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e Method can be extended to other parametrizations
¢ Evidences of PT constraints A(1232), N(1535), N(1520)

e New parametrizations compatible with PT conditions
and low-(Q)* data — choose Q%

e New low-Q* data (Q* < 0.3 GeV~) fundamental to
establish the shape of the N(1535) amplitudes

Consequence of the gauge-invariant structure of the transition current J*|
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e These correlations cannot be ignored at low-()° ... f A(1232)

e Most empirical parametrizations of the data ignore the PT constraints
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