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ABSTRACT

Static polarizabilities of the low {lying %+ baryons are studied within the
collective coordinate approach to the three avor generalization ofthe Skym e
m odel; n particular, m agnetic polarizabilities are considered. P redicted po-—
larizabilities, which resul from di erent treatm ents of the strange degrees of
freedom In this m odel, are critically com pared. Their deviations from the

avor sym m etric form ulations are discussed.
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AtFem ilab the hyperon polarizabilities w ill soon bem easured {l,'2] and hyperon
beam s at CERN w ill provide data on the polarizabilities of other hyperons as well. In
addition, a rather precise determ mation of the nuckon polarizabilities is availble 1.
This is of great interest because the electrom agnetic polarizabilities contain in portant
inform ation on the baryon structuref]. A though a rather large number of theoretical
work has been devoted to the nuclon electrom agnetic polarizabilities (see Ref.[;”q] for a
recent review) only quite recently the hyperon polarizabilities have been nvestigated.
In Ref.fd] the ekctric and m agnetic polarizabilities of the . and hyperons were
com puted w ithin the non-relativistic quark m odel. A study ofthe hyperon polarizabilities
in heavy baryon chiralperturbation theory hasbeen reported in Ref.[]]. W ithin the chiral
soliton m odels, predictions for hyperon electric polarizabilities using the SU (3) collective
coordinate approach have been given in Ref.[B]. Resuls for electric and m agnetic static
polarizabilities obtained within an altemative treatm ent of strange m esons in soliton
m odels, the so-called bound state approach BSA), [g], have been given recently. In this
context the purpose of the present work is twofold. F irstly, we w ill continue the study of
the polarizabilities in the SU (3) collective coordinate approach to the soliton m odel by
presenting the corresponding predictions forthe staticm agnetic polarizabilities. Secondly,
wew ill crtically analyze and com pare the results obtained w ithin thedi erent approaches
to baryons w ithin the SU (3) Skym e m odel.

O ur starting point is a gauged e ective chiral action
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Heref = 93M &V isthepion decay constant and isthedim ensionless Skym e param eter.
Furthem ore the chiral eld U isthe non{linear realization ofthe pssudoscalar octet. The
covariant derivative isde ned as
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where A is the electrom agnetic eld and Q the elctric charge m atrix. Throughout
this paper we adopt G aussian units, ie. € = 1=137. m Eq {I) .. isthe W essZum ino
action gauged to contain the electrom agnetic nteraction {L0]whike the (gauged) sym m etry
breaking tem o, [@]acoounts fordi erentm asses and decay constants ofthe pssudoscalar
elds!'[i1]. Tt is convenient to order the e ective action according to powers of A
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E xplicit expressions for the electrom agnetic current J and the seagulltensorG can eg.
be found in ref B]. A ctually both In and ™3¢ contribute to the baryon polarizabilities.



In second order perturbation ' gives rise to the so-called \dispersive" contributions
while 49 yields the so—called \seagull" contributions.

In Eq.B) %9 is the action in the absence of the electrom agnetic eld. In the
soliton picture strong interaction properties of the Iow {Iying %+ and ; baryons are com —
puted Hllow ng the standard SU (3) collective coordinate approach to the Skym e m odel.

W e Introduce the ansatz
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forthe chiral eld. Herewehave em ployed the abbreviationsc= cosF (r) ands= sinF (r)
where F' (r) isthe chiralangle w hich param etrizes the soliton. T he collective rotation m a—
trix A (t) is SU () valued. Substituting the con guration (5) into ST°"9 vields (upon
canonical quantization of A) the collective H am iltonian. Tts eigenfunctions and eigen—
values are denti ed as the baryon wavefunctions 5 @)= B Aiandmasssmyp . Due
the symm etry breaking term s in g, this Ham iltonian is cbviously not SU (3) symm etric.
As shown by Yabu and Ando [I2] it can, however, be diagonalized exactly. This diag-
onalization essentially am ounts to adm ixtures of states from higher din ensional SU (3)
representations into the octet (J = 1) and decoupkt (J = 2) states. This procedure,
ocomm only known as \R igid Rotator Approach" RRA), has proven quite sucoessfiil in
describing the hyperon spectrum and static properties [[3]. In ref [14] the chiral angle
was allowed to adjast itself according the avor orentation A . This approach considers
the collective rotation as slow enough to let the soliton pro Ie react on the forces exerted
by the symm etry breaking, hence the notion \Slow Rotator Approach" (SRA). In the
SRA the chiralanglk not only depends on the radial coordinate r but also param etrically
on the avororientation A . In contrast toboth the RRA aswellastheBSA thisapproach
has the desired feature that the m eson pro ls ofthe con guration which have their chi-
ral eld rotated m axin ally into the strange direction decay w ih the kaon m ass. The
com parison [14] of the predicted m agnetic m om ents w ith the experin ental data show s
that the lnocorporation of symm etry breaking e ects Into the chiral angk is crucial to
properly describe the observed deviations from U -spin symm etryﬁ: . It isam apr purpose
of the present paper to com pare the predictions for the m agnetic polarizabilities in these
approaches to the three avor Skymm e m odel.

T he static polarizabilities can be extracted from the shift of the particle energies in
the presence of constant extemal electric (£ ) and magnetic B ) elds:
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2 2

The electric ( ) and m agnetic ( ) polarizabilities characterize the dynam ical response to

1Sim ilar results have been fund by treating the in uence of the sym m etry breaking on the soliton
extension at the quantum level i_l-§']



the external electrom agnetic elds. Here we w ill concentrate on the m agnetic polarizabil-
ity ,which iseasily obtained from (3) by adopting

1
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In analogy to Eq. () the Ham iltonian is expanded up to quadratic order in B
H = HST"94 gt 4 gaed, ®)

T he quadratic part yields the ssagullcontrbution ;. Usihg the ansatz Eq.{§) one obtains
J‘br{ baryons
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These m atrix elem ents are understood In the space of the collective coordinates w ith
Dap= %Tr A LAY denoting the ad pint representation of the collective rotations. W e
have used the notation i = 1;2;3 and = 4;5;6;7. M oreover, a sum over repeated
indices is understood and D ., = D 3,5 + pl—g D g,, refers to the electrom agnetic direction.
A s discussed above, In the SRA the chiral anglke depends on the avor ordentation A .
Hence the spatial integrals
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have both explicit and in plicit dependencies on A . This has to be taken care of when
com puting the m atrix elm ents (9) i the SRA .
T he dispersive contrbution 4 arises from H ™ in ). Choosing the z{axis along
theB eld yields In second order perturbation
& X JBIBYUF

B
d 2
2MNB06B mBO mB

12)

HereB and B’ refer to di erent baryon states and 5 is the m agnetic m om ent operator.
Tts explicit expression for the present m odel can eg. be found in Egs.(13,15) of Ref.{14].
In order to com pute the dispersive m agnetic polarizability of a given baryon B we have
to consider allpossible states which are accessible from B by m agnetic dipole transitions.
T he dom inant contributions are expected from the lowest stateswith # Jij= 7 J%= 1
asthes not only have the an allest m assdi erencesbut also sizable isovector contribution
to them agnetic transitions [[4]. Forexam pk, in the case ofthenuclkon theN  transition
would then be dom nant. Th addition, on top of the ground state in a given soin{isospin
channelthe SU (3) collective coordinate approach predicts states, which have theirm apr
support from higher din ensional representations of SU (3). For exam ple, states with



proton quantum num bers also exist in the 10 and 27 representations. Such states also
have non{vanishing m agnetic dipok transitions to B. In Eq. (I2) we have therefore
Included the m agnetic dipol transitions to these states In both the rigid and the slow
rotator approaches. Only in the Ilin it of In niely lJarge symm etry breaking, when the
m odel essentially reducesto avor SU (2), these transitions vanish.

Theuss of fx & f is essential to reproduce the experin entally cbserved m ass
di erences of the Iow {]yjng; and §+ baryons [l1]. Forde niteness we willtake § =
120M eV and = 4:10 IV] or RRA and & = 118M &V and = 346 4] for SRA
respectively. For the meson masses we employ m = 138M &V and mg = 495M &V in
both cases. In tablks 1 and 2 we disply the resuls for the dispersive contributions
stemming from # Jj= 1 and # Jj= 0 transitiondi. O f course, the total dispersive
m agnetic polarizability is the sum of these two pieces. In these tables \1st" indicates
that only that Intem ediate state, which has the lowest excitation energy, is included
while \1st + 2nd" refers to the sum {12) being cut after the next{to{Ilowest state. The
total contrbution is cbtained by incluiding all the interm ediate states w ith an excitation
energy an aller than 3 GeV . Let us 1rst discuss the # Jj= 1 contrbutions. Here we
also oconsider the transition o although both particlkes have J = %, because these
tw o particles are distinct by physical (isospin) quantum num bers rather than orthogonal
m ixtures of higher SU (3) representations. O therw ise the \1st" state ndeed corresponds
to the cbserved J = g baryon resonance which carries the sam e electrical and strangeness
chargesasthe J = % baryon under consideration. A Il other states (\2nd" and higher) are
associated w ith higher SU (3) excited J = 2 states. We nd that for all channels, which
have a signi cant contrbution from the \1lst" state, (say, greater than one), the share
carried by the excited states is alm ost negligble (lss than 3% ). Only when the \1st"
contrdoution is sm all for som e reason (e.g. it isU {spin orbidden as in the  case [18))
the "2nd" transition becom es in portant. In these channels the total dispersive m agnetic
polarizability nevertheless rem ains an all. Basically, for all transitions the contributions
from states higher than \2nd" are negligble (less than 0.5% ). The RRA apparently
exhlits only m oderate deviations from the SU (3) symm etry relations

a )= a( 4+ )= alo 0) = = al 0) i 13)

which are cbtained by considering only the lowest interm ediate state n Eq. (I2). The
SRA viclates these relations by asmudch as 50 $ . Such a pattem has also been found
for various other baryon properties f13]. From tabl 2 we observe that, as expected,
the # Jj= 0 contrbutions are generally quite an all. Again they are only recognizable
when the corresponding # Jj= 1 transition is U {spin forbidden. A lso, the contribution
from the \2nd" states is In portant only in som e particular cases e€4g. p, +) whike all
contrbutions from states higher than \2nd" m ay be discarded.

2A s custom ary, throughout this paper all the baryon polarizabilities are expressed in units of10 4 f 3.



T he totaldispersive as well as the ssagull contributions are given in Table 3. There

we not only com pare the RRA and SRA but also quote the results from the BSA []. For
the totaldispersive part we see that the deviations from the sym m etry relations (13) in the
BSA and RRA are opposite w ith respect to those ofthe SRA . T his result isnot com pletely
unexpected because the rst two approaches naccurately predict the m agnetic m om ent
of the , to be slightly larger or approxin ately equal to that of the proton [19, 13],
(in that case the symmetry relation in question would read ( ,) = () RA4). As
m entioned above, a m a pr success of the SRA is the correct prediction of the pattem of
the m agnetic m om ents, especially ( ;)= () 085 [[4]. For the seagull contributions
we again recognize that the SRA yields sizabl deviations from the sym m etry relations

sP)= s(+) s@)= s(o) sC )= s() 14)

w hile neither the RRA northe BSA do so. In case of the SRA these deviations cause
to vary alm ost lnearly w ith the strangeness charge, while the results from both RRA and
BSA are roughly ndependent of strangeness. It is also som ew hat surprising that while for
the non {strange baryons (o;n) the predictionson 4 are com parable in the RRA and SRA
they di erby a factortwo In case of ;. This ndicates that strange degrees of freedom
play a signi cant role inside the nuclkon since n the In nite symm etry breaking lim i,
when the strange quarks are frozen out, these two approaches yield identical { SU 2) {
resuls.

Up to now we have discussed the Individual contributions ssparately. H owever, the
physically relevant quantity rather isthe totalpolarizabiliy = 4+ 5. The correspond-
Ing predictions for are also given In Tabl 3. W e dbserve that for the nuclkon the SRA
prediction is quite good because experin ents favor a am all positive number. The latest
valie quoted by the PDG P3]is ()= 21 08 0:5.Comparison wih the prediction
of the non{relativistic quark model Bl for ( ,)= 17 and ( )= 1:7 also favorsthe
SRA .However, as can be seen from table 3, any treatm ent of the three avor Skyme
m odel leads to sizable isoscalar and isotensor contributions for the m agnetic polarizabili-
ties in the channel. In the , channel the dispersive part is negative because this state
dom nantly couples to  which has a lower m ass. Hence this channel is the only one
w here dispersive and seagull parts add coherently Indicating that the ( has the largest
(In m agniude) m agnetic polarizability.

For com plkteness we also digplay the resuls for the electric seagull polarizability.
T he pertinent choice for the electrom agnetic eld isA = ( E  rf@. In the electric case
the seagull contribution is a good approxin ation to the totalpolarizabiliy [, 21, 22]. In
the collective treatm ent it is cbtained from the m atrix elem ent ]
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A gain, these m atrix elem ents are evaluated In the space of the collective coordinates.
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Here we have om itted non{m inin al photon couplings since, practically, they give no
contribution to the electric polarizabilities (see footnote 3 i ref {1 for details on this
issue). In table 4 the num erical results are com pared to the corresponding predictions
of the BSA . W e cbserve that the SRA prediction of the electric seagull polarizability
forthe nuckon ( ) = 112; n) = 11:0) agrees reasonably wellw ith the PD G data:

)= 121 08 O05and @)= 98%,7.Both, the RRA and the BSA yield numbers
which are about tw ice as large. A s the collective structures of the operators in {13) and
@) are identical not only the relations analogous to (14) hold in the symm etric case but
also the above discussed deviations from the avor symm etric predictions are sin ilar for
the electric and m agnetic seagull contributions. To a good accuracy the seagull pieces
cbey = 2 4 In all three treatm ents. This In plies that the Skym e tem is only of
m inor in portance.

W ehave seen that varioustreatm entsofthe three avorgeneralization ofthe Skym e
m odelyield quitedi erent resuls forthe electrom agnetic polarizabilities. In particularthe
deviations from the SU (3) sym m etry relations for the dispersive parts are quite di erent
w hike at least the seagullparts in theBSA and RRA arequite sin ilar. A ctually sim ilarities
between the BSA and RRA are expected from the com putation ofm any other cbservables
{13, 16]. Com paring especially the sym m etry breaking pattem for the predicted m agnetic
m om ents ofthe ; baryonsw ith the experim entaldata however favorsthe SRA .Available
data on the nuclkon polarizabilities tend to support this assesan ent. It is thus suggestive
that the pattem ofthe electrom agnetic polarizabilities ofthe low { lying %Jr baryons should
follow the predictions ofthe SRA to the SU (3) Skym e m odel.

Letus nally add a word of caution conceming the quantitative results. A s iswell{
known, neither of the three approaches discussed here correctly predicts the absolute
values of the baryon m agneticm om ents, e.g. the m agnetic m om ent of the proton is found
to be (In nuckon m agnetons) 1:77, 1:68 and 1:78 in the bound state, the rigid rotator
and the slow rotator approaches, regpectively. This is to be com pared w ith the actual
value 0f2:79. This Insu ciency is Inherited from the SU (2) Skym e m ode], but it is also
cured there. A recent study has shown that the moments at O N ) plus the quantum
corrections at next to lkading order, O (NCO ), 1lthe gap EB:'A]. G eneral considerations of
the 1=N . {expansion show that them agneticm om ent operator ;3 acquiresam uliplicative
correction P3]. Since this operator crucially enters the dispersive parts of the m agnetic
polarizabilities (12) a change in the num erical results would not be unexpected. Sin ilar
correctionsm ay also arise for the seagull com ponent of the m agnetic polarizabilities. T he



com putation of the electric polarizabilities n the two avor m odels also show s that loop
corrections to the corresponding O (N ) seagull com ponents are in portantP4]. W hether
this statem ent carries over to SU (3) ram ains sub gct to further studies.

P rof. B . Schwesinger passed away shortly after this article was subm itted forpubli-
cation. HW and NN S would lke to express all their gratitude to hin as teacher, collegue
and friend.
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Tabl 1: D ispersive contributions 4 to the static m agnetic polarizabilities corresponding
to transitions between di erent baryons (mostly # Jj= 1 transitions). A lldata are in

10 “ i °>.
RRA SRA
1st lst+ 2nd | Total| 1st lst + 2nd | Total
N 4 529 4 559 4559 | 5.621 5.703 5.709

0 4031 4.093 4,098 | 3479 3.581 3.586

0 3.835 3875 3877 | 3237 3318 3322
+ + || 4954 5200 5204 | 3512 3.600 3.605
0 o || 0875 1.067 1070 | 0572 0.657 0.659
0126 0270 0275 ] 0130 0213 0214
0 o |l 5060 5419 5423 | 2873 2.952 2.956
0134 0503 0504 | 0.062 0224 0225

Tabl 2: D ispersive contributions 4 to the static m agnetic polarizabilities corresponding
to the # Jj= 0 transitions. T he superscript exc refers to SU (3) excited states. A lldata
are in 10 * fn >.

RRA SRA

1st | 1st+ 2nd | Total| 1st lst+ 2nd | Total
p P~ 0.010 0.042 0.042 | 0.014 0.051 0.051
exe 0.081 0.085 0.085| 0.098 0.098 0.100
Sxe 1 0.017 0.017 0.017| 0.051 0.051 0.051
+ xc 1l 0.023 0.079 0.080 | 0.005 0.030 0.030
0 o || 0.086 0110 0111 | 0.021 0.033 0.033

exe 0174 0.185 0186 | 0.130 0133 0134
0 o] 0011 0.011 0.011 | 0.0003 0.0003 0.0003

S*C 11 0029 0.029 0.029 | 0.008 0.008 0.008




Tabl 3: Totalm agnetic polarizabilities as the sum of the digpersive and seagull
contrbutions, ie. = 4+ s.Resulksare listed according to di erent approaches to
the SU (3) Skym e m odel, see text. Alldata are .n 10 * fm >.

BSA P] RRA SRA

d s d s d s

o) 56 | {83] {27 46 | {102 | {56 58 | {53] 05
n 56 | {83 {27 4.6 {100 | {53 58 | {52 06
121 | {87 34 8.0 {98 {18 70 | {32] 36
+ || 104 | {91 13 53 | {10.7| {54 36 | {31 05
o || {40 (87| {127 {27 {96 | {123 {29| {28]| {56
05 | {84] {79 05 {84 | {80 04 | {24]|{21
o || 140 | {96 44 54 {104 | {50 30 | {23 0J
15 | {87 {72 05 {70 {72 02 | {17|{14

Table 4: T he ekctric polarizabilities as approxin ated by their seagull contrioutions (15)
in various treatm ents of the SU (3) Skym em odel. A lldata are in 10 * fin 3,

BSA Q]| RRA | SRA
e 173 | 209 | 112
n 173 | 205 | 110
181 | 201 | 70
, 181 | 220 | 66
0 188 | 197 | 59
174 | 173 | 51
0 199 213 | 49
180 | 157 | 35




