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A bstract

W e oconsider the predictions of chiral perturbation theory for SU (3) breaking in the axial
vector form factor g; m easured in sam ilkeptonic hyperon decays. W e con mn that if only
octet baryon intemm ediate states are inclided, the non-analytic corrections are 100% .
T hese corrections are dom Inated by an SU (3)-sym m etric wavefunction renom alization,
which explains the fact that the \corrected" predictions still t the data well. W e argue
that the large corrections are nonetheless strong evidence that the chiral expansion is
breaking down. Follow Ing a recent suggestion of Jenkins and M anohar, we then include
contributions from decuplet baryon intem ediate states. Unlike these authors, we do not
neglect the octet{decuplet m assdi erence .W e ndthatthee ectsof & 0 signi cantly
change the pattem of corrections: we still nd that the decuplet corrections can cancel
the large octet contrdbutions in a non-trivial way, but the corrections no longer favor the
SU (6) values of the axial couplings. W e also argue that D and F axial couplings cannot
be reliably extracted from calculations which keep only the non-analytic corrections.
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1. Introduction

Chiralperturbation theory ( PT) provides a rigorous fram ew ork for extracting physi-
calpredictions from QCD aspower series in the \light" quark current m assesm ,, m 4, and
mg.At lowest order, PT predictsa lJarge num ber of quantities In term sofa few e ective
coupling constants. M any of the resulting predictions are very sucoessfiil.

C learly, it is Im portant to understand the size of the corrections to the lowest order
resuls, especially for quantities sensitive tom ¢, since experience w ith the chiral expansion
suggests that the fractional corrections to these quantities are of order

Ts 0g; M)
w here 1 GeV isthe PT expansion param eter. Unfortunately, higher orders in the
chiral expansion involve m any unknown e ective couplings. H owever, there are nonana—
Iytic corrections of orderm ¢ Inm ¢ (@nd som etin esm ézz for processes involving baryons)
w hich are com putable in tem s of the low est-order couplings. For su ciently an all values
ofm g, these are the Jargest corrections. W hile the nonanalytic corrections are not expected
to be signi cantly larger than the O (m ) contributions in the realworld, the nonanalytic
corrections can be used to give an estin ate of the expected size of corrections. In partic—
ular, if the nonanalytic corrections are large, then chiral perturbation theory breaks down
unless the O (m g) corrections cancel the nonanalytic contributions. Such a cancellation
is unnatural, since it can occur only for special values of the quark m asses. Thus, the
calculation ofthe non-analytic contributions gives non-trivial informm ation about the chiral
expansion, even ifthey cannot be used to quantitatively predict the size of the corrections.

In ref. [1], baryon chiralperturoation theory was reform ulated in temm s ofan e ective
lagrangian which includes the octet baryons as heavy elds R], and it was found that
the leading nonanalytic corrections to the baryon axial form factors were 100% ¥ This
is surprising in light of the 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)—
singlet wavefunction renom alization, which explainswhy the t to the data including the
corrections stillworks well. H ow ever, we argue that the presence of these lJarge corrections
isnonetheless strong evidence that the chiralexpansion de ned by thise ective Jagrangian

isbreaking down.

These e ective coupling constants are related to QCD m atrix elem ents which are in
principle com putable (on the lattice, for exam ple). However, our present know ledge of
the relevant m atrix elem ents is rather lim ited, and we conservatively regard the e ective

couplings as undetermm ined param eters.
¥ An earlier calculation B]which found am aller corrections is incorrect.



In ref. ], it was found that the Jarge chiral sym m etry breaking corrections discussed
above are largely cancelled by contributions from decuplet interm ediate states. From the
point of view ofthe e ective lJagrangian, this looks like an unnatural cancellation between
tw o unrelated sectors of the theory. H owever from the point of view ofQCD the decuplet
and octet states are certainly related. In fact, in the largeN . lin i ofQCD , the baryon
soectrum consists of N, states w ith m ass di erences ocp N ., and the Iowest-lying
stateshave the quantum num bers ofthe octet and decuplet baryons (forN . odd). T here are
non-trivial relations between the di erent baryon m uliplets in this lim it w hich reproduce
the SU (6) spin{ avor symm etry relations between octet and decuplet baryon couplings
B]. W hile these developm ents are very interesting, we w ill take a m ore phenom enological
point of view in this paper, including the decuplet w ithout assum ing SU (6) sym m etry.

Including the decuplet In the chiral lJagrangian is only justi ed if the decuplet{octet
m ass splitting is anall compared to the PT expansion param eter (num erically,
" 300M eV, 1 GeV. In this lim i, we can treat the decuplet as a nonrelativistic
heavy eld, substantially sim plifying the com putation. O ur calculation di ers from that of
ref. Alm ainly in that we do notm ake the approxin ation m g .We ndthatthee ect
ofnonzero com pltely changes the pattem of the non-analytic corrections: the decuplet
corrections can still cancel the large octet corrections for som e values of the couplings,
but the corrections strongly disfavor the SU (6) values of the decuplet axial couplings. W e
also argue that the axial coupling constants cannot be accurately detem ined if only the
non-analytic corrections are included.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In section 2, we brie y review the e ective la—
grangian fom alism we will use. In section 3, we present the results of our calculation
Including only octet intermm ediate states. In section 4, we present the results of ncluding
the decuplet. Section 5 contains our conclisions. Som e inform ation on the sam ileptonic

decays used in this paper is given in an appendix.

2.E ective Lagrangian

It has been known for som e tin e that the low-energy theoraem s of spontaneous chi-
ralsym m etry breaking can be encoded in an e ective lJagrangian [6]. T he lagrangian givesa
system atic fram ew ork for investigating deviations from the symm etry lim itm y;m g;m g ! 0.
In this section, we brie y review the e ective lJagrangian we use to carry out the com pu—
tation. T he notation and conventions we use are the sam e as those of ref. [7]. T he reader
fam iliar w ith this form alism is urged to skip to section 3.

T he e ective lagrangian we w ill use includes the psesudoscalar m eson octet
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w here the last equation de nes U as a function of L, R, and . The baryons are treated
asheavy eldsw ith fourvelocity v, and transform under SU (3)g, SU Bk as

BT UBUY: ©)
T he lowest-order tem s In the e ective lJagrangian Involving the octet baryons are

Loow= tr@iv @B)+ 2D titBs fA ;Bg + 2F tr Bs A ;B ] +

The decuplet elds are represented by a Rarita{Schw inger eld T w ith both vector
and soinor indices. W e work in the lim it where the octet{decuplet m ass solitting is
an all com pared to ,s0owe can treat T asa heavy eld with the sam e velocity v as the
baryon octet. W e neglect solitting w ithin the octet and decuplet Induced by quark m asses,
since these are higher order in the chiral expansion.) T he physical spin— com ponents are
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proected out by in posing the constraints (]
vT =sT =0; (7)

where s is the spin m atrix [1].
Thedecuplet eldscan be represented asa com pletely sym m etric 3-index tensor trans—
form ing under SU (3);, SU Bk as

Ty Uyl uk Ul TP, @)

T he relevant termm s in the lagrangian involving decuplet elds are

Lgee= Tiv @T+ T T +2HT s AT+ C(T A B + hx); )

(6)



where A isthe axialcurrent form ed from pion elds. W e have used an abbreviated notation
In which SU (3) indices are suppressed:

TAT  TyAl, TOF; TAB  TyAl,B*, ™": 10)

3.0 ctet C orrections

In this section, we w ill discuss the corrections which involve only octet interm ediate
states. Our calculation di ers from that of ref. [1] only In that we kespm & 0. The
corrections are expected to be 20% ofthe K and  oorrections, but om itting the
contributions system atically increases the predicted SU (3) breaking, so we include them

here.

W e write
1

;> 0) = ot To g (11)

w here the low est-order resuls are

i2
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T he leading chiral corrections are
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Here isan arbitrary renom alization scale. The dependence ofthese results is cancelled
by the dependence 0of0O m g) term s In the e ective Jagrangian such as

ﬂtrlg(quy+ hwc)s AB; 19)

where m 4 is the quark m assm atrix. Ifwe take ' , there are no large logarithm s in
the higher order coe cients, and near the chiral lim it the correction is dom inated by the
logarithm ically enhanced tem s com puted above. In the real world these logarithm s are
not very large, but we expect that the logarithm ic tem s w ill give som e Indication of the
actual size of the corrections, as discussed in the introduction.

T he corrections to individual form factors are all Jarger than 80% , In agreem ent w ith
the results of ref. [1]. C loser Inspection of the resuls of this calculation reveals that the
largest part of the corrections com es from the SU (3)-invariant part of the wavefunction
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renom alization. T his contribution can be w ritten
g*0 = S z; (20)

w here " #
2 m 2 m 2

m
Z=-@ED?+ F?) 3m’h— +4m; h—% + m’ h— : 1)

|

T he logarithm ically-enhanced wavefuinction renom alization m ust be positive on general
grounds [B], and therefore we know that there must be positive SU (3)-=invariant piece.
The surprise is that this is by far the m ost In portant correction. (If we rem ove this
contribution, the largest correction is 50% , w ith all other corrections less than 25% )

T his contribbution can be form ally rem oved from the chiralexpansion by de ning the
baryon elds
B @+ z)7B: 22)

W e can then w rite the tem s in the lJagrangian involving two baryon eldsas

. X
Lg =tr®@iv rB)+ c05B)
]
. X
= 1+ z)xBi rB)+ $0;B9; (23)
]
wherec(j)= 1+ Z)g. Ifwe now expand in tem s of the coe cjentsc(j)UeaU'ng Z as
orderm 3 Inm ¢, the large wavefunction renom alization is absorbed into a rede nition of

the chiral couplings.

Since wavefiinction renomm alization is universal for all am plitudes w ith two exter—
nal baryon lines, one m ight think that the resum m ation discussed above show s that the
large wavefiinction correction is \trivial," sin ply rescaling the couplings of the e ective
lagrangian and leaving relations am ong observables intact. However, Z depends on the
quark m asses, and chiral symm etry relates this dependence to physical quantities. In
particular, the dependence of Z is com pensated by the dependence of the temm

2tr(-quY+ hc)tr@iv  rB): (24)

Ifwe chose tomake Z anall, c( ) willbe large. This leads to a breakdown of chiral
perturbation theory, since this term ocontributes to eg. s-wave pion{nucleon scattering.

W hilke a full calculation would be required to dem onstrate the breakdown of chiral pertru-—
bation theory, it is clear that there is no reason to think that the large waveflinction

renom alization corrections found in this calculation are trivial.



4.D ecuplet C orrections

In this section, we include the decuplet contributionsto g; . W e w rite
1 b i

b 2

HTO) = bt atC o @5)
where  oontains the decuplet contributions, which are proportional to the coupling C
de ned In eg. (9). W e have
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w here

Gifm) m? 22]nm—2+4m 1 — F(=m); (32)
m
" #
, 2, 2 4m3 2 2 ,
G - n—  — 1 — F — — 33
2 ) g 3 2 (=m) 5 m (33)

Here we have de ned

b
3 1 1 1 P
< ?7% tan for x 1,
F(x) 1 pX (34)
1 X+ x2
i< In i< forx > 1.
2 x? 1 %2

To obtain these resuls, we have dropped tem s analytic In the quark m asses which
can be absorbed into counterterm s in the chiral lJagrangian. T his am ounts to a choice of
subtraction procedure. The lim iting values of the decuplet corrections can be cbtained

using

8
3 o, m’
Zm ]n—2 for m,
e T 35)
fom 5 Jn—2 m for m,
8
3 2, M7
Zm ]n—2 for m,
Gz(m)=§ , 2, 4 2 5 (36)
m § ]n—2 —m for m

From the expressionsabove it iseasy to check that the decuplet contribbutions decouple
in the Iim it m . In this lim it the decuplet corrections are either analytic in the quark
m asses, and can be absorbed into temm s in the e ective Jagrangian which contain only octet
baryon elds, or are SU (3) symm etric O ( 2l ?) term s which can be absorbed into a
rede nition of D and F . W e can also consider the lin it m x ;m advocated in ref.
4].We ndthatG;m) and G, m ) are very poorly approxin ated by setting = 0: for
exam ple, they have the w rong sign.

T he decuplet corrections are large, 100% , like the octet corrections. H ow ever, unlike
the octet corrections, w avefunction renom alization is not the largest part of the decuplet
corrections. T hism eans that these corrections cannot be ram oved by an SU (3)-conserving

eld rede nition, as contem plated above.

W e now ocom pare our resuls to sam ileptonic decay data (see the appendix). The
constant C can be detem ined from non-leptonic weak decays of decuplet states to be



C’ 15 H], so there is one new undetem ined param eter H com pared to the octet case.
W e assign a 20% theoretical uncertainty due to O m ) corrections to the am plitudes and
show the resulting 67% , 90% , and 95% con dence kevelregion in theD ,F planein g.l1.
(T he region is obtained by propcting the allowed region in D , F , and H space onto the
D , F plane.) Because of the lJarge allowed region, a best t is probably m eaningless.

D espite the fact that the allowed region is quite large, one can draw som e non-trivial
conclusions. The rst is that the lowest-order values of D and F are allowed. For these
values ofD and F , the corrections are less than 10% ifH ' 0:5. @ sim ilar cancellation
was found in ref. [4], but for a di erent range of H values.) T his suggests that including
decuplt baryon statesm ay in prove the convergence ofbaryon chiralperturbation theory.

W e em phasize that the fact that the decuplet contributions can cancel the octet con—
tributions ishighly non-trivial: it involves a lJarge cancellation between octet wavefunction
renom alization and decuplet \v " corrections. (T he decuplet contribbution to wave-
function renomm alization is positive and therefore cannot cancel the octet wavefunction
renom alization contrlbution.) A lso, it is strikking that the cancellation occurs both for
nonzero as well as zero octet{decuplet m ass splitting, since the corrections are very di er—

ent in these two cases.

F nally, we can ask whether the corrections favor the SU (6) prediction
F =2F; C= 2D; H= 23D: 37)

This relation is excluided by the above analysis at the 95% oon dence level. (Ifwe set
= 0, the corrections favor the SU (6) values, as found in ref. 4].) It is not clear how
m eaningfiil this is, since higher order correctionsm ay be In portant.

5.Conclusions

W e have critically exam ined the chiral perturbation theory predictions for the axial
vector form factors, both with and w ithout the inclusion of decuplet interm ediate states.
W e con m ed the result of ref. [1] that the corrections are large if decuplet states are not
Included. W e argued that these lJarge corrections are a sym ptom that chiral perturbation
theory incluiding only octet baryon states is breaking down, despite the fact that the
largest correction takes the form of an SU (3)-singlkt wavefunction renom alization. W e
then exam ined the contrlbutions of decuplet intermm ediate states. W e found that taking
Into acoount the e ects of the decuplet{octet m ass di erence substantially changes the
pattem of corrections obtained in ref. 4], which neglects these e ects. W e und that
the decuplet corrections tend to cancel the octet corrections in a non-trivialway (as also



found by ref. 4]), and that the corrections strongly disfavor the SU (6) values of the axial
couplings (contrary to the conclusions of ref. ]). W e also argued that D and F cannot
be reliably extracted from a calculation which inclides only the non-analytic corrections.

W hile com plting the present paper, we received ref. P], which also m akes the point
(in a di erent context) that setting = 0 in the decuplet integrals is not a good approxi-

m ation.
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A ppendix A .F it to Sem ileptonic D ecays

In this appendix, we consider the determ ination ofD and F from S = 1 sam ileptonic
decays of hyperons. T hese decays are govemed by the form factors

1£5°° (F) o+ i£8P° (F)

—V s = abc .

BT 0)Bpi= Gk £°C) AR, TRV u); (38)
. L abe 158 () 5P ()

B, 7%, 0)Bpri= Tlp.) &) 5+7M2+Mb 5q +7M2+Mb s ums); (39)

whereq R p.The contrbutions of the form factors f5 and g3 are suppressed by the
electron m ass, and can be safely neglected. Near the SU 3) Imitmy, = mgq = mg, the
baryons are nearly degenerate, and at the order we are working the decays are determm ined
by the form factors at zero m om entum transfer. The contrbutions of £, and g, are
suppressed by O M ¢) because of the explicit power of g muliplying these term s. (In
fact, tim ereversal invariance can be used to show that g, (0) = 0 in the SU (3) Ilim it, so
that the contribbutions of g, are even sn aller.) In the SU (3) lim it, the form factors f; (0)
are given by C lebsch{G ordan coe cients and the g1 (0)’s are sin pl linear com binations
of D and F (see eg. (13)). The corrections to f; are O (m5) and can be com puted in
chirmlperturbation theory [7]. T he leading correctionsto g; are O m s Inm ¢) and form ally
give the largest corrections to the sem ileptonic decay rates. T hese are therefore the only
corrections to the form factorswhich we w ill keep.

To perform our t,we use both decay rate and asym m etry data taken from them ost
recent Particle D ata G roup (PD G ) com pilation [10]. For the asym m etry data, we directly
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use the average values for gy =gy quoted by the PDG . To convert the decay rates into
values for g;, we keep the fiill kinem atic dependence on the baryon m asses, since these
e ects tum out to be num erically in portant. T he data we use is displayed in table 1.

lifetim e asym m etry
n !p 1:323 0003 1257 0003
! 0:609 0029 0:62 0:44
' p 0:972 0018 0:879 02021
! n 0:442 0021 0:340 0:017
r0 0:96  0:19 | |
! 0:473  0:026 0:306 0061

Table 1: Values for g; (0) extracted from 1992 PD G

The decay rate and asymm etry determ inations of g; are inconsistent if we assum e
only the errors quoted by the PDG . This is either a sym ptom of system atic errors in
the experin ents or an indication that higher-order corrections are in portant. W e expect
that higher order tem s in the chiral expansion w ill give rise to 20% oorrections, and
so we added this am ount in quadrature to all the quoted errors to take Into acocount the
theoreticaluncertainty. W hen we do this, allthe errors on alldetermm inationshave a sizable

overlap.

W ith this procedure, reasonable ts are obtained. For exam ple, ifwe t thisdata to
D and F using the low est-order prediction in eq. (12), we obtain the best t

D =085 0:06; F =052 0:04; (40)

wih 2= 6:1 for 9 degrees of freedom .
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1l. Contours of 68% , 90% , and 95% oon dencelevel regions In the D {F plane when
decuplet corrections are included, obtained as discussed in the text. The black dot show s
the lowest-order values of D and F , as discussed in the appendix.
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