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A bstract

W e considerthe predictionsofchiralperturbation theory forSU (3)breaking in the axial

vectorform factorg1 m easured in sem ileptonic hyperon decays. W e con�rm thatifonly

octet baryon interm ediate states are included,the non-analytic corrections are � 100% .

These corrections are dom inated by an SU (3)-sym m etric wavefunction renorm alization,

which explainsthe factthatthe \corrected" predictionsstill�tthe data well. W e argue

that the large corrections are nonetheless strong evidence that the chiralexpansion is

breaking down. Following a recent suggestion ofJenkins and M anohar,we then include

contributionsfrom decupletbaryon interm ediate states. Unlike these authors,we do not

neglecttheoctet{decupletm assdi�erence�.W e�nd thatthee�ectsof�6= 0signi�cantly

change the pattern ofcorrections: we still�nd that the decuplet corrections can cancel

the large octetcontributionsin a non-trivialway,butthe correctionsno longerfavorthe

SU (6)valuesofthe axialcouplings. W e also argue thatD and F axialcouplingscannot

be reliably extracted from calculationswhich keep only the non-analyticcorrections.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9305203v2


1.Introduction

Chiralperturbation theory (�PT)providesa rigorousfram ework forextractingphysi-

calpredictionsfrom QCD aspowerseriesin the\light" quark currentm assesm u,m d,and

m s.Atlowestorder,�PT predictsa largenum berofquantitiesin term sofa few e�ective

coupling constants.M any ofthe resulting predictionsare very successful.

Clearly,itisim portantto understand the size ofthe correctionsto the lowestorder

results,especially forquantitiessensitiveto m s,sinceexperiencewith thechiralexpansion

suggeststhatthe fractionalcorrectionsto these quantitiesareoforder

m s

��

� 0:2; (1)

where �� � 1 G eV isthe�PT expansion param eter. Unfortunately,higherordersin the

chiralexpansion involve m any unknown e�ective couplings.� However,there are nonana-

lytic correctionsoforderm s lnm s (and som etim esm 1=2
s forprocessesinvolving baryons)

which arecom putable in term softhelowest-ordercouplings.Forsu�ciently sm allvalues

ofm s,thesearethelargestcorrections.W hilethenonanalyticcorrectionsarenotexpected

to be signi�cantly largerthan the O (m s)contributionsin the realworld,the nonanalytic

correctionscan be used to give an estim ate ofthe expected size ofcorrections. In partic-

ular,ifthenonanalyticcorrectionsarelarge,then chiralperturbation theory breaksdown

unless the O (m s) corrections cancelthe nonanalytic contributions. Such a cancellation

is unnatural,since it can occur only for specialvalues ofthe quark m asses. Thus,the

calculation ofthenon-analyticcontributionsgivesnon-trivialinform ation aboutthechiral

expansion,even ifthey cannotbeused to quantitatively predictthesizeofthecorrections.

In ref.[1],baryon chiralperturbation theory wasreform ulated in term sofan e�ective

lagrangian which includes the octet baryons as heavy �elds [2],and it was found that

the leading nonanalytic correctionsto the baryon axialform factorswere � 100% .y This

is surprising in light ofthe fact that the lowest-order predictions work to better than

20% . In this paper, we point out that these corrections are dom inated by an SU (3)-

singletwavefunction renorm alization,which explainswhy the�tto thedata including the

correctionsstillworkswell.However,wearguethatthepresenceoftheselargecorrections

isnonethelessstrongevidencethatthechiralexpansion de�ned by thise�ectivelagrangian

isbreaking down.

� These e�ective coupling constantsare related to QCD m atrix elem entswhich are in

principle com putable (on the lattice,for exam ple). However,our present knowledge of

the relevantm atrix elem entsisratherlim ited,and we conservatively regard the e�ective

couplingsasundeterm ined param eters.
y An earliercalculation [3]which found sm allercorrectionsisincorrect.
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In ref.[4],itwasfound thatthelargechiralsym m etry breaking correctionsdiscussed

above are largely cancelled by contributionsfrom decupletinterm ediate states.From the

pointofview ofthee�ectivelagrangian,thislookslikean unnaturalcancellation between

two unrelated sectorsofthetheory.Howeverfrom thepointofview ofQCD thedecuplet

and octetstatesare certainly related. In fact,in the large-N c lim itofQCD,the baryon

spectrum consistsof� Nc stateswith m assdi�erences� �Q C D =N c,and the lowest-lying

stateshavethequantum num bersoftheoctetand decupletbaryons(forN c odd).Thereare

non-trivialrelationsbetween thedi�erentbaryon m ultipletsin thislim itwhich reproduce

the SU (6) spin{
avor sym m etry relations between octet and decuplet baryon couplings

[5].W hile these developm entsare very interesting,we willtakea m ore phenom enological

pointofview in thispaper,including the decupletwithoutassum ing SU (6)sym m etry.

Including the decupletin the chirallagrangian isonly justi�ed ifthe decuplet{octet

m ass splitting � is sm allcom pared to the �PT expansion param eter �� (num erically,

� ’ 300 M eV,� � � 1 G eV.) In thislim it,we can treatthe decupletasa nonrelativistic

heavy �eld,substantially sim plifying thecom putation.Ourcalculation di�ersfrom thatof

ref.[4]m ainly in thatwedonotm aketheapproxim ation �� m K .W e�nd thatthee�ect

ofnonzero � com pletely changesthepattern ofthenon-analyticcorrections:thedecuplet

corrections can stillcancelthe large octet corrections for som e values ofthe couplings,

butthecorrectionsstrongly disfavortheSU (6)valuesofthedecupletaxialcouplings.W e

also argue thatthe axialcoupling constantscannotbe accurately determ ined ifonly the

non-analyticcorrectionsareincluded.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2,we brie
y review the e�ective la-

grangian form alism we willuse. In section 3,we present the results ofour calculation

including only octetinterm ediate states. In section 4,we presentthe resultsofincluding

the decuplet. Section 5 contains ourconclusions. Som e inform ation on the sem ileptonic

decaysused in thispaperisgiven in an appendix.

2.E�ective Lagrangian

It has been known for som e tim e that the low-energy theorem s ofspontaneous chi-

ralsym m etrybreakingcan beencoded in an e�ectivelagrangian [6].Thelagrangian givesa

system aticfram eworkforinvestigatingdeviationsfrom thesym m etrylim itm u;m d;m s! 0.

In thissection,we brie
y review the e�ective lagrangian we use to carry outthe com pu-

tation.The notation and conventionswe use are the sam easthose ofref.[7].The reader

fam iliarwith thisform alism isurged to skip to section 3.

The e�ective lagrangian we willuse includesthe pseudoscalarm eson octet
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1
p
2

0

B
@

1
p
2
�0 + 1

p
6
� �+ K +

�� � 1p
2
�0 + 1p

6
� K 0

K � K
0

� 2p
6
�

1

C
A ; (2)

the baryon octet

B =

0

B
@

1p
2
�0 + 1p

6
� � + p

�� � 1p
2
�0 + 1p

2
� n

�� �0 � 2p
6
�

1

C
A ; (3)

and thespin-3
2
decuplet.The m esonsaretaken to transform underSU (3)L � SU (3)R as

� � e
i� =f

7! L�U
y = U �R

y
; (4)

where the lastequation de�nes U asa function ofL,R,and �. The baryonsare treated

asheavy �eldswith four-velocity v,and transform underSU (3)L � SU (3)R as

B 7! U B U
y
: (5)

The lowest-orderterm sin thee�ective lagrangian involving the octetbaryonsare

Loct = tr(B iv� @B )+ 2D tr
�
B s

�
fA �;B g

�
+ 2F tr

�
B s

�[A �;B ]
�
+ � � � : (6)

The decuplet �elds are represented by a Rarita{Schwinger �eld T with both vector

and spinor indices. W e work in the lim it where the octet{decuplet m ass splitting � is

sm allcom pared to ��,so we can treatT asa heavy �eld with the sam e velocity v asthe

baryon octet.(W eneglectsplittingwithin theoctetand decupletinduced by quarkm asses,

since these arehigherorderin thechiralexpansion.) Thephysicalspin-3
2
com ponentsare

projected outby im posing theconstraints[4]

v
�
T� = s

�
T� = 0; (7)

where s isthe spin m atrix [1].

Thedecuplet�eldscan berepresented asacom pletelysym m etric3-indextensortrans-

form ing underSU (3)L � SU (3)R as

T
jkl

7! U
j
m U

k
nU

l
pT

m np
: (8)

The relevantterm sin the lagrangian involving decuplet�eldsare

Ldec = � T
�
iv� @T� + �T �

T� + 2H T
�
s� AT� + C(T�

A �B + h:c:); (9)
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whereA istheaxialcurrentform ed from pion �elds.W ehaveused an abbreviated notation

in which SU (3)indicesaresuppressed:

TAT � TjklA
j
m T

m kl
; TAB � TjklA

j
m B

k
n�

lm n
: (10)

3.O ctet C orrections

In thissection,we willdiscussthe correctionswhich involve only octetinterm ediate

states. Our calculation di�ers from that ofref.[1]only in that we keep m � 6= 0. The

� corrections are expected to be � 20% ofthe K and � corrections,but om itting the �

contributionssystem atically increasesthe predicted SU (3)breaking,so we include them

here.

W e write

g
abc
1 (0)= �

c
ab +

1

16�2f2
�
c
ab; (11)

where the lowest-orderresultsare

�
1+ i2
pn = D + F;

�
1+ i2

� � � =
2
p
6
D ;

�
4+ i5

p�
= �

1
p
6
(D + 3F );

�
4+ i5

� � � = �
1
p
6
(D � 3F );

�
4+ i5

n� � = D � F;

�
4+ i5

� 0� � =
p
2�4+ i5

� + � 0 =
1
p
2
(D + F ):

(12)

The leading chiralcorrectionsare

�
1+ i2
pn = � (D + F )(2D2 + 4D F + 2F 2 + 1)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

�
1

6
(13D 3

� D
2
F + 3D + 3D F 2 + 3F + 33F 3)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

�
1

3
(D + F )(D � 3F )2 m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
; (13)

�
1+ i2

� � � = �
2

3
p
6
D (7D 2 + 3F 2 + 3)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

�
1
p
6
D (3D 2 + 13F 2 + 1)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

�
4

3
p
6
D

3
m

2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
; (14)

4



�
4+ i5

p�
=

3

8
p
6
(3D 3 + 27D 2

F + D + 25D F 2 + 3F + 9F 3)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

+
1

12
p
6
(31D 3 + 15D 2

F + 9D + 9D F 2 + 27F + 297F 3)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

+
1

24
p
6
(D + 3F )(19D 2

� 30D F + 27F2 + 9)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
; (15)

�
4+ i5

� � � =
3

8
p
6
(3D 3

� 27D2F + D + 25D F 2
� 3F � 9F3)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

+
1

12
p
6
(31D 3

� 15D2F + 9D + 9D F 2
� 27F � 297F3)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

+
1

24
p
6
(D � 3F )(19D2 + 30D F + 27F 2 + 9)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
; (16)

�
4+ i5

n� � = �
1

24
(35D 3 + 23D 2

F + 9D + 33D F 2
� 9F � 123F3)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

�
1

12
(31D 3

� 53D2F + 9D + 57D F 2
� 9F � 51F3)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

�
1

24
(D � F )(11D2 � 6D F + 27F2 + 9)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
; (17)

�
4+ i5

� 0� � = �
1

24
p
2
(35D 3

� 23D2F + 9D + 33D F 2 + 9F + 123F 3)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

�
1

12
p
2
(31D 3 + 53D 2

F + 9D + 57D F 2 + 9F + 51F 3)m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2

�
1

24
p
2
(D + F )(11D 2 + 6D F + 27F 2 + 9)m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
: (18)

Here� isan arbitrary renorm alization scale.The� dependenceoftheseresultsiscancelled

by the � dependence ofO (m s)term sin the e�ectivelagrangian such as

c(�)

��

tr
�
B (�ym q�

y + h:c:)s� AB
�
; (19)

where m q isthe quark m assm atrix. Ifwe take � ’ ��,there are no large logarithm sin

the higherordercoe�cients,and nearthe chirallim itthe correction isdom inated by the

logarithm ically enhanced term s com puted above. In the realworld these logarithm sare

notvery large,butwe expectthatthe logarithm ic term swillgive som e indication ofthe

actualsize ofthe corrections,asdiscussed in the introduction.

Thecorrectionsto individualform factorsarealllargerthan 80% ,in agreem entwith

the resultsofref.[1]. Closerinspection ofthe resultsofthiscalculation revealsthatthe

largest part ofthe corrections com es from the SU (3)-invariant part ofthe wavefunction
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renorm alization.Thiscontribution can be written

�g
abc
1 (0)= �

c
ab�Z; (20)

where

�Z =
1

8
(5D 2 + 9F 2)

"

3m 2

� ln
m 2

�

�2
+ 4m 2

K ln
m 2

K

�2
+ m

2

� ln
m 2

�

�2

#

: (21)

The logarithm ically-enhanced wavefunction renorm alization m ust be positive on general

grounds [8],and therefore we know that there m ust be positive SU (3)-invariant piece.

The surprise is that this is by far the m ost im portant correction. (If we rem ove this

contribution,thelargestcorrection is� 50% ,with allothercorrectionslessthan � 25% .)

Thiscontribution can be form ally rem oved from the chiralexpansion by de�ning the

baryon �elds

B
0
� (1+ �Z)�1=2 B : (22)

W e can then writethe term sin the lagrangian involving two baryon �eldsas

LB = tr(B iv� r B )+
X

j

cjO j(B )

= (1+ �Z)tr(B iv� r B )+
X

j

c
0
jO j(B

0); (23)

where c0j = (1+ �Z)cj. Ifwe now expand in term s ofthe coe�cients c 0
j treating �Z as

order m slnm s,the large wavefunction renorm alization is absorbed into a rede�nition of

the chiralcouplings.

Since wavefunction renorm alization is universalfor allam plitudes with two exter-

nalbaryon lines,one m ightthink thatthe resum m ation discussed above shows that the

large wavefunction correction is \trivial," sim ply rescaling the couplings ofthe e�ective

lagrangian and leaving relationsam ong observables intact. However,�Z depends on the

quark m asses, and chiralsym m etry relates this dependence to physicalquantities. In

particular,the� dependence of�Z iscom pensated by the � dependence oftheterm

c(�)

��

tr(�ym q�
y + h:c:)tr(B iv� r B ): (24)

Ifwe chose � to m ake �Z sm all,c(�) willbe large. This leads to a breakdown ofchiral

perturbation theory,since this term contributes to e.g.s-wave pion{nucleon scattering.

W hilea fullcalculation would berequired to dem onstratethebreakdown ofchiralpertru-

bation theory, it is clear that there is no reason to think that the large wavefunction

renorm alization correctionsfound in thiscalculation aretrivial.
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4.D ecuplet C orrections

In thissection,we include the decupletcontributionsto g1.W e write

g
abc
1 (0)= �

c
ab +

1

16�2f2

h

�
c
ab + C

2


c
ab

i

; (25)

where 
 contains the decuplet contributions,which are proportionalto the coupling C

de�ned in eq.(9).W e have



1+ i2
pn = �

1

2
(D + F )[4G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]�

10

81
H [5G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]

+
2

9
[8(D + F )G 2(m �)+ (3D + F )G 2(m K )]; (26)



1+ i2

� � � = �
1

6
p
6
D [11G 1(m �)+ 16G 1(m K )+ 3G 1(m �)]

�
5

27
p
6
H [2G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]

+
2

9
p
6
[(D + 6F )G 2(m �)+ (8D + 12F )G 2(m K )+ 3D G 2(m �)]; (27)



4+ i5

p�
=

1

4
p
6
(D + 3F )[7G 1(m �)+ 3G 1(m K )]+

5

9
p
6
H [2G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]

+
1

3
p
6
[(11D + 3F )G 2(m �)+ 3(D + F )G 2(m K )]; (28)



4+ i5

� � � =
1

4
p
6
(D � 3F )[4G1(m �)+ 5G 1(m K )+ G 1(m �)]

�
5

9
p
6
H [G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]

+
1

3
p
6
[(D � 3F )G2(m �)+ 3(D � F )G2(m K )+ 2D G 2(m �)]; (29)



4+ i5

n� � = �
1

12
(D � F )[14G1(m �)+ 13G 1(m K )+ 3G 1(m �)]

+
5

81
H [2G 1(m �)+ G 1(m K )]

+
1

9
[2(D + 5F )G 2(m �)+ (D + 5F )G 2(m K )� (D � 3F )G2(m �)]; (30)



4+ i5

� 0� � = �
1

12
p
2
(D + F )[5G 1(m �)+ 19G 1(m K )+ 6G 1(m �)]

�
5

81
p
2
H [2G 1(m �)+ 7G 1(m K )+ 3G 1(m �)]

+
1

9
p
2
[2(2D + F )G 2(m �)+ (15D + 13F )G 2(m K )

+ 3(D + F )G 2(m �)]; (31)
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where

G 1(m )�
�
m

2
� 2�2

�
ln
m 2

�2
+ 4m �

�

1�
� 2

m 2

�

F (�=m ); (32)

G 2(m )�

�

m
2
�
2

3
� 2

�

ln
m 2

�2
�
4m 3

3�

"�

1�
� 2

m 2

� 2

F (�=m )�
�

2

#

�
4

3
m

2
: (33)

Here wehave de�ned

F (x)�

8

>><

>>:

1
p
1� x2

tan�1
p
1� x2

x
forx � 1,

1

2
p
x2 � 1

ln
x +

p
x2 � 1

x �
p
x2 � 1

forx > 1.

(34)

To obtain these results,we have dropped term s analytic in the quark m asses which

can be absorbed into counterterm sin the chirallagrangian. Thisam ountsto a choice of

subtraction procedure. The lim iting values ofthe decuplet corrections can be obtained

using

G 1(m )=

8

>><

>>:

m
2 ln

m 2

�2
for�� m ,

�

m
2
�
2

3
� 2

�

ln
4� 2

�2
� m

2 for�� m ,
(35)

G 2(m )=

8

>><

>>:

m
2 ln

m 2

�2
for�� m ,

�

m
2
�
2

3
� 2

�

ln
4� 2

�2
�
5

3
m

2 for�� m .
(36)

From theexpressionsaboveitiseasy tocheck thatthedecupletcontributionsdecouple

in thelim it�� m .In thislim itthedecupletcorrectionsareeitheranalyticin thequark

m asses,and can beabsorbed intoterm sin thee�ectivelagrangian which contain only octet

baryon �elds,or are SU (3) sym m etric O (� 2 ln� 2) term s which can be absorbed into a

rede�nition ofD and F . W e can also consider the lim it� � m K ;m � advocated in ref.

[4]. W e �nd thatG 1(m )and G 2(m )are very poorly approxim ated by setting � = 0:for

exam ple,they have thewrong sign.

Thedecupletcorrectionsarelarge,� 100% ,liketheoctetcorrections.However,unlike

theoctetcorrections,wavefunction renorm alization isnotthelargestpartofthedecuplet

corrections.Thism eansthatthesecorrectionscannotberem oved by an SU (3)-conserving

�eld rede�nition,ascontem plated above.

W e now com pare our results to sem ileptonic decay data (see the appendix). The

constant C can be determ ined from non-leptonic weak decays ofdecuplet states to be

8



C ’ 1:5 [4],so there isone new undeterm ined param eterH com pared to the octetcase.

W e assign a 20% theoreticaluncertainty due to O (m s)correctionsto the am plitudesand

show theresulting 67% ,90% ,and 95% con�dence levelregion in theD ,F plane in �g.1.

(The region isobtained by projecting the allowed region in D ,F ,and H space onto the

D ,F plane.) Because ofthe largeallowed region,a best�tisprobably m eaningless.

Despite thefactthattheallowed region isquitelarge,onecan draw som enon-trivial

conclusions. The �rst isthatthe lowest-order valuesofD and F are allowed. Forthese

valuesofD and F ,the correctionsare lessthan 10% ifH ’ 0:5. (A sim ilarcancellation

wasfound in ref.[4],butfora di�erentrange ofH values.) Thissuggeststhatincluding

decupletbaryon statesm ay im provetheconvergenceofbaryon chiralperturbation theory.

W eem phasize thatthefactthatthedecupletcontributionscan canceltheoctetcon-

tributionsishighly non-trivial:itinvolvesa largecancellation between octetwavefunction

renorm alization and decuplet \vertex" corrections. (The decuplet contribution to wave-

function renorm alization is positive and therefore cannot cancelthe octet wavefunction

renorm alization contribution.) Also,it is striking that the cancellation occurs both for

nonzero aswellaszero octet{decupletm asssplitting,sincethecorrectionsarevery di�er-

entin these two cases.

Finally,wecan ask whetherthe correctionsfavortheSU (6)prediction

F = 2

3
F; C = � 2D ; H = � 3D : (37)

This relation is excluded by the above analysis at the 95% con�dence level. (Ifwe set

� = 0,the corrections favor the SU (6)values,as found in ref.[4].) It is not clear how

m eaningfulthisis,since higherordercorrectionsm ay be im portant.

5.C onclusions

W e have critically exam ined the chiralperturbation theory predictions for the axial

vectorform factors,both with and withoutthe inclusion ofdecupletinterm ediate states.

W e con�rm ed the resultofref.[1]thatthe correctionsarelarge ifdecupletstatesare not

included.W e argued thatthese large correctionsare a sym ptom thatchiralperturbation

theory including only octet baryon states is breaking down, despite the fact that the

largest correction takes the form ofan SU (3)-singlet wavefunction renorm alization. W e

then exam ined the contributions ofdecuplet interm ediate states. W e found that taking

into account the e�ects ofthe decuplet{octet m ass di�erence substantially changes the

pattern ofcorrections obtained in ref.[4],which neglects these e�ects. W e found that

the decupletcorrectionstend to cancelthe octetcorrectionsin a non-trivialway (asalso

9



found by ref.[4]),and thatthecorrectionsstrongly disfavorthe SU (6)valuesoftheaxial

couplings(contrary to the conclusionsofref.[4]). W e also argued thatD and F cannot

be reliably extracted from a calculation which includesonly the non-analyticcorrections.

W hile com pleting the presentpaper,we received ref.[9],which also m akesthe point

(in a di�erentcontext)thatsetting � = 0 in thedecupletintegralsisnota good approxi-

m ation.
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A ppendix A .Fit to Sem ileptonic D ecays

In thisappendix,weconsiderthedeterm ination ofD and F from �S = 1sem ileptonic

decaysofhyperons.These decaysaregoverned by theform factors

hB ajJ
V
�c(0)jB bi= u(pa)

�

f
abc
1 (q2)
� +

ifabc2 (q2)

M a + M b

���q
� +

ifabc3 (q2)

M a + M b

q�

�

u(pb); (38)

hB ajJ
A
�c(0)jB bi= u(pa)

�

g
abc
1 (q2)
�
5 +

igabc2 (q2)

M a + M b

���
5q
� +

igabc3 (q2)

M a + M b


5q�

�

u(pb);(39)

where q� pa � pb.The contributionsofthe form factorsf3 and g3 are suppressed by the

electron m ass,and can be safely neglected. Near the SU (3) lim it m u = m d = m s,the

baryonsarenearly degenerate,and attheorderweareworking thedecaysaredeterm ined

by the form factors at zero m om entum transfer. The contributions of f2 and g2 are

suppressed by O (m s) because of the explicit power of q m ultiplying these term s. (In

fact,tim e-reversalinvariance can be used to show thatg2(0)= 0 in the SU (3)lim it,so

thatthe contributionsofg2 are even sm aller.) In the SU (3)lim it,the form factorsf1(0)

are given by Clebsch{G ordan coe�cients and the g 1(0)’s are sim ple linear com binations

ofD and F (see eq.(13)). The corrections to f1 are O (m s) and can be com puted in

chiralperturbation theory [7].Theleading correctionsto g1 areO (m slnm s)and form ally

give the largestcorrectionsto the sem ileptonic decay rates. These are therefore the only

correctionsto theform factorswhich we willkeep.

To perform our�t,weuseboth decay rateand asym m etry data taken from them ost

recentParticleData G roup (PDG )com pilation [10].Fortheasym m etry data,wedirectly
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use the average values for gA =gV quoted by the PDG .To convert the decay rates into

values for g1,we keep the fullkinem atic dependence on the baryon m asses,since these

e�ectsturn outto benum erically im portant.The data weuse isdisplayed in table1.

lifetim e asym m etry

n ! p 1:323� 0:003 1:257� 0:003

�� ! � 0:609� 0:029 0:62� 0:44
� ! p � 0:972� 0:018 � 0:879� 0:021

�� ! n 0:442� 0:021 0:340� 0:017

�� ! �0 0:96 � 0:19 | |
�� ! � 0:473� 0:026 0:306� 0:061

Table1:Valuesforg1(0)extracted from 1992 PDG

The decay rate and asym m etry determ inations ofg1 are inconsistent ifwe assum e

only the errors quoted by the PDG .This is either a sym ptom ofsystem atic errors in

the experim entsoran indication thathigher-ordercorrectionsare im portant. W e expect

that higher order term s in the chiralexpansion willgive rise to � 20% corrections,and

so we added thisam ountin quadrature to allthe quoted errorsto take into accountthe

theoreticaluncertainty.W hen wedothis,alltheerrorson alldeterm inationshaveasizable

overlap.

W ith thisprocedure,reasonable �tsare obtained.Forexam ple,ifwe �tthisdata to

D and F using the lowest-orderprediction in eq.(12),we obtain the best�t

D = 0:85� 0:06; F = 0:52� 0:04; (40)

with �2 = 6:1 for9 degreesoffreedom .
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1. Contoursof68% ,90% ,and 95% con�dence-levelregionsin the D {F plane when

decupletcorrectionsare included,obtained asdiscussed in the text.The black dotshows

the lowest-ordervaluesofD and F ,asdiscussed in theappendix.
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