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Z. Basrak,13 P. Buehler,14 M. Cargnelli,14 R. Čaplar,13 H. Clement,15, 16 O. Czerwiakowa,17 I. Deppner,5
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We present the first determination of the energy-dependent production amplitudes of N∗ reso-
nances with masses between 1650 MeV/c2 and 1900 MeV/c2 for an excess energy between 0 and
600 MeV. A combined Partial Wave Analysis of seven exclusively reconstructed data samples for
the reaction p+p→ pK+Λ measured by the COSY-TOF, DISTO, FOPI and HADES collaborations
in fixed target experiments at kinetic energies between 2.14 and 3.5 GeV is used to determine the
amplitude of the resonant and non-resonant contributions.
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A quantitative understanding of the role played by
baryonic resonances in nucleon-nucleon reactions at ki-
netic energies of a few GeV [1–8] is important for the
study of dilepton and hadron production in elementary
and heavy ion collisions [9]. Most of the analyses of

nucleus-nucleus collisions that study dilepton and hadron
production published so far in both sectors considered
at most incoherent cocktails of contributing sources that
eventually also included resonances to describe the mea-
sured spectra [10, 11]. For final states containing pions
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and nucleons produced in elementary reactions partial
wave analysis (PWA) was already employed to correctly
take into account interferences and determine the ampli-
tude of the contributing waves [12–15].
The N∗ decay into open strangeness (N∗ →K+Λ ) was
first studied by analyzing the Dalitz plot for the reac-
tion p+p→p+K++Λ up to kinetic energies of T= 2.5
GeV, but without accounting for interference effects [8].
The HADES collaboration has employed a PWA for the
search for the kaonic bound state ppK− [17, 18] in the
reaction p+p→p+K++Λ at a beam kinetic energy of 3.5
GeV. In this reaction the N∗ contribute to the measured
final state and influence the background for the kaonic
bound state [16, 19]. It was shown in Ref. [16] that the
PWA is able to reproduce the experimental data by the
coherent sum of the different N∗ and the non-resonant
pK+Λ final states without introduction of the exotic state
ppK−. The existence of the ppK− can however not be
excluded since the extracted upper limits are in the or-
der of few µb. This method was further improved by
developing a framework that allows for the simultane-
ous analysis of seven different data sets measured by the
COSY-TOF, HADES, DISTO and FOPI experiments.
The reaction p+p→p+K++Λ was measured in fixed tar-
get experiments at kinetic energies varying from 2.14 to
3.5 GeV [16, 20–25]. This way, the energy-dependent am-
plitude of seven different contributing N∗ resonances de-
caying into the Λ-K+ channel and of non-resonant pK+Λ
final states could be extracted for the first time.
A second interesting aspect is the study of the pΛ inter-

action. This interaction was previously investigated pri-
marily by means of scattering experiments [26–28]. The
reaction p+p→p+K++Λ offers the possibility to study
the final state interaction of the p-Λ pair as an alter-
native to scattering experiments [25, 28–30]. Since so
far the resonances were not treated in a coherent way,
a precise determination of their contributions and of the
scattering lengths and effective ranges is challenging.
The combined PWA presented in this work offers the
unique possibility to study the interplay between the N∗

coupling to the Λ-K+ channel and the p-Λ final state
interaction. The experimental data were measured by
the COSY-TOF, DISTO, FOPI and HADES collabo-
rations. Table I contains an overview of the data sets
used for the combined PWA, their beam energy and the
available statistics. Together with the each experimental
data set, simulations of the pK+Λ production according
to phase space kinematics, filtered through the detec-
tor and analysis selections are used for the PWA. The
details about the reconstruction of the exclusive pK+Λ
final state, achieved resolution, efficiency, and purity are
explained in the already published works by the different
collaborations [16, 20–25]. The two HADES data samples
at the same kinetic energy correspond to two different re-
construction analyses including or excluding the forward
spectrometer [16].

The goal of this PWA is to employ the seven data samples
in a combined analysis and extract the amplitudes of the
different waves, characterised by their quantum numbers,
leading to given final states. We use the Bonn-Gatchina
PWA (BG-PWA) framework [13, 14] to fit event-by-event
the measured 4-momenta for the exclusive final state
p+p→p+K++Λ weighted with the coherent superposi-
tion of specific participating waves. The best choice for
the waves used in the PWA is determined by comparing
the experimental data to the PWA output event-by-event
in terms of a log-likelihood parameter. In the specific case
of the COSY-TOF data sample, only the region of phase
space within | cos θcms,p| < 0.7 was considered because
of the poor description of the trigger efficiency in the
simulation for the excluded region. For the DISTO data
samples the region corresponding to cos θcms,p > 0.95 was
excluded from the fit to minimize the bias introduced by
the digitization of the scintillation-fiber sub detector used
for tracking close to the target region.
The formalism adopted within the BG-PWA to
parametrize resonant and non-resonant waves is ex-
plained in detail in Refs. [12, 16]. The same parametriza-
tion was adopted in this global analysis with a single ex-
ception: the parametrization of the transition amplitude
shown there, that is suited for the analysis of a single data
set at a fixed kinetic energy, was replaced by the energy-
dependent amplitude as described in Refs. [13, 14]. For
the analysis presented here, the N∗ resonances listed in
Table II have been considered with masses and widths
taken from [31, 32]. This choice is motivated by the ex-
pected branching ratio into the KΛ channel. Constant
masses and widths have been assumed in the PWA for
all the resonances. For the non-resonant case, the effec-
tive range approximation is used and the amplitude is
parametrized as in Ref. [16], Eq. (5). The values of the
scattering length and effective range for the pΛ pair in
s-wave can be set as free parameters in the PWA fit and
hence be extracted within this analysis.
Another intermediate channel contributing to the pK+Λ
final state is the Σ-N cusp, which appears at or above the
p-Σ threshold (2.13 GeV/c2) [33]. The coupling between
the Σ-N and Λ-N channels leads to an enhancement of the
cross section in the p-Λ final state in a mass range close to
the above mentioned threshold. Due to the virtual char-
acter of the intermediate Σ-N state, this channel interfers
with the other production channels. In order to include
the cusp contribution in the BG-PWA framework, new
transition waves have been added. Since the production
via this channel happens directly at threshold, the Σ and
N are expected to be in a relative s-wave state, which
means that the spin-parity of the Σ-N system is either
JP = 0+ or 1+ [33]. The resulting p-Λ system is then
an s-wave state, in case of JP = 0+, or an s- or d-wave
state in case of JP = 1+, which has also been confirmed
through an analysis of the Σ-N cusp carried out by the
COSY-TOF collaboration [33]. The three cusp waves
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TABLE I. List of available statistics for the reaction p+p→p+K++Λ measured by the COSY-TOF, DISTO, FOPI and HADES
collaborations. The kinetic beam energy, the total cross section and the reduced χ2 values resulting from different PWA analyses
are shown (see text for details).

experiment T (GeV) statistics σtot [mb] χ2/ndf(single) χ2/ndf(combined)

DISTO [20, 21] 2.14 121000 19.0± 3.3 0.52 1.52

COSY-TOF -TOF [23, 25] 2.16 43662 19.7± 3.5 1.69 0.44

DISTO [20, 21] 2.5 304000 30.5± 5.7 2.85 2.56

DISTO [20–22] 2.85 424000 38.7± 7.9 7.68 3.55

FOPI [24] 3.1 903 43.1± 9.3 1.21 0.91

HADES [16] 3.50 13155 48.0± 11.5 1.12 2.14

HADES [16] 3.50 8155 48.0± 11.5 1.38 1.86

TABLE II. N∗ resonances included in the PWA written in the
spectroscopic notation with the corresponding masses, widths
and branching ratios in the K-Λ final states [31, 32].

N∗ JP Mass ( GeV
c2

) Width ( GeV
c2

) ΓKΛ/Γtot (%)

1650 1
2

−
1.655 0.15 7 ± 4

1710 1
2

+
1.710 0.20 15 ± 10

1720 3
2

+
1.720 0.25 8 ± 7

1875 3
2

−
1.875 0.20 4 ± 2

1880 1
2

+
1.870 0.25 2 ± 1

1895 1
2

−
1.895 0.09 18 ± 5

1900 3
2

+
1.900 0.26 5 ± 5

have been included to the BG-PWA. The same Breit-
Wigner parametrization was employed as for the N∗ and
the mass and width of the cusp resonance were varied
between 2.1 − 2.16 GeV/c2 and 0.01 − 0.03 GeV/c2, re-
spectively.
First, the PWA was performed individually for the dif-

ferent data samples to determine the correct start values
of the parameters for the global fit. The best solution cor-
responds to the minimum of the log-likelihood obtained
by fitting the experimental data with the PWA event-by-
event.
A comparison of the three missing mass spectra and
CMS, Gottfried-Jackson and Helicity angle distributions
(for the definition of these variables see [6]) obtained
from the experimental data and from the single PWA
fits was carried out and the corresponding reduced χ2

values are listed in Table I. As a second step, a simulta-
neous PWA of three data samples was carried out. This
intermediate step allowed to determine the starting val-
ues for the global fit. The HADES, FOPI and DISTO
(T= 2.5 GeV) samples were selected to account for both
the contributions from the Σ-N cusp and from higher
mass resonances. After finding a solution that described
the three data samples, further data samples were added

stepwise. The starting values of each new PWA fit were
taken from the results of the previous fit step. Systematic
studies were carried out by considering all permutations
for the exclusion of one or more N∗ resonances from the
list in Table II. The five best solutions in terms of log-
likelihood obtained from these systematic variation of the
PWA fits were considered to extract the final results and
the PWA systematic errors. As far as the resonances are
concerned, considering the list of seven resonances in Ta-
ble II, the five best solutions correspond to the following
combinations: 1) all seven N∗ included, 2) N∗(1720) ex-
cluded, 3) N∗(1875) excluded, 4) N∗(1900) excluded and,
5) N∗(1900) and N∗(1875) excluded.
The reduced χ2 values for the combined PWA listed in
Table I were obtained by comparing the experimental
data in the mass and angle variables with the average
values of the five best PWA solutions, taking as errors
the statistical errors of the experimental data and the
standard deviation of the five solutions for each bin.
Figure 1 shows the missing mass distributions (MM) for
the three final state particles p, Λ and K+ for COSY-
TOF at 2.16 GeV (blue symbols), DISTO at 2.85 GeV
(green symbols) and HADES at 3.5 GeV (red symbols)
data samples measured within their respective accep-
tances and arbitrarily normalized. The signature of the
Σ-N cusp is visible in the COSY-TOF and DISTO MMK+

around 2.13 GeV/c2. The errors of the experimental data
are statistical only. The lines in the same color-code rep-
resent the PWA results for the corresponding data sets.
The line widths represent the error bands of the global
PWA fit expressed as the standard deviation of the five
best PWA solutions. A similar quality for the description
of the kinematic variables obtained with the global PWA
is of similar quality as compared to other data samples.
The output of each PWA solution provides the strength
of the individual waves with respect to the total mea-
sured yield. The resulting relative contributions of the
resonant and non-resonant waves can be translated into
cross sections for the KΛ decay channel by normalizing
the relative yield to the total production cross section for
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FIG. 1. (Color online). Missing mass distributions (MM) for the three different particles of the final state (p, Λ, K+) are
shown. The experimental data within the geometrical acceptance are from COSY-TOF at 2.16 GeV (blue symbols), DISTO at
2.85 GeV (green symbols) and HADES at 3.5 GeV (red symbols) samples. The colored lines in the same color-code represent
the PWA results (see text for details).

the pK+Λ final state.
The total pK+Λ cross section for the different data sets
was evaluated employing a phase space fit of the existing
measurements of the pK+Λ channel as a function of the
excess energies [8, 23, 33–35]. The error associated to
the pK+Λ cross section of each data sample is extracted
from the fit. A detailed description of the extraction of
the pK+Λ cross sections can be found in [36].
In Figure 2 the cross section for the different N∗ chan-
nels decaying into the KΛ final state is plotted versus its
excess energy. The standard deviation of the five best
solutions is shown by the black vertical error bars, the
green bands show the error originating from the cross
section normalization (see Table II). The non-vanishing
cross section below the respective thresholds is due to the
large width of all the considered resonances (see Table II).
The relative contribution of the non-resonant amplitude
decreases from 37% for 2.14 GeV to 10% for 3.5 GeV, so
that most of the yield stems from N∗ resonances for all
the measured energies. The dominant contribution by
the N∗ resonances is consistent with the results shown
in Ref. [8], except for the relative contribution of the
N∗(1650), which is decreasing as a function of the beam
energy in [8]. In this work we found an increment of the
N∗(1650) similarly to the N∗(1710) and N∗(1720). This
difference probably results from the neglection of inter-
ference in Ref. [8].
The Σ-N cusp contribution varies from 10−3 to 10−2 with
decreasing energy with respect to the N∗ and is not shown
in Figure 2. The global PWA fit favors the Σ-N cusp con-
tribution of the s- or d-wave state JP = 1+ with respect
to the s-wave JP = 0+. The obtained Σ-N cusp yield is
slightly different from the findings in Ref. [33] where at
a beam energy of 2.28 GeV the contribution of the cusp
was found equal to 5% of the total cross section, but ne-
glecting interferences.
Figure 3 shows the amplitude of the different p+p initial
states as a function of the pK+Λ excess energy. The er-
rors bars are associated to the standard deviation of the

five best PWA solutions, and the green band refers to
the uncertainty of the inclusive pK+Λ production cross
section.

The non-resonant amplitude included in this PWA is
parametrized as a function of the scattering length and
effective range for the p-Λ final state interaction. This
way, the values for s-wave singlet and s-wave triplet can
be extracted independently. In Table III the resulting
values are listed. The values are obtained by averaging
the five best PWA solutions. The first error represents
the standard deviation of the five fit results. The second
one is the PWA fit error obtained by adding quadratically
the PWA fit errors from the five solutions. In the same
table also the scattering lengths and effective ranges ob-
tained from p+p reactions with unpolarized [28, 37] and
polarized beams [29] are shown.
The results from this PWA are compatible with some
of previously extracted values. A reanalysis of the data
samples with the lower kinetic energy is necessary to limit
the contribution by angular momenta higher than s-wave
in the non resonant amplitude and extract more conclu-
sive results on the p-Λ scattering parameters.
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combined PWA as a function of the excess energy. The black bars show the systematic errors originating from the five different
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TABLE III. Scattering length and effective range extracted from the combined PWA fit and reference values from theoretical
calculation and previous measurement (see text for details).

Source 1S0 aΛ−p [fm] 1S0 rΛ−p [fm] 3S1 aΛ−p [fm] 3S1 rΛ−p [fm]

This work −1.43± 0.36± 0.09 1.31± 0.24± 0.16 −1.88± 0.38± 0.10 1.04± 0.78± 0.15

[28] −1.8+2.3
−4.2 - −1.6+1.1

−0.8 -

[37] −2.43+0.16
−0.25 2.21+0.16

−0.36 −1.560.19
−0.22 3.7+0.6

−0.6

[29] - - −2.55+0.72
−1.39 ± 0.6± 0.3 -

TABLE IV. Production cross sections of the total pK+Λ non-resonant contribution and of the different N∗ resonances decaying
into the pK+Λ final state obtained from the global PWA as a function of the beam kinetic energy. The cross sections refer to
the amplitudes prior to the coherent sum of the latter and hence do not consider interference effects. The N∗ cross sections are
not corrected for the branching ratio into the K+-Λ final states. The first error corresponds to the systematic error due to the
five best solutions, the second stems from the cross section normalisations. The systematic error of the PWA fitting procedure
is found to be negligible and hence is not shown.

3.500 GeV 3.100 GeV 2.85 GeV

pK+Λ [µb] 5.1± 1.0± 1.2 6.3± 1.2± 1.4 6.5± 1.1± 1.3

N∗(1650)→pK+Λ [µb] 8.6± 0.6± 2.1 5.7± 0.4± 1.2 8.1± 0.4± 1.6

N∗(1710)→pK+Λ [µb] 11.7± 1.0± 2.8 9.7± 0.8± 2.1 10.2± 1.0± 2.1

N∗(1720)→pK+Λ [µb] 2.4± 1.3± 0.6 2.2± 1.2± 0.5 1.6± 0.8± 0.3

N∗(1875)→pK+Λ [µb] 1.5± 1.3± 0.4 2.2± 1.9± 0.5 1.2± 1.0± 0.2

N∗(1880)→pK+Λ [µb] 14.9± 0.2± 3.6 13.7± 0.4± 3.0 8.4± 0.4± 1.7

N∗(1895)→pK+Λ [µb] 3.3± 0.2± 0.8 2.5± 0.2± 0.6 1.7± 0.2± 0.3

N∗(1900)→pK+Λ [µb] 0.2± 0.2± 0.0 0.3± 0.3± 0.1 0.2± 0.2± 0.0

Σ−N(1+S) [µb] 0.01± 0.02± 0.002 0.03± 0.02± 0.007 0.12± 0.05± 0.02

Σ−N(1+D) [µb] 0.13± 0.02± 0.03 0.2± 0.04± 0.05 0.5± 0.08± 0.1

2.5 GeV 2.157 GeV 2.14 GeV

pK+Λ [µb] 7.2± 1.1± 1.3 7.5± 0.6± 1.3 7.1± 0.6± 1.2

N∗(1650)→ pK+Λ [µb] 7.5± 0.4± 1.4 5.5± 0.3± 1.0 5.4± 0.3± 1.0

N∗(1710)→ pK+Λ [µb] 7.5± 0.9± 1.4 3.3± 0.5± 0.6 3.5± 0.5± 0.6

N∗(1720)→ pK+Λ [µb] 1.3± 0.7± 0.2 0.8± 0.4± 0.1 0.7± 0.3± 0.1

N∗(1875)→ pK+Λ [µb] 0.7± 0.6± 0.1 0.2± 0.1± 0.0 0.2± 0.1± 0.0

N∗(1880)→ pK+Λ [µb] 4.8± 0.3± 0.9 1.7± 0.1± 0.3 1.5± 0.1± 0.3

N∗(1895)→ pK+Λ [µb] 0.7± 0.1± 0.1 0.2± 0.0± 0.0 0.2± 0.0± 0.0

N∗(1900)→ pK+Λ [µb] 0.2± 0.2± 0.0 0.1± 0.1± 0.0 0.1± 0.1± 0.0

Σ−N(1+S) [µb] 0.12± 0.04± 0.02 0.16± 0.04± 0.03 0.13± 0.03± 0.02

Σ−N(1+D) [µb] 0.34± 0.07± 0.06 0.21± 0.04± 0.04 0.17± 0.03± 0.03

TABLE V. Contributions of the different initial state waves as a function of the beam kinetic energy. The obtained cross
sections are normalised to the inclusive pK+Λ cross section. The first error corresponds to the systematic error due to the five
best solutions, the second originates from the cross section normalisation. The systematic error of the PWA fitting procedure
is found to be negligible and hence is not shown.

3.5 GeV 3.1 GeV 2.85 GeV 2.5 GeV 2.157 GeV 2.140 GeV

σpkΛ [µb] 48.0±5.8 43.1±5.3 38.7±4.8 30.5±3.9 19.7±2.7 19.0±2.6
1S0[µb] 2.0± 0.4± 0.5 2.1± 0.6± 0.5 2.9± 0.5± 0.6 3.3± 0.4± 0.6 4.0± 0.6± 0.7 3.7± 0.5± 0.6
1D2[µb] 12.7± 1.9± 3.0 8.9± 1.2± 1.9 8.6± 1.2± 1.8 5.6± 0.7± 1.0 1.8± 0.1± 0.3 2.5± 0.2± 0.4
3P0[µb] 1.4± 0.2± 0.3 1.8± 0.2± 0.4 2.1± 0.3± 0.4 2.6± 0.3± 0.5 3.5± 0.3± 0.6 2.9± 0.2± 0.5
3P1[µb] 13.7± 1.4± 3.3 15.3± 1.6± 3.3 11.8± 0.9± 2.4 9.1± 0.7± 1.7 5.9± 0.6± 1.0 5.1± 0.5± 0.9
3P2[µb] 5.8± 1.5± 1.4 5.2± 1.5± 1.1 4.8± 1.1± 1.0 3.5± 0.8± 0.7 1.8± 0.4± 0.3 1.9± 0.4± 0.3
3F2[µb] 12.5± 1.7± 3.0 9.8± 2.0± 2.1 8.6± 1.2± 1.8 6.4± 0.8± 1.2 2.7± 0.3± 0.5 3.0± 0.3± 0.5
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