The dashed-dotted lines describe fid P-
pairs in a relative S-wave basically due to diregtresonance wave background calculated within the- K* — w-exchange
production, we have normalized the results of the QGSM iodel. The solid lines indicate the sum of thg resonance
Q = 46 MeV to the experimental valugl.5 nb, which was and background contributions. In the upper part of the figure
found for the K K S-wave part[[26]. The corresponding valwe show also the angular distribution for deuterons catedla
ues of the normalization factdBres are given in Tabl&l2. In in the QGSM with parameters of Setl). The almost isotropic
Fig. 6 we display the result of the QGSM with parameters ahgular dependence given by this version of the QGSM (thin
Set @od). Since the calculations with Set() give practically solid line) is in a reasonable agreement with the data. The an
the same answer we discard an explicit representation $n thular distribution of deuterons for the, contribution as cal-
figure. As seen from Fig. 6 the energy dependence ofithe culated within the RNBTA is presented by the dotted line and
resonance contribution of the cross section predicted by tives a sharp forward peak similarly to the nonrelativistio-
TSM and QGSM is very similar af < 200 MeV. The solid step modell[28]. Therefore, both models — TSM and RNBTA
line in Fig. 6 displays the sum of thgy resonance production— are not able to reproduce the experimental deuteron an-
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Parameter Setfyd) [40] | Set@od)
oy (0) [GeV?] | 0.9 0.8

Tr [GeV?] 1.7 1.5

R} [GeV? 2 1

Table1. Parameters of the Regge trajectdiy (26) and the residliddP)e reactionsyd — pn (Settyd)) andpp — dad (Set@od)).

Parameters RNBTM QGSM
trajectory & residue | Setfyd) Setfyd) Set@od)
Bres[nb'/? - GeV’] | 5.23x10° | 3.19x10° | 2.67x10°
Ragd 1 -4 -4

Table 2. Parameters of the trajectory and residue, normalizatictofaBresand the ratiaR,, 4 used for theop — dao+ amplitude calculation
within the RNBTM and QGSM.

[ from the contribution from thex+ K° P-wave background:

Most of the events related to tlig resonance are concentrated

in the lower part of thek+ K mass spectrum, whereas the

— N ? main contribution of the background shows up at higher invar
\\ ~N

do /dQ [nb/sr]
S
T3
<1l
o
®
o
|
I
O

ant mass.

[
o
N
T
AN
AN

2 5 Final state interactions

=T RNBTA As has been stressed in Réf][27] the reactipn—+ dK T K°
might be sensitive to both th& T K0 and K d final-state in-
””” QGSM, Set (yd) teractions (FSI). The interaction of tHé* with protons and
_____ QGSM, Set (a,d) neutrons is rather weak[49] and following Ref.|[27] we will
. neglect it. Within our model we can describe thievave K K
1F M.A. Abolins et. al., . . + . .
i Q  pRU 25, p.469 (1970) cross section by direet; production with subsequent decay
ag — KT K?O. Contributions from non-resonaftwave K K
: production turned out to be negligeably small, whereadthe
e e e wave K K FSl it is small due to centrifugal suppression. Thus
10 10° 10° we only have to consider th&d FSI. To estimate the role of
Vs-m -m,-m,0 [MeV] the S-wave K d FSI we use the Foldy-Brueckner adiabatic ap-
i . . . _ . proach based on the multiple scattering (MS) formalism (see
ig. 7. Forward differential cross section of the reactign — da, Ref. [50]). Note that this method has already been used ér th

as a function of the c.m.excess energy. The open dots arepplee-e : .
imental data from Ref[[31]. The dotted line shows the pritaficof galculatlon of the enhancement factor for the reactighs—
Hen [B1] andpn — dn [32].

the RNBTA. The thin and bold dashed curves display the resfithe In the Foldy-Brueckner adiabatic approach B4 wave

GSM with it fS ds d tively. . 4 . -
Q with parameters of Seif) and Setfod). respectively function — defined at fixed coordinates of the protey) @and
the neutronx,,) (see Ref.[[50] for details) — reads as:

10

Y

gular distribution [2B5]. The best description of the datal¢b , tio, exp (ikrgo,)

solid line) is obtained by the QGSM with parameters of the  ¥k(rgo, Ty, Tn) = exp (ikrgo) + —5

Set @Od) )
Therefore, the QGSM gives a rather good description of the ,, (exp (ike,) + Lo, exp (ikrpy,) exp (z’krn))

ANKE data on the reactiopp — dK+TK° at Q=46 MeV [26] pn

simultaneously in agreement with the forward differertralss tizo,, exp (ikrgo,,)

section of the reactiopp — daj measured atLBL at 3.8, 4.5 + D

and 6.3 GeV/c[[31]. .
In Fig.[@ we present the predictions for the angular and x (exp (ikr,,) + tmw exp (ikrp)) ’ (27)

mass distributions ap = 107 MeV, where corresponding ex- Tpn

perimental data from ANKE are expected soon. It is import

to note that our model for thep — dK° K reaction predicts exp (2ikryn)

that the ratio of the background to thg contribution will in- D= (1 — troptgoy T) : (28)

creases by a factor of 3. Therefore, the background cotititbu pm

is expected to be about 40 %@t= 107 MeV. As seen from Heréry, = r, —ry, rgo, = rgo — Ip, rgo, = Tgo —

the lower part of Figll9 they resonance part can be separatet), andk = qiq4 matmgo andk, Tpn, €1C., are the moduli of

mg

Tf(op

TKon
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o Q=107 MeV
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do/d Q, [nb/sr]

do /d Q, [nb/sr]

N

1O e — e

I =
S
T
|

H

I

I

I

i

i

i

i

i

i
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i

i

o

I

do/d Q,, [nb/sr]
w
do/d Q, [nb/sr]

[

o ' N ¢ :
I

o

I
IN

=
)

do /dM [ub/GeV]
® -~

© o
N (o))
do /dM [ub/GeV]

o
)

099 1 101 1.02 1.03 1.04 obber” s L
M (K*K% [GeV] 1 102104106108 11

Fig. 8. Angular distributions (upper and middle part) and invatrian M (K'K") [GeV]

mass distribution (lower part) for thep — dK ™ K° reaction at Fig. 9. Angular distributions (upper and middle part) and invarian

Q = 46 MeV in comparison with the data from Ref.]26]. The dashethass distribution (lower part) for they — dK+ K° reaction a) =

(dashed-dotted) line corresponds &Ao" K° production in a relative 107 MeV (see Fig[B for the description of the lines.)

S-(P-) wave and the solid line is the sum of both contributionse Th

ao-resonance contribution shown by the bold and thin dashess li

results from the QGSM with parameters of Sgt{) and Setfd), re- Note that we use the unitarized scattering length appraiama

spectively. The dotted line is the result from the RNBBA, and®:.  for the latter, i.e.

are the polar angles for the c.m. deuteron momentum andédx .

relative momentum, respectively. f[I?N(kRN) — ((Q%N)*l _ iki{N) , (30)

wherek ; y is the modulus of the relativE N momentum and
I denotes the isospin of tH€ V system.

- =01 . ; ,
these vectorst oy is the KYN t-matrix which is related to The K d-scattering length then is defined as

the scattering amplitudgézo 5 by MS mq
Mo + My

tf(“p(kf(op =0) 4+ tgo,(kgo, =0) +tr (31)
1_tf{0p(kf{0p:0)tf{0n(kf{0n:0)/T2 ’

Kod —

mgo

tron(kgon) = (1 + ) fron (kgon)- (29)

m
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and the FSI enhancement factor as

pp - dK*K®
MM (g14) = | (rgo = 0,r, =r/2,r, = —1/2))|* .(32)

In Eq. (31) we have used the abbreviation

e 2t gop(kgop = 0)tgon (kgo, =0) ' (33) i . >
r a7
. . 0.8/ .7
To describe the deuteron structure we use the Paris wave func g
tion [62]. TheK N scattering lengths’. ., andal. , are taken P
from Ref. [53]:
i) ap = —1.57 +70.78 fm, a; = 0.32 + ¢ 0.75 fm (CSL set);
i) ag = —1.59 +4 0.76 fm, a; = 0.26 +i 0.57 fm ( K -matrix ¥
set). 0.6
We recall that the’kk’ N scattering length is strongly repul-
sive for the isospin channék0 and moderately attractive for | | | |
I=1. In the single scattering approximation then a slightitep A A A~ AmA oA A
sion adds up for th&'d systemAZ = —0.39+i 1.72 fm [53]. 200 400 600 800 1000
Results from Faddeev calculations with separdbl§ poten- \/s-md-m K-m KO [MEV]
tials — as carried out in Refl_[b4] — givd;,;, = —1.34 +
i 1.04 fm, i.e., they predict a largeld repulsion. We remind
the reader that a repulsion in the low-eneigy system can

lead to a FSI suppression factat (1); on the other hand, any spectively. The dashed and dotted lines correspond to thedaD8

attraction leads to a FSI enhancement factod{. . = . .
- . . K-matrix sets of the&' N scattering lengtH 193], respectively.
Evidently, the FSI effect is most important close to thresh- g lengtfL33], resp 4

old and is due to the long-range cohersavave K d interac-
tion. Therefore, one can safely assume that the range o8he F
is much larger than the range of the "hard’ interaction, \hsc . ) o 50 -
responsible for the production of tHé K -meson pair. In this 1€ invariant mass distributions for the ™ K° and dK
case the basic production amplitude and the FSI can be facg)Stems are shown in Fids.J11 124p+46 MeV and 107
ized [50], i.e. the FSI can be taken into account by multipgyi M€V: respectively. The dashed (upper) lines are calculfaed
the production cross section by the FSI factor. the resonance contributions, while t_he Qash—dotted (I))hv_ms
The partial wave structure of the final state for the basit@nd for the non-resonance contributions. The bold lires d
production amplitude corresponds (& ° K +),d] p, for ag pro- s_crlbe t_he contributions calc_ulated W|tho_ut _FSI, vyhere(thm)
duction anq(K0K+)pd]5 for the K’ K background. To calcu- lines with FSI are always slightly lower in line with Fig:]10.

late the_ corresponding FSI fac_tors we expressed theseglparti We note that the QGSM cannot predict the absolute value
waves in tfrms of partial am+pI|tudes of the second basis Wit the cross section and has been 'normalized’ to the data at
[(dK°)sKT]p and[(dK?),K"]|s. Then we have to take into 45 VeV, If we rescale the respective mass distribution up by
account that only the first term of the second basis is renlerma 20 o4 we obtain distributions practically identical to thécho
ized due to the5-wave K d interaction (see e.g. Ref. 127]). Ac-4ashed lines calculated without FSI. Therefore, increpsie
cording to experimental data [26] the latter configuratis®g ,ormalization of the QGSM by 1.2 our calculations for the
about 50% contribution to the total production cross seaid -+ 170 and 40 mass distributions will be again in a good
the reactiorpp — dK* K° atQ=46 MeV [56]. agreement with the ANKE data[26]. Let us note that the pre-
The results of our calculations for the FSI effect on thgictions of Ref. [277] on strong distorsions of e+ K0 and

cross section of the reactign — dK*K° as well as on the 0, invariant mass spectra by ti&’d FSI were not confirmed
KT K% anddK° mass distributions are shown in Fi§s] 10] 1By the experiment[26].

and[I2. We start with the energy dependence of the FSI fac-

tor which is presented in Fif._110. The upper and lower lines We finally address the validity of the FSI model employed
correspond ta, production and thé K background, respec- here. The multiple scattering (or fixed center) approachAMS
tively. We find that the FSI factors are smaller than one as exas applied to the calculations of tHé~d scattering length
pected from the repulsion in the system (see discussioredboin Ref. [53] before and has also been compared to full multi-
Furthermore, the suppression of the non-resonant backdroshannel Faddeev calculations in RELI[55]. In the lattedigtsi

is larger than for theiyy resonant channel. In the latter casé was found that the MSA — with a single-channel absorptive
the suppression is about 0.81@t46 MeV and 0.88 at 107 KN interaction — gives quite reliable estimates for the real
MeV, while the background is suppressed by 0.0a#t6 MeV and imaginary parts of th& —d scattering length. Our results
and 0.79 at 107 MeV, respectively. The dashed and dottesl lidier the latter are in reasonable agreement with the caloulat
correspond to the CSL and K-matrix sets of théV scatter- of Ref. [53]: we foundAz, = —0.78 + i 1.23 fm for the K-

ing length [53]; both parameter-sets lead to approximatedy matrix set while Ref.[[53] givesl;,; = —0.72 + ¢ 0.94 fm
same suppression factors. which has to be multiplied additionally by the 'reduced mass

FSI factor
=

Fig. 10. The final state interaction factor for the reactipp —
dKT KO as a function of the energy above threshold. The upper and
lower lines correspond t@, production and théd K background, re-
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Q=46 MeV
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result is evidently quite good.

|v| (K°d) [GeV]

Fig. 11. Invariant mass distributions for th&* K9 (upper part) and
dK° (lower part) systems for the reactigp — dK*+ K0 at Q=46

MeV. The dashed (dash-dotted) lines are calculated foradbermance
(non-resonance) contributions. The bold (thin) curvescides the
contributions without (with) the FSI included. The expeeimal data
are taken from Ref[126].

factor (see, e.g..151])

(L +mgo/m)

- A&7 7 ~1.18.
(1 +mgo/ma)

6 Conclusions

In this work we have performed a detailed studyagfpro-
duction in the reactiolVN — dK+K° near threshold and GeV/c (Q = 46 MeV) as measured at COSY_[26]. However,

at medium energies. Using the two-step model (TSM) bastet TSM failed to reproduce the experimental distribution i
on an effective Lagrangian approach with one-pion exchanite deuteron scattering angle.

Q=107 MeV
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Fig. 12. Invariant mass distributions for the+ K0 (upper part) and
dK° (lower part) systems for the reactipp — dK K0 at Q=107
MeV. The assignment of the individual lines is the same asgrH.

in the intermediate state we have analyzed different dountri
tions to the cross section of the reactidnV — dag corre-
sponding tot-channel diagrams with- and f; (1285)-meson
exchanges as well asandu-channel graphs with an interme-
diate nucleon. We have also considereditithannel Reggeon
mechanism witth; andp, exchanges with parameters normal-
ized to the Brookhaven data far p — a9n at 18 GeV/cl[3B].
These results have been used to calculate the contributign o
mesons to the cross section of the reactipn—+ dK+K°. We

—0.85+1 1.11 fm. The agreement with our found that the dominant contribution is given by the nucleon

u-channel mechanism.

Within this approach, which is practically equivalent to a
direct normalization of thei-channel contribution to the LBL
data [31] on the forward differential cross section of thacre
tion pp — da at 3.8 GeV/c, we could reproduce fairly well
the total cross section of the reactipp — dK+K° at 3.46
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As an alternative and more general approach we have em- M]E] (T7p = agP) = 9fimacGfL NN
ployed the Quark-Gluon Strings Model (QGSM), that recently
has successfully been applied to the description of demtero ! LR, -
photodisintegration dat& [40.,142]. Within the QGSM theraris X (Pt P (g’”/ m% ) pa)wsu(pe)
almost complete analogy between the amplitudes of the reac- 1
tionsyd — pn and NN — dag because both are described by X Fiinao(t) Fr,nn(t). (36)
planar graphs with three valence-quark exchange irt tfoe fi
u)-channels (cf. Fig. 5). Normalizing the QGSM predictions t , B _
the total cross section of the reactipp — dai — dik+K° Herep. andp; are the four momenta of ~ anda, , whereas
atQ = 46 MeV we have calculated the energy dependence@fandp? are the fourlmomenta oflthe |n|§|al and final protons,
the cross section as well as the angular and mass distriisutil?SPECtively, and = p —ps, t = (p; —p»)". The form factors
atQ= 46 and 107 MeV. In the QGSM we were able to reprd-i (t) at the different verticeg (j = fiV.V,7IV.N) are taken
duce the differential experimental distributionszt46 Meyv. N the form [I).
We have, furthermore, demonstrated that the QGSM gives also!" the case of; exchange we usg,yy = 6.1, Ayny=1.5
a rather good description of the LBL data at intermediate e -eV from [37] andgyra, =22 GeV (see !~33])' The contri-
ergies. In order to test the QGSM and its implications we ha@ytion of thef, exchange is calculated using, yy = 14.6,
made detailed predictions for an excess energy of 107 Mévivn = 2 GeV from [57] andgy, . »=2.5. The latter value
that can be controlled experimentally in the near future. Or g f1aom COMESPONASt0'(f1 — aom) = 24 MeV andBr(f, —
We also analyzed the non-reson&nk -pair production us- agm) = 34% (se_e Ref. [3D]). Ems) as v_veII as HEK%? can
ing a model withr — K* — 7(y)- and K -exchange mecha- be represented in the forfi{13) with the invariant amplitude

nisms. It is found that thé&-exchange mechanism can be nef—l(s’t) andB(s, ¢) given by

glected. As following fromG-parity conservation arguments Fpray () Epnn (1)

ther — K* — = mechanism contributes mainly to ttfe wave A (5,1) = —gnraggyn N —20 "éVN ,

in the K+ K°-system, while ther — K* — n-mechanism con- t—my

tributes dominantly to the&-wave. The latter channel turned B{”}(s,t) =0 (37)

out to be negligibly small. In addition we have explored the
effects from final-state interactions (FSI) in these readifor for then-exchange contribution and
the resonant and non-resonant channels. Due to an effegtive

pulsive interaction in théd system the FSI factor turns out to s+t4+u—2(m2 +m3)

AVt (st u) = 2my

be smaller than one. However, the net suppression foundis on mf{
in the order of 20% for they channel, while the background P P !
is suppressed by up te 30%. Moreover, the shape of the in- X frwaodfL NN fimao (t) 7”21 v () ,
variant mass distributions in th€+ K9 and K°d channels is t—m,
practically not influenced by the FSI. Fiinao () Fr NN (t)
. — o fima fiNN
In summary, we conclude that the reactign— dK +K° B (s,t) =2 gy maogp nn = - mfi (38)
1

at excess energi€g < 100 MeV should be dominated by the

intermediate production of the,(980)-resonance. Fof) > for the f,-exchange.
100 MeV the non-resonank * K -pair production can be im-  tp¢ amplitudes of the- andu-channel contributions are
portant, however, this background gives a dominant camribyefined by the standard expressions:

tion to the K K° P-wave at highetK t K° invariant mass.

This implies that the experimental program on the study of =~ 0 3 faNN 1
near-threshold, and f, production inpp, pn, pd anddd in- MR (7" p — agn) = —=V2 gagNN e s —m2 Fy(s)
teractions at COSY-Julich [21.22] is promising since the ., " _N
signal in theK K mode can reliably be separated from the non- * P1u w(pa) [(Pr + P2)ava + MmNy y5u(p2); (39)
resonants K background.
_ faNN 1
M} on) =v2ga F,

N(mp = agn) = V2 gagnn M G—m% v (u)

Appendix X 1 W(ph)5 (P2 = P)ae + mnlu(pe),  (40)

In this appendix we present theV — Na, amplitudes which W2|‘1€I’es = (p1+p2)?, u = (p2—p})?, my is the nucleon mass,
were used in Section 3 for the calculation of the resonant cofr'rNN/47T = 0.08 [37]. The form factor for a virtual nucleon is
tribution to the reactiopp — dK+ K. taken as

Thet-channelf; (1285) andn exchanges are described by

A4 J
the expressions Fy(u) = ( - ) : (41)
n(u) A% + (u—m3)?

t( _— -\ —
My (7~ p = ag p) = gnmaognN N W(p2)75u(p2) wherej = 2, Ay is the cut-off parameter chosen dg, =
1 Fyras () F, ) (35) 1.3 GeV. In Ref. [30] it was found that the-channek, reso-

t—m2 M nNNAE) nance contribution to thetp — pK T K° reaction calculated

n
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with the nucleon form factoFy (u) @) of dipole type (j=2) 5.
with Ay < 1.35 GeV is in a reasonable agreement with exist- 6.
ing experimental data. 7.

Coming back to the amplitude$(s, t) and B(s, t) defined
by Eq. [I38) we find

. Fa(s 9.
A{S}(S,t)Z\/i(S—i—m?v) gaoNNm Lg ) 10
Mg §— My 11
- F

B (s,t) = —v22my gaoNNf Akl L; 42) 1%

My S — My
13.

for the s-channel contribution and
- F

A{“}(S, u) = —V2 (u+ m?v) gaoNNf N Lug ) 14.
T U—my 15.
- F 16.
B (s,u) = V2 2mu gagnN vy Lﬁ (43) 17
My U N 18.

in the case of the-channel mechanism.

In the case of the Regge-pole model with thyeand b,
exchanges we have used the parametrizationdfay, ¢) and
B(s,t) as suggested by Achasov and Shestakal [14]

22.
apy (t)
{Regge ~ Yo, (1) T s !
A (s,t) — 1exp [ 2ab1 (t)} <) (44) 23,
{Regge 0, .7T s\ =)
B (s,t) =~ Texp {_Zgam(ﬂ} % , (45) 9y

where
Vs (t) = 7p2 (0) exp(bp, 1),
Vou (t) =76, (0) exp(by, 1),
andsy ~ 1 GeV2. The meson Regge trajectories were taken
in the linear formay;(t) = a;(0) + o’;(0)t. The parameters of
the residues,, (0), b,, and~;, (0), by, were fixed in Ref.[[30]

using the Achasov and Shestakov fit of the Brookhaven data @6.
ther~p — aYn reaction at 18 GeV/d[38]. They found two 27.
solutions with the relativé; contribution equal to O (fit 1) and 28.

30% (fit 2). We use these two different choices of the Regge
model for the analysis of theN — ao N reaction.

30.
31.
32.
33.
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