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m odel;in particular,m agnetic polarizabilitiesare considered. Predicted po-

larizabilities,which resultfrom di� erenttreatm entsofthe strangedegreesof
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AtFerm ilab the� hyperon polarizabilitieswillsoon bem easured [1,2]and hyperon

beam s atCERN willprovide data on the polarizabilities ofother hyperons as well. In

addition,a rather precise determ ination ofthe nucleon polarizabilities is available [3].

This is ofgreat interest because the electrom agnetic polarizabilities contain im portant

inform ation on the baryon structure[4]. Although a rather large num ber oftheoretical

work hasbeen devoted to the nucleon electrom agnetic polarizabilities (see Ref.[5]fora

recent review) only quite recently the hyperon polarizabilities have been investigated.

In Ref.[6]the electric and m agnetic polarizabilities ofthe �+ and �� hyperons were

com puted within thenon-relativisticquark m odel.A study ofthehyperon polarizabilities

in heavy baryon chiralperturbation theory hasbeen reported in Ref.[7].W ithin thechiral

soliton m odels,predictionsforhyperon electricpolarizabilitiesusing theSU(3)collective

coordinate approach have been given in Ref.[8]. Resultsforelectric and m agnetic static

polarizabilities obtained within an alternative treatm ent of strange m esons in soliton

m odels,theso-called bound stateapproach (BSA),[9],havebeen given recently.In this

contextthepurposeofthepresentwork istwofold.Firstly,wewillcontinuethestudy of

the polarizabilitiesin the SU(3)collective coordinate approach to the soliton m odelby

presentingthecorrespondingpredictionsforthestaticm agneticpolarizabilities.Secondly,

wewillcriticallyanalyzeand com paretheresultsobtained within thedi� erentapproaches

to baryonswithin theSU(3)Skyrm em odel.

Ourstarting pointisa gauged e� ective chiralaction

� =

Z

d
4
x
nf2�

4
Tr

h

D �U(D
�
U)y

i

+
1

32�2
Tr

h

[U y
D �U;U

y
D �U]

2
io

+ �an + �sb (1)

Heref� = 93M eV isthepion decayconstantand � isthedim ensionlessSkyrm eparam eter.

Furtherm orethechiral� eld U isthenon{linearrealization ofthepseudoscalaroctet.The

covariantderivativeisde� ned as

D �U = @�U + ie A � [Q;U]; Q =
1

2

"

�3 +
1
p
3
�8

#

; (2)

where A � is the electrom agnetic � eld and Q the electric charge m atrix. Throughout

thispaperwe adoptGaussian units,i.e. e2 = 1=137.In Eq (1)�an isthe W ess-Zum ino

actiongauged tocontain theelectrom agneticinteraction [10]whilethe(gauged)sym m etry

breakingterm �sb [9]accountsfordi� erentm assesand decayconstantsofthepseudoscalar

� elds[11].Itisconvenientto orderthee� ective action according to powersofA�

� = �strong + �lin + �quad: (3)

Form ally wem ay write

�lin =

Z

d
4
x e A �J

� and �quad = �

Z

d
4
x e

2
A � G

��
A � : (4)

Explicitexpressionsfortheelectrom agneticcurrentJ� and theseagulltensorG �� can e.g.

befound in ref[9].Actually both �lin and �quad contributeto thebaryon polarizabilities.
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In second order perturbation �lin gives rise to the so-called \dispersive" contributions

while�quad yieldstheso-called \seagull" contributions.

In Eq.(3) �strong is the action in the absence ofthe electrom agnetic � eld. In the

soliton picturestrong interaction propertiesofthelow{lying 1

2

+
and 3

2

+
baryonsarecom -

puted following thestandard SU(3)collectivecoordinateapproach to theSkyrm em odel.

W eintroducetheansatz

U(r;t)= A(t)

0

@
c+ i� �r̂ s 0

0 1

1

A A
y(t) (5)

forthechiral� eld.Herewehaveem ployed theabbreviationsc= cosF(r)ands= sinF(r)

whereF(r)isthechiralanglewhich param etrizesthesoliton.Thecollectiverotation m a-

trix A(t) is SU(3) valued. Substituting the con� guration (5) into �strong yields (upon

canonicalquantization ofA) the collective Ham iltonian. Its eigenfunctions and eigen-

valuesare identi� ed asthe baryon wavefunctions	B (A)= hB jAiand m assesm B . Due

thesym m etry breaking term sin �sb thisHam iltonian isobviously notSU(3)sym m etric.

As shown by Yabu and Ando [12]itcan,however,be diagonalized exactly. This diag-

onalization essentially am ounts to adm ixtures ofstates from higher dim ensionalSU(3)

representations into the octet (J = 1

2
) and decouplet (J = 3

2
) states. This procedure,

com m only known as \Rigid Rotator Approach" (RRA),has proven quite successfulin

describing the hyperon spectrum and static properties [13]. In ref[14]the chiralangle

wasallowed to adjustitselfaccording the  avororientation A. Thisapproach considers

thecollectiverotation asslow enough to letthesoliton pro� lereacton theforcesexerted

by the sym m etry breaking,hence the notion \Slow Rotator Approach" (SRA).In the

SRA thechiralanglenotonly dependson theradialcoordinaterbutalso param etrically

on the avororientation A.In contrasttoboth theRRA aswellastheBSA thisapproach

hasthedesired featurethatthem eson pro� lesofthecon� guration which havetheirchi-

ral� eld rotated m axim ally into the strange direction decay with the kaon m ass. The

com parison [14]ofthe predicted m agnetic m om ents with the experim entaldata shows

that the incorporation ofsym m etry breaking e� ects into the chiralangle is crucialto

properly describetheobserved deviationsfrom U-spin sym m etry1.Itisa m ajorpurpose

ofthepresentpaperto com parethepredictionsforthem agneticpolarizabilitiesin these

approachesto thethree avorSkyrm em odel.

Thestaticpolarizabilitiescan beextracted from theshiftoftheparticleenergiesin

thepresence ofconstantexternalelectric(E )and m agnetic(B )� elds:

�M = �
1

2
� E

2
�
1

2
� B

2
: (6)

Theelectric(�)and m agnetic(�)polarizabilitiescharacterizethedynam icalresponseto

1Sim ilar results have been found by treating the inuence ofthe sym m etry breaking on the soliton

extension atthe quantum level[15].
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theexternalelectrom agnetic� elds.Herewewillconcentrateon them agneticpolarizabil-

ity �,which iseasily obtained from (3)by adopting

A
� = (0;�

1

2
rrr� BBB ): (7)

In analogy to Eq.(3)theHam iltonian isexpanded up to quadraticorderin B

H = H
strong + H

lin + H
quad

: (8)

Thequadraticpartyieldstheseagullcontribution �s.UsingtheansatzEq.(5)oneobtains

for 1

2

+
baryons

�
B
s = hB j

h


(m )

� D
2

e;i+ 
(m )

K D
2

e;�

i

jB i: (9)

These m atrix elem ents are understood in the space ofthe collective coordinates with

D a;b =
1

2
Tr

�

�aA�bA
y
�

denoting theadjointrepresentation ofthecollectiverotations.W e

have used the notation i = 1;2;3 and � = 4;5;6;7. M oreover,a sum over repeated

indicesisunderstood and D e;a = D 3;a +
1p
3
D 8;a refersto the electrom agnetic direction.

As discussed above,in the SRA the chiralangle depends on the  avor orientation A.

Hencethespatialintegrals


(m )

� = �
e2

9

Z

d
3
r r

2
s
2

"

f
2

� +
1

�2
(F 02 +

s2

2r2
)+

2

3
(f2K � f

2

�)c (1� D 8;8)

#

(10)


(m )

K = �
e2

12

Z

d
3
r r

2(1� c)

"

f
2

K +
1

4�2
(F 02 +

s2

r2
)+ (f2K � f

2

�)
c� 2

3
(1� D 8;8)

#

(11)

have both explicit and im plicit dependencies on A. This has to be taken care ofwhen

com puting them atrix elem ents(9)in theSRA.

The dispersive contribution �d arisesfrom H lin in (8). Choosing the z{axisalong

theB � eld yieldsin second orderperturbation

�
B
d =

e2

2M 2
N

X

B 06= B

jhB j�3jB
0ij2

m B 0 � m B

: (12)

HereB and B 0referto di� erentbaryon statesand �3 isthem agneticm om entoperator.

Itsexplicitexpression forthepresentm odelcan e.g.befound in Eqs.(13,15)ofRef.[14].

In orderto com pute the dispersive m agnetic polarizability ofa given baryon B we have

to considerallpossiblestateswhich areaccessiblefrom B by m agneticdipoletransitions.

Thedom inantcontributionsareexpected from theloweststateswith j4 Jj= jJ� J0j= 1

asthesenotonly havethesm allestm assdi� erencesbutalsosizableisovectorcontribution

tothem agnetictransitions[16].Forexam ple,in thecaseofthenucleon theN � transition

would then bedom inant.In addition,on top oftheground statein a given spin{isospin

channeltheSU(3)collectivecoordinateapproach predictsstates,which havetheirm ajor

support from higher dim ensionalrepresentations ofSU(3). For exam ple, states with
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proton quantum num bers also exist in the 10 and 27 representations. Such statesalso

have non{vanishing m agnetic dipole transitions to B . In Eq. (12) we have therefore

included the m agnetic dipole transitions to these states in both the rigid and the slow

rotator approaches. Only in the lim it ofin� nitely large sym m etry breaking,when the

m odelessentially reducesto  avorSU(2),thesetransitionsvanish.

The use offK 6= f� is essentialto reproduce the experim entally observed m ass

di� erencesofthe low{lying 1

2

+
and 3

2

+
baryons[11]. Forde� nitenesswe willtake fK =

120M eV and � = 4:10 [17]for RRA and fK = 118M eV and � = 3:46 [14]for SRA

respectively. For the m eson m asses we em ploy m � = 138M eV and m K = 495M eV in

both cases. In tables 1 and 2 we display the results for the dispersive contributions

stem m ing from j4 Jj= 1 and j4 Jj= 0 transitions2. Ofcourse,the totaldispersive

m agnetic polarizability is the sum ofthese two pieces. In these tables \1st" indicates

that only that interm ediate state,which has the lowest excitation energy,is included

while \1st+ 2nd" refersto the sum (12)being cutafterthe next{to{loweststate. The

totalcontribution isobtained by including alltheinterm ediate stateswith an excitation

energy sm aller than 3 GeV.Let us � rst discuss the j4 Jj= 1 contributions. Here we

also consider the transition � � �0 although both particles have J = 1

2
,because these

two particlesaredistinctby physical(isospin)quantum num bersratherthan orthogonal

m ixturesofhigherSU(3)representations.Otherwise the\1st" state indeed corresponds

totheobserved J = 3

2
baryon resonancewhich carriesthesam eelectricaland strangeness

chargesastheJ = 1

2
baryon underconsideration.Allotherstates(\2nd" and higher)are

associated with higherSU(3)excited J = 3

2
states. W e � nd thatforallchannels,which

have a signi� cant contribution from the \1st" state,(say,greater than one),the share

carried by the excited states is alm ost negligible (less than 3% ). Only when the \1st"

contribution issm allforsom e reason (e.g.itisU{spin forbidden asin the�� case [18])

the"2nd" transition becom esim portant.In thesechannelsthetotaldispersive m agnetic

polarizability nevertheless rem ainssm all. Basically,foralltransitionsthe contributions

from states higher than \2nd" are negligible (less than 0.5% ). The RRA apparently

exhibitsonly m oderatedeviationsfrom theSU(3)sym m etry relations

�d(N � � )= �d(�+ � ��
+ )= �d(�0 � ��

0)=
4

3
�d(� � ��0); (13)

which are obtained by considering only the lowest interm ediate state in Eq. (12). The

SRA violates these relations by as m uch as 50 % . Such a pattern has also been found

for various other baryon properties [13]. From table 2 we observe that,as expected,

the j4 Jj= 0 contributionsare generally quite sm all. Again they are only recognizable

when the corresponding j4 Jj= 1 transition isU{spin forbidden.Also,the contribution

from the \2nd" statesisim portantonly in som e particularcases (e.g. p,�+ )while all

contributionsfrom stateshigherthan \2nd" m ay bediscarded.

2Ascustom ary,throughoutthispaperallthebaryon polarizabilitiesareexpressed in unitsof10�4 fm
3
.
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Thetotaldispersiveaswellastheseagullcontributionsaregiven in Table3.There

wenotonly com paretheRRA and SRA butalso quotetheresultsfrom theBSA [9].For

thetotaldispersivepartweseethatthedeviationsfrom thesym m etryrelations(13)in the

BSA and RRA areoppositewith respecttothoseoftheSRA.Thisresultisnotcom pletely

unexpected because the � rsttwo approachesinaccurately predictthe m agnetic m om ent

ofthe �+ to be slightly larger or approxim ately equalto that ofthe proton [19,13],

(in that case the sym m etry relation in question would read �(�+ ) = �(p) [20]). As

m entioned above,a m ajorsuccessofthe SRA isthe correctprediction ofthe pattern of

the m agnetic m om ents,especially �(�+ )=�(p)� 0:85 [14].Forthe seagullcontributions

weagain recognizethattheSRA yieldssizabledeviationsfrom thesym m etry relations

�s(p)= �s(�+ ) �s(n)= �s(�0) �s(�� )= �s(�� ) (14)

whileneithertheRRA northeBSA do so.In caseoftheSRA thesedeviationscause�s

tovary alm ostlinearly with thestrangenesscharge,whiletheresultsfrom both RRA and

BSA areroughly independentofstrangeness.Itisalsosom ewhatsurprisingthatwhilefor

thenon{strangebaryons(p;n)thepredictionson �d arecom parablein theRRA and SRA

they di� erby a factortwo in case of�s. Thisindicatesthatstrange degreesoffreedom

play a signi� cant role inside the nucleon since in the in� nite sym m etry breaking lim it,

when the strange quarksare frozen out,these two approachesyield identical{ SU(2){

results.

Up to now wehavediscussed theindividualcontributionsseparately.However,the

physically relevantquantity ratheristhetotalpolarizability � = �d+ �s.Thecorrespond-

ing predictionsfor� arealso given in Table3.W eobservethatforthenucleon theSRA

prediction isquite good because experim entsfavora sm allpositive num ber. The latest

valuequoted by thePDG [23]is�(p)= 2:1� 0:8� 0:5.Com parison with theprediction

ofthenon{relativisticquark m odel[6]for�(�+ )= 1:7 and �(�� )= �1:7 also favorsthe

SRA.However,as can be seen from table 3,any treatm ent ofthe three  avor Skyrm e

m odelleadsto sizableisoscalarand isotensorcontributionsforthem agneticpolarizabili-

tiesin the� channel.In the�0 channelthedispersivepartisnegativebecausethisstate

dom inantly couples to � which has a lower m ass. Hence this channelis the only one

where dispersive and seagullpartsadd coherently indicating thatthe �0 hasthe largest

(in m agnitude)m agneticpolarizability.

Forcom pleteness we also display the results forthe electric seagullpolarizability.

Thepertinentchoicefortheelectrom agnetic� eld isA� = (�E � r;000).In theelectriccase

theseagullcontribution isa good approxim ation to thetotalpolarizability [9,21,22].In

thecollective treatm entitisobtained from them atrix elem ent[8]

�
B
s = hB j

h


(e)
� D

2

e;i+ 
(e)

K D
2

e;�

i

jB i: (15)

Again,these m atrix elem ents are evaluated in the space ofthe collective coordinates.
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Furtherm ore


(e)
� =

2e2

9

Z

d
3
r r

2
s
2

"

f
2

� +
1

�2
(F 02 +

s2

r2
)+

2

3
(f2K � f

2

�)c (1� D 8;8)

#

(16)


(e)

K =
e2

6

Z

d
3
r r

2(1� c)

"

f
2

K +
1

4�2
(F 02 + 2

s2

r2
)+ (f2K � f

2

�)
c� 2

3
(1� D 8;8)

#

: (17)

Here we have om itted non{m inim alphoton couplings since, practically, they give no

contribution to the electric polarizabilities (see footnote 3 in ref[9]for details on this

issue). In table 4 the num ericalresults are com pared to the corresponding predictions

ofthe BSA.W e observe that the SRA prediction ofthe electric seagullpolarizability

forthe nucleon (�s(p)= 11:2;�s(n)= 11:0)agreesreasonably wellwith the PDG data:

�(p)= 12:1� 0:8� 0:5 and �(n)= 9:8+ 1:9�2:3 .Both,theRRA and theBSA yield num bers

which areabouttwice aslarge.Asthe collective structuresofthe operatorsin (15)and

(9)areidenticalnotonly therelationsanalogousto (14)hold in thesym m etric casebut

also theabovediscussed deviationsfrom the avorsym m etric predictionsaresim ilarfor

the electric and m agnetic seagullcontributions. To a good accuracy the seagullpieces

obey �s = �2�s in allthree treatm ents. This im plies thatthe Skyrm e term is only of

m inorim portance.

W ehaveseen thatvarioustreatm entsofthethree avorgeneralization oftheSkyrm e

m odelyield quitedi� erentresultsfortheelectrom agneticpolarizabilities.Inparticularthe

deviationsfrom theSU(3)sym m etry relationsforthedispersivepartsarequitedi� erent

whileatleasttheseagullpartsintheBSA andRRA arequitesim ilar.Actuallysim ilarities

between theBSA and RRA areexpected from thecom putation ofm any otherobservables

[13,16].Com paring especially thesym m etry breaking pattern forthepredicted m agnetic

m om entsofthe 1

2

+
baryonswith theexperim entaldatahoweverfavorstheSRA.Available

data on thenucleon polarizabilitiestend to supportthisassessm ent.Itisthussuggestive

thatthepattern oftheelectrom agneticpolarizabilitiesofthelow{lying 1

2

+
baryonsshould

follow thepredictionsoftheSRA to theSU(3)Skyrm em odel.

Letus� nally add a word ofcaution concerning thequantitativeresults.Asiswell{

known, neither ofthe three approaches discussed here correctly predicts the absolute

valuesofthebaryon m agneticm om ents,e.g.them agneticm om entoftheproton isfound

to be (in nucleon m agnetons) 1:77,1:68 and 1:78 in the bound state,the rigid rotator

and the slow rotatorapproaches,respectively. This is to be com pared with the actual

valueof2:79.Thisinsu� ciency isinherited from theSU(2)Skyrm em odel,butitisalso

cured there. A recent study hasshown thatthe m om ents atO (N C )plusthe quantum

correctionsatnextto leading order,O (N 0
C ),� llthe gap [24]. Generalconsiderationsof

the1=N c{expansion show thatthem agneticm om entoperator�3 acquiresam ultiplicative

correction [25]. Since thisoperatorcrucially entersthe dispersive partsofthe m agnetic

polarizabilities(12)a change in the num ericalresultswould notbe unexpected. Sim ilar

correctionsm ay also arisefortheseagullcom ponentofthem agneticpolarizabilities.The
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com putation oftheelectricpolarizabilitiesin thetwo  avorm odelsalso showsthatloop

correctionsto thecorresponding O (N C )seagullcom ponentsareim portant[24].W hether

thisstatem entcarriesoverto SU(3)rem ainssubjectto furtherstudies.

Prof.B.Schwesingerpassed away shortly afterthisarticlewassubm itted forpubli-

cation.HW and NNS would liketo expressalltheirgratitudeto him asteacher,collegue

and friend.
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Table1:Dispersivecontributions�d to thestaticm agneticpolarizabilitiescorresponding

to transitionsbetween di� erentbaryons(m ostly j4 Jj= 1 transitions).Alldata arein

10�4 fm
3
.

RRA SRA

1st 1st+ 2nd Total 1st 1st+ 2nd Total

N � � 4.529 4.559 4.559 5.621 5.703 5.709

� � �0 4.031 4.093 4.098 3.479 3.581 3.586

� � ��
0

3.835 3.875 3.877 3.237 3.318 3.322

�+ � ��
+ 4.954 5.200 5.204 3.512 3.600 3.605

�0 � ��
0 0.875 1.067 1.070 0.572 0.657 0.659

�� � ��
� 0.126 0.270 0.275 0.130 0.213 0.214

�0 � ��
0

5.060 5.419 5.423 2.873 2.952 2.956

�� � ��
� 0.134 0.503 0.504 0.062 0.224 0.225

Table2:Dispersivecontributions�d to thestaticm agneticpolarizabilitiescorresponding

to thej4 Jj= 0 transitions.Thesuperscriptexcrefersto SU(3)excited states.Alldata

arein 10�4 fm
3
.

RRA SRA

1st 1st+ 2nd Total 1st 1st+ 2nd Total

p� pexc 0.010 0.042 0.042 0.014 0.051 0.051

n � nexc 0.081 0.085 0.085 0.098 0.098 0.100

� � �exc 0.017 0.017 0.017 0.051 0.051 0.051

�+ � �exc
+

0.023 0.079 0.080 0.005 0.030 0.030

�0 � �exc
0 0.086 0.110 0.111 0.021 0.033 0.033

�� � �exc
� 0.174 0.185 0.186 0.130 0.133 0.134

�0 � �exc
0

0.011 0.011 0.011 0.0003 0.0003 0.0003

�� � �exc
� 0.029 0.029 0.029 0.008 0.008 0.008
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Table3:Totalm agneticpolarizabilitiesasthesum ofthedispersive and seagull

contributions,i.e.� = �d + �s.Resultsarelisted according to di� erentapproachesto

theSU(3)Skyrm e m odel,seetext.Alldata arein 10�4 fm
3
.

BSA [9] RRA SRA

�d �s � �d �s � �d �s �

p 5.6 { 8.3 { 2.7 4.6 { 10.2 { 5.6 5.8 { 5.3 0.5

n 5.6 { 8.3 { 2.7 4.6 {10.0 { 5.3 5.8 { 5.2 0.6

� 12.1 { 8.7 3.4 8.0 { 9.8 {1.8 7.0 { 3.2 3.6

�+ 10.4 { 9.1 1.3 5.3 { 10.7 {5.4 3.6 { 3.1 0.5

�0 { 4.0 { 8.7 { 12.7 { 2.7 { 9.6 { 12.3 { 2.9 { 2.8 { 5.6

�� 0.5 { 8.4 { 7.9 0.5 { 8.4 { 8.0 0.4 { 2.4 { 2.1

�0 14.0 { 9.6 4.4 5.4 {10.4 { 5.0 3.0 { 2.3 0.7

�� 1.5 { 8.7 { 7.2 0.5 { 7.7 { 7.2 0.2 { 1.7 { 1.4

Table4:Theelectricpolarizabilitiesasapproxim ated by theirseagullcontributions(15)

in varioustreatm entsoftheSU(3)Skyrm em odel.Alldata arein 10�4 fm
3
.

BSA [9] RRA SRA

p 17.3 20.9 11.2

n 17.3 20.5 11.0

� 18.1 20.1 7.0

�+ 18.1 22.0 6.6

�0 18.8 19.7 5.9

�� 17.4 17.3 5.1

�0 19.9 21.3 4.9

�� 18.0 15.7 3.5
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