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1.Introduction

Atpresent,onlyfew dataareavailableontheelectrom agneticdecaysofthe 3

2

+

baryons.

Although recently the reaction � ! N  has carefully been analyzed atM AM I[1]the

decay param etersare stillunknown forthose J = 3

2
to J = 1

2
transitions,which involve

strange baryons. Upcom ing experim ents at CEBAF [2]and Ferm ilab [3]are expected

to provide som e data on these radiative decays soon and thus give m ore insight in the

pattern of avorsym m etry breaking.Exhaustive studiesoftheradiativehyperon decays

havebeenperform edinanum berofm odelswhich includethenon{relativisticquarkm odel

[4,5],the M IT bag m odel[6],heavy baryon chiralperturbation theory [7],a quenched

latticecalculation [5]aswellasrecentSkyrm em odelstudies[8,9].

A particularfeatureisthatU{spin sym m etry would im ply thatthetransition m atrix

elem ents vanish for the processes which involve the negatively charged hyperons, i.e.

��� ! �� and ��� ! �� [10]. Although U{spin sym m etry is not exactly realized

in nature this result has recently been veri� ed approxim ately [8,9]in both the bound

state (BSA [11]) and rigid rotor (RRA [12]) approaches to the SU(3) Skyrm e m odel

[13,14,15,16]. In the Skyrm e m odelbaryons em erge as solitons con� gurations ofthe

pseudoscalarm esons.Thesetwo approachesconceptually di� erin theway thekaon � elds

aretreated.TheRRA startsfrom a  avorsym m etricform ulation wherein non{vanishing

kaon � eldsarisefrom a rigid rotation oftheclassicalpion � eld.Theassociated collective

coordinates, which param etrize these large am plitude  uctuations o� the soliton, are

canonically quantized to generatestateswhich possessthequantum num bersofphysical

hyperons. It turns out that the resulting collective Ham iltonian can be diagonalized

exactly even in the presence of avor sym m etry breaking [17]. As a result the baryon

wave{functionssigni� cantly deviate from thoseobtained in the avorsym m etric version

ofthem odel.On theotherhand theBSA treatsthekaonsassm allam plitude uctuations

o� thesoliton,i.e.a avorsym m etricform ulation iscom pletely waived.Asaconsequence

of avorsym m etrybreakingaboundstatewith unitstrangenesschargedevelopsoutofthe

zero m ode [11]. Hyperonsare then constructed by pertinent occupationsofthisbound

state while the SU(2) quantum num bers are generated analogously to the two  avor

Skyrm e m odel[14]from the large am plitude  uctuations in coordinate{ and iso{space.

Despite thatin both the RRA and BSA thebaryon wave{functionssigni� cantly deviate

from theSU(3)sym m etriconesitisneverthelessnotsurprising thattheU{spin selection

rules for the radiative hyperon decays are alm ost preserved. The reason is that from

studying the m agnetic m om ents ofthe 1

2

+

baryons itisknown thatthe experim entally

observed U{spin violation requiresa strangenessdependentclassicalm eson con� guration

[18,19]. Such a dependence is not incorporated in these two approaches. A sim ilar

statem entcan bem adeforthehyperon radii,forwhich also a sophisticated treatm entof

sym m etry breakingisrequired toreproducetheem piricalpattern [20].Them ain purpose
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ofthe present study is to address the question ofstrangeness dependence ofthe decay

widthsforradiative hyperon decays.Ofcourse,thisalso includesthe roleofthe U{spin

selection rule for the processes ��� ! �� and ��� ! �� . As argued,a treatm ent

should be em ployed, which is capable ofreproducing the pattern of avor sym m etry

breaking ofotherelectrom agnetic observables. Forde� nitenesswe willem ploy the slow

rotator approach (SRA) to the Skyrm e m odelwhich has been shown to reproduce the

experim entalpattern ofboth thehyperon m agneticm om entsand radii[18].Thestarting

pointforthe SRA essentially isthe RRA,however,the stationary equation issolved for

each orientation in  avorspace. Thisprocedure yieldsa strangenessdependentsoliton.

Theunderlyingpictureisthatthecollectiverotation ofthesoliton proceedsslowly enough

that the pro� le function can react according to the forces exerted by  avor sym m etry

breaking;whence thenotion slow rotator.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In section 2wewillbrie y review theappearanceof

electrom agnetic� eldsin theSkyrm em odelaswellastheSRA to thethree avorversion

ofthe m odel. Subsequently we willdiscuss the pertinent m atrix elem ents in section 3

and then presentthenum ericalresultsfortheradiative hyperon decay widthsin section

4. W e also com pare ourpredictionswith othertreatm entsofthe Skyrm e m odelaswell

asavailablepredictionsofotherm odels.Concluding rem arksm ay befound in section 5.

Som etechnicalitiesarerelegated to a shortappendix.

2.The M odel

Ourstartingpointisagaugede� ectivechiralaction with appropriatesym m etrybreak-

ingterm s.In thecaseofthree avorsitisafunctionalofthepseudoscalaroctet� and the

photon � eld A�,the form erisnon{linearly represented by the chiral� eld U = exp(i�).

Fora convenientpresentation wesplittheaction into fourpieces

� = �SK + �an + �sb+ �non�m in : (2.1)

The� rstterm representsthegauged Skyrm eaction

�SK =

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

: (2.2)

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

Thecovariantderivativeisde� ned via theelectricchargem atrix Q

D �U = @�U + ie A � [Q ;U]; Q =
1

2

"

�3 +
1
p
3
�8

#

; (2.3)

Henceforth we adopt Gaussian units,i.e. e2 = 1=137. �an is the W ess-Zum ino action

gauged to contain thephoton � eld [21]:

�an = �
iN C

240�2

Z

d
5
x �

����� Tr[L�L�L�L�L�]

�
N C

48�2

Z

d
4
x �

����
eA � Tr[Q (L�L�L� � R�R �R �)] + O (e2A 2): (2.4)
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Herewehaveused L� = U y@�U and R � = U@�U
y.Furtherm oreN C = 3 isthenum berof

colors.The avorsym m etry breaking term sarecontained in �sb

�sb =

Z

d
4
x

(
f2�m

2

� + 2f2K m
2

K

12
Tr

h

U + U
y
� 2

i

+
f2�m

2

� � f2K m
2

K

2
p
3

Tr
h

�8

�

U + U
y
�i

+
f2K � f2�

4
Tr

h

Ŝ
�

U(D �U)
y
D

�
U + U

y
D �U(D

�
U)y

�i
)

; (2.5)

where Ŝ = diag(0;0;1) is the strangeness projector. In eq (2.5) fK is the kaon decay

constantwhilem � and m K arethepion and kaon m asses,respectively.Atnon{vanishing

m om entum transfernon{m inim alcouplingsofthephotonstothepseudoscalar� eldsm ay

berelevant

�non�m in = i

Z

d
4
xL9(@�A � � @�A �)Tr[Q (L�

L
� + R

�
R
�)]: (2.6)

In fourth orderchiralperturbation thisterm isneeded to correctly reproducetheelectro-

m agneticpion radiusthereby determ ining thedim ensionlesscoe� cientL9 = (6:9� 0:7)�

10�3 [22].The fullaction (2.1)de� nesthe electrom agnetic currentJ� via the expansion

in thephoton � eld

� [U;A�]= �strong[U]+ e

Z

d
4
x J�A

� + O (e2A 2): (2.7)

The resulting covariant expression for J� in term s ofthe chiral� eld U m ay readily be

taken from theliterature[23,24]:

J� = �
f2�

2
TrfQ (L� + R �)g+

1

8�2
TrfQ ([L�;[L�;L

�]]+ [R �;[R �;R
�]])g

�
N C

48�2
����� TrfQ (L�

L
�
L
�
� R

�
R
�
R
�)g� iL9TrfQ @

� ([L�;L�]+ [R �;R �])g

�
f2K � f2�

4
Tr

n

Q
�

fU Ŝ + ŜU
y
;L�g+ fŜU + U

y
Ŝ;R �g

�o

: (2.8)

In orderto generatebaryon statesofgood spin and  avorquantum num berswecon-

siderthesolitonicm eson con� guration thatcorrespondstoan arbitrary orientation ofthe

hedgehog U0 in  avorspace,i.e.U = AU0A
y.Forthetim ebeing wecon� neourselvesto

static rotationsin orderto establish the slow rotatorapproach.Due to spin and isospin

invariancethiscorrespondsto theansatz[18]

U(r;�)= exp(� i��4) exp
�

i� �r̂F(r;�)
�

exp(i��4) (2.9)

for the chiral� eld. As already indicated this ansatz has the rem arkable feature that

the chiralangle m ay depend on the  avor orientation, which is characterized by the

strangenesschanging angle� 2 [0;�=2].Substituting thisansatzinto thestrong interac-

tion partofthe action,�strong,yieldsthe classicalenergy E (�;F]asa functionalofthe
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chiralangleF and afunction ofthestrangenesschanging angle�.Itisim portanttonote

thatthe explicit dependence on � originatesfrom the sym m etry breaking term sin �sb.

Upon extrem izing E (�;F]fora given value� 2 [0;�=2]thechiralangledependson � in

a param etricalway.Thistreatm entisto becom pared with thatofthe rigid rotatorap-

proach wherethechiralangleis� xed to F(r;� = 0).Thesetwo approachesm ainly di� er

by the large distance behavior ofthe chiralangle: In the RRA the chiralangle decays

with thepion m assforevery  avororientation.On theotherhand theSRA exhibitsthe

desired feature thatthe chiralangle decayswith the pion m assonly for� = 0 while the

con� guration which ism axim ally rotated into strangedirection (� = �=2)indeed hasthe

kaon m assentering theYukawa tail.

In thenextstep thetim eindependenceofthe avorrotationsiswaived bysubstituting

thetim edependentm eson con� guration

U(r;t)= A(t)exp
�

i� �r̂F(r;�)
�

A
y(t) (2.10)

into theaction (2.1).Thisallowsusto extracta Lagrangian,which apparently isa func-

tionofthetim ederivativeofthecollectiverotationA.Thisderivativeism ostconveniently

presented by introducing the angular velocities A y _A = (i=2)
P

8

a= 1�a
a. The canonical

quantization introducestherightgeneratorsof avorSU(3)viaRa = � @L=@
a and leads

to thecollective Ham iltonian [18]

H = E (�)+

 
1

2�2(�)
�

1

2�2(�)

!

J
2 +

1

2

(
1

2�2(�)
;C2[SU(3)]

)

�
3

8�2(�)
(2.11)

togetherwith the constraintR 8 =
p
3=2. Thisconstraintstem sfrom the W ess{Zum ino

term (2.4)and guaranteesthattheeigenstatesofH possesshalf{integerspin [21].In eq

(2.11)Ji= � Ridenotesthespin operatorfori= 1;2;3whileC2[SU(3)]=
P

8

a= 1R
2

a refers

to thequadraticCasim iroperatorofSU(3).Itshould bestressed thatthecoe� cientsin

eq (2.11),which are functionalsofthe chiralangle,have both an explicit aswellasan

im plicitdependenceon thestrangenesschanging angle�.W hiletheform erisdueto the

sym m etry breaking part ofthe action (2.5) the latter stem s from the (param etrical) �

dependenceofthechiralangle.TheRRA correspondstoom ittingthisim plicitdependence

and com putingthecoe� cientsasradialintegralsoverF(r;� = 0);theexplicitdependence

in E (�)is kept,though. Note thatwe have adopted a sym m etric operatorordering to

renderthe Ham iltonian Herm itian. Ashasbeen shown previously [18]thisHam iltonian

can be diagonalized exactly. A suitable technique is to express the generators R a as

di� erentialoperatorswith respectto theeight\Eulerangles" param etrizing therotation

m atrix A. The eigenfunctions 	 B (A)= hAjB iofthe collective Ham iltonian (2.11)are

identi� ed asthe wave{functionscorresponding to baryon B . These are distorted SU(3)

D{functions re ecting that in the presence of avor sym m etry breaking the resulting

baryon eigenstates are no longer pure octet (for J = 1=2) or decouplet (for J = 3=2)
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statesbutrathercontain sizable adm ixturesofbaryon stateswith appropriate spin and

 avorquantum num bersin higherdim ensionalrepresentationsofSU(3)likeforexam ple

10 or27.

Adjusting theSkyrm eparam eterto� = 3:46reproducestheobserved m assdi� erences

forthe 1

2

+

and 3

2

+

baryons when the pion and kaon m asses are taken attheir physical

values m � = 138M eV and m K = 495M eV while the kaon decay constant is chosen to

be fK = 118M eV which is only slightly largerthan the experim entalnum ber 113M eV.

Unlessotherwisenoted wewillalwaysadoptthissetofparam eters.

3.CurrentM atrix Elem ents

Having obtained both the covariant form ofthe electrom agnetic current (2.8) and

the baryon wave{functions as eigenfunctions ofthe collective Ham iltonian (2.11) it is

straightforward to com pute electrom agnetic propertiesofthe baryonsby evaluating the

appropriatem atrix elem ents.

Thepartofthem atrix elem entassociated with theout{going photon correspondsto

takingtheFourier{transform oftheelectrom agneticcurrentJ� with respecttothephoton

m om entum q m easured in the restfram e ofthe decaying 3

2

+

baryon. Upon substituting

thetim edependentm eson con� guration (2.10)into thecovariantexpression fortheelec-

trom agneticcurrent(2.8)oneextractstwo operatorsÊ and M̂ which havenon{vanishing

transition m atrix elem entsbetween 1

2

+

and 3

2

+

baryons.Theoperators Ê and M̂ respec-

tively stem from thequadrupolepartofthetim ecom ponentJ0 and thespatialcom ponent

Ji:

Ê =

Z

d
3
rj2(qr)

 
z2

r2
�
1

3

!

J0 (3.1)

M̂ =
1

2

Z

d
3
rj1(qr)�3ijr̂iJj : (3.2)

Here jl(qr) denote the sphericalBesselfunctions corresponding to orbitalangular m o-

m entum l. Replacing the angularvelocities 
a in favorofthe SU(3)generatorsR a,Ê

and M̂ read

Ê (q;A;R a) = �
8�

15�2(�)
D em ;3(A)R 3

Z 1

0

drr
2
j2(qr)V0(r;�) (3.3)

and

M̂ (q;A;R a) = �
4�

3

Z 1

0

drr
3
j1(qr)

"

V1(r;�)Dem ;3(A)+ V3(r;�)d3�� D em ;�(A)D 8�(A)

�
1

2

(
1

�2(�)
V2(r;�);d3�� D em ;�(A)R �

) #

; (3.4)

where �;� = 4;:::;7. Explicit expressions for Vi(r;�) are listed in the appendix. W e

have also introduced the adjointrepresentations ofthe collective rotationsD ab = (1=2)
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Tr
�

�aA�bA
y
�

. In particularthe subscript\em " refersto the electrom agnetic direction:

D em ;a = D 3a+ D 8a=
p
3.Again wehavechosen asym m etricorderingforthoseterm swhich

develop am biguitieswhen elevating the (classical)angularvelocities to operatorsin the

spaceofthecollectivecoordinates.

W hile M̂ representstheoperatorwhosem atrix elem entsdirectly yield theam plitudes

for the M 1 channel,the operator Ê can be associated with the E 2 channelonly after

som e approxim ations according to Siegert’s Theorem [25]are m ade1. W hen em ploying

thecontinuity equation @�J
� onehasto assum ethatjl�1 � jl+ 1 and to expand j2(qr)�

(qr)2=15. Fortypicalphoton m om enta forthe radiative hyperon decays (q � 200M eV)

thisintroduceserrorsaslittleas10% sincethespatialextension isoftheorderhr2i� 1fm
2

orless. In section 4 we willgive an estim ate ofthese kinem aticalcorrections. Recently

thedeviation from Siegert’sTheorem hasbeen studied in thetwo  avorreduction ofthe

m odelforthe� {nucleon transition [26].In addition tothebefore{m entioned kinem atical

corrections these authors introduce pion  uctuations o� the rotating soliton (2.10) to

consistently satisfy thecontinuity equation @�J
� = 0 atsubleading orderin 1=N C .These

induced � elds account for shortcom ings2 in the collective quantization and brings into

the gam e contributions to E 2 which are not only two orders down in 1=N C com pared

to those parts which are associated with the pure soliton con� guration (2.10) but also

have an additionalfactorq2. Hence one isinclined to assum e thatthese correctionsare

negligibly sm all.However,thenum ericalstudiesindicate thatthisisnotquite thecase.

For for the � {nucleon transition it has been observed [26]that altogether corrections

ofthe order of30% m ay arise. They m ay be split up into those associated with the

induced � eld com ponents (� 25% ) and sm aller kinem aticalones (� 5% , see below).

Unfortunately such an inclusion ofinduced � elds seem s to be unfeasible in the three

 avorm odelwith sym m etry breaking included and in particularin thefram ework ofthe

SRA.In any event,the m ain purpose ofthe presentinvestigation isto study the inter{

relations between various radiative hyperon decays. In this regard the structure ofthe

baryon wave{functions	 (A)appearsto besigni� cantly m oreim portantthan theprecise

form oftheradialfunctionsVi.W etherefore approxim ate theE 2 and M 1 decay widths

by

�E 2 =
675

8
e
2
q
�
�
�h	J= 1

2

jÊ (q)j	 J=
3

2

i
�
�
�
2

(3.5)

�M 1 = 18e2q
�
�
�h	J= 1

2

jM̂ (q)j	 J=
3

2

i
�
�
�
2

: (3.6)

These m atrix elem entsarecom puted asintegralsoverthecollective coordinatesA using

theexacteigenfunctions	 J(A)ofthecollective Ham iltonian (2.11).Fordetailswerefer

1The m atrix elem entsofÊ arerelated to the C2 channel.
2Therotatinghedgehog(2.10)doesnotrepresentasolution tothetim edependentequationsofm otion,

even in the sim plertwo avorcase.
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to appendix A ofref[16].These analysesalso allow usto com putetheratio [27]

E 2

M 1
=
5

4

h	 J=
1

2

ĵE(q)j	 J=
3

2

i

h	 J=
1

2

jM̂ (q)j	 J=
3

2

i
: (3.7)

Atthispointitisinteresting to note thatthe m agnetic m om entsofthe baryonscan

beobtained from the diagonalm atrix elem entsofM̂ .The com putation ofthe m agnetic

m om entsindeed providesthestrongestsupportfortheSRA becauseithasthedistinctive

featureofreproducing theexperim entally observed deviation from theU{spin sym m etric

relationsbetween the baryon m agnetic m om ents [18]. Forexam ple,forthe param eters

listed above the ratio �(�+ )=�(p)= 0:85 com pares wellwith the experim entalnum ber

of0:87 while assum ing U{spin sym m etry gives unity. Sim ilarly,the SRA gives sizable

U{spin violationsforthe charge radiiwhich in the SRA are predicted to decrease with

strangeness,sim ilarto thepattern discussed in ref[20]3.Thecom parison with theRRA,

wherein U{spin relationsareapproxim ately preserved despiteofsizabledistortionsofthe

collectivewave{functions,indicatesthatonlym inorcontributionsoftheU{spin violations

stem from con� guration m ixing butratheraredueto thein uenceofsym m etry breaking

on thechiralangle.Sim ilarresultsarefound when thein uenceofsym m etry breakingon

the extension ofthe soliton istreated quantum m echanically [19]. These inter{relations

strongly m otivate the study ofradiative hyperon decaysin the SRA.Unfortunately,the

absolute m agnitude ofthe m agnetic m om ents isunderestim ated by about30% . In the

two  avor reduction it has been shown that this shortcom ing is cured when quantum

correctionsO (1=N C )aretaken into account[28].Ofcourse,thisproblem isexpected to

contam inate the predictions forat least the M 1 transition am plitudes such that decay

widthsareunderestim ated by up to 50% .However,from quite generalargum entsithas

been found thatthe1=N C correctionsenterthecoe� cientV1 in eq (3.4)m ultiplicatively

[29].HenceourconclusionsconcerningtheU{spin violation and strangenessdependencies

ofthedecay widths,which rely on thecom parison ofvariousm atrix elem ents,willnotbe

e� ected crucially.

4.Num ericalResults

Herewewilldiscussthenum ericalresultsfortheelectrom agnetictransitionsasde� ned

in thepreceding section.

In ordertoestim atethekinem aticalcorrectionsto Siegert’sTheorem wealso consider

a m odi� cation ofthe operatorÊ . According to eq (3.14)ofref[26]we include a Bessel

3Although these authorsstudy the strong interaction radii,which do notneed to be the sam easthe

electrom agneticones,they also con�rm that\whereverthecom parison ispossible,thestrong interaction

radiiarevery sim ilarto the chargeradii."
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Table 4.1: SRA predictions for the electrom agnetic decay widths of the 3

2

+

baryons.

Here we considerthe case L9 = 0. The data in parentheses correspond to the operator

Ê 0(q;A;R a)cf.eq (4.1).

Transition �E2(eV) �M 1(keV) E2/M 1(% )

� ! N 416.3 (354.6) 326.0 -2.06 (-1.90)

��0 ! � 157.8 (142.2) 163.9 -1.78 (-1.70)

��� ! �� 1.82 (1.70) 1.72 -1.88 (-1.81)

��0 ! �0 2.35 (2.25) 7.79 -1.00 (-0.98)

��+ ! �+ 19.5 (18.5) 47.5 -1.17 (-1.14)

��� ! �� 1.65 (1.54) 1.35 -2.02 (-1.95)

��0 ! �0 29.8 (28.3) 64.5 -1.24 (-1.21)

function associated with orbitalangularm om entum l= 3 into theintegrand ofÊ (3.3):

Ê
0(q;A;R a) = �

8�

5�2(�)
D em ;3(A)R 3

Z 1

0

drr
2

�

3j2(qr)� qrj3(qr)
�

V0(r;�): (4.1)

From thenum ericalresultsdisplayed intables4.1and4.2weconcludethatthekinem atical

corrections lower the E 2 am plitude by no m ore than about 5% . The totalcorrections

found in ref[26]by the com plicated treatm ent ofthe continuity equation were ofthe

order 30% . As m entioned above the rem aining 25% are due to the induced � elds1 at

subleading orderin 1=N C .

In table4.1 theresulting decay widthsfortheradiativetransitionsofthe 3

2

+

baryons

aredisplayed asobtained in theSRA.Apparently thesewidthsfollow thepattern

��! N > �� �0! � > ���0! � 0 > �� �+ ! � + �

�� �0! � 0 � ���� ! � � � �� �� ! � � � 0 : (4.2)

forboth the M 1 and E 2 channels. In particularthispattern im pliesthatthe transition

am plitudesforthe negatively charged 3

2

+

baryonsturn outto be negligibly sm all. Thus

this U{spin relation is m aintained in the SRA as well. The non{m inim alterm (2.6)

has only m oderate e� ects on the transition m atrix elem ents as can be observed from

thecom parison oftables4.1 and 4.2.Sincetheintegrandsentering theevaluation ofthe

chargeradiiand theE 2am plitudesdi� eronly bytheadditionalBesselfunction therisein

theelectricam plitude isexpected.However,thetotaldecay widthsgetreduced because

the M 1 am plitudes becom e sm aller when including the non{m inim alterm . Since this

1Thee�ectofthese�eldsassociated with them odi�cation ofthequantization ruleR i = � @L=@
i=

� �2
i+ :::wasom itted in ref[26].
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Table4.2:Sam eastable4.1 forL9 = 0:0069.

Transition �E2(eV) �M 1(keV) E2/M 1(% )

� ! N 455.0 (410.7) 308.9 -2.22 (-2.11)

��0 ! � 168.7 (158.4) 157.4 -1.89 (-1.83)

��� ! �� 1.90 (1.82) 1.67 -1.95 (-1.91)

��0 ! �0 2.43 (2.37) 7.66 -1.02 (-1.01)

��+ ! �+ 20.2 (19.6) 46.6 -1.20 (-1.18)

��� ! �� 1.72 (1.66) 1.30 -2.10 (-2.06)

��0 ! �0 30.9 (30.0) 63.2 -1.28 (-1.26)

decrease e� ectsallchannelsapproxim ately equally we conclude thattheV1 contribution

in eq (3.4)dom inatesthem agneticchannel.

Asexpected from theabovediscussion ontheabsolutevaluesofthem agneticm om ents,

the totaldecay width for the � ! N is about 50% sm aller than the em piricalvalue

��! N = 610keV :::730keV given by thePDG [30].Notethattherescalingm otivated by

the1=N C analysis[29]ofthecoe� cientV1 in eq (3.4)to accountfortheabsolutevalueof

theproton m agneticm om entsolvesthisdiscrepancy aswell.Ourprediction fortheratio

E 2=M 1 forthe radiative decay ofthe � resonance issurprisingly close to the em pirical

value � 2:5� 0:2 which hasrecently been extracted from the pion{photoproduction ex-

perim entperform ed atM AM I[1].However,thisagreem entshould betaken with a grain

ofsaltsince according to the above discussionswe expectm odi� cationsto the absolute

valuesofboth the electric and the m agnetic transition am plitudes. On the otherhand,

wethink thatthestatem entthatallE 2=M 1 ratiosaresm alland negativeissaveagainst

theindicated corrections.

Severalm odels[7]aswellasdispersion relation analysis[31]predictcom plex valuesfor

the ratio E 2=M 1.Asthesubtracted background m ay be di� erentin these two channels

theirratio isin generalnottaken atthe resonance position.In allcollective approaches

to soliton m odels,however, the J = 3=2 baryons have zero widths as long as m eson

 uctuationso� thesoliton areom itted.Hencetheresulting ratio E 2=M 1 isreal.

To estim atethem odeldependencewealso considerthee� ectsofa sixth{orderstabi-

lizing term

L6 = �
�2
6

2
B �B

� where B � =
1

24�2
����� Tr

h�

U
y
D

�
U
� �

U
y
D

�
U
� �

U
y
D

�
U
�i

: (4.3)

Note thatin the absence ofthe photon � eld,B� represents the topologicalcurrent. In

the sam e way in which the Skyrm e term m ocks up the � m eson exchange the strong

interaction partofL6 can beinterpreted astheexchangeofan ! m eson.

The decay param etersresulting from theinclusion ofL6 areshown in table 4.3.Ob-
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Table 4.3: Sam e as table 4.1 for fK = 108M eV, � = 5:61, �6 = 0:0118M eV �1 and

L9 = 0:0069. W ith the sixth order term (4.3) included this set provides a � t to the

baryon m assdi� erences[18].

Transition �E2(eV) �M 1(keV) E2/M 1(% )

� ! N 531.1 (478.5) 319.3 -2.35 (-2.24)

��0 ! � 210.9 (198.2) 185.8 -1.94 (-1.89)

��� ! �� 1.91 (1.83) 1.17 -2.34 (-2.29)

��0 ! �0 3.83 (3.74) 12.3 -1.02 (-1.01)

��+ ! �+ 28.1 (27.3) 65.6 -1.19 (-1.18)

��� ! �� 1.88 (1.80) 1.02 -2.48 (-2.43)

��0 ! �0 44.2 (43.0) 94.4 -1.25 (-1.23)

Table4.4:Sam eastable4.1 fortherigid rotatorapproach:fK = 113M eV,� = 3:9,�6 = 0

and L9 = 0.

Transition �E2(eV) �M 1(keV) E2/M 1(% )

� ! N 942.0 (648.4) 319.4 -3.14 (-2.60)

��0 ! � 567.9 (403.4) 208.9 -3.01 (-2.54)

��� ! �� 7.47 (6.04) 2.27 -3.31 (-2.98)

��0 ! �0 12.0 (9.71) 11.3 -1.89 (-1.70)

��+ ! �+ 93.4 (75.5) 67.5 -2.15 (-1.93)

��� ! �� 12.8 (10.0) 3.42 -3.54 (-3.12)

��0 ! �0 168.3 (131.1) 100.2 -2.37 (-2.09)

viously there areno qualitative changesto theordinary Skyrm e m odel.W e � nd a sm all

increase form ostofthe decay widths.FortheM 1 channelthisisexpected since in this

m odelthepredicted proton m agnetic m om entis�(p)= 1:90 [18]and thusa little larger

than in the m odelwith only the fourth orderstabilizer. However,the m agnetic widths

forthe U{spin forbidden channelsdecrease when the sixth orderterm isincluded. This

corroborates our conclusion that these decays rem ain (at least approxim ately) forbid-

den even when the e� ectsof avorsym m etry breaking are incorporated into the soliton

con� guration.

Theelectrom agnetictransitionsofthe 3

2

+

baryonshavebeen com puted in severalother

approachesand m odels. In table 4.4 we display the resultsfrom the RRA,i.e. we have

om itted theim plicitdependence on thestrangenesschanging angle�.Notealso thatfor

sim plicity we have notincluded the induced kaon � elds. Hence these data di� erslightly

from those in ref[9].Apparently the RRA predictslargerE 2 am plitudesthan the SRA
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Table 4.5: Totaldecay widthsnorm alized to thatofthe � ! N transition in various

m odels.TheresultsforSRA and RRA correspond totables4.2and 4.4,respectively.The

BSA resultshavebeen obtained with theem piricalvaluesforthem eson m assesand decay

constantstogetherwith � = 4:25 and �6 = 0. The entry SU(3)denotesthe predictions

from a  avorsym m etricform ulation oftheSkyrm em odel.Thedata forthequark m odel

(QM )and latticecalculation (Lat.) aretaken from refs[4,5].

Transition SRA RRA BSA SU(3) QM Lat.

��0 ! � 0.509 0.653 0.765 3/4 { 0.703

��� ! �� 0.005 0.007 0.010 0 0.007 0.006

��0 ! �0 0.024 0.035 0.037 1/4 0.040 0.055

��+ ! �+ 0.152 0.210 0.233 1 0.233 0.303

��� ! �� 0.004 0.011 0.039 0 0.009 0.012

��0 ! �0 0.205 0.313 0.412 1 0.300 0.415

while the changes for the M 1 am plitudes are not as drastic. Hence the E 2=M 1 ratios

increase.Itshould,however,benoted thattheM 1 widthsinvolving strangebaryonsare

appreciably sm allerin the SRA than in the RRA while forthe � ! N transition the

m agneticwidthsdonotseem tosigni� cantly depend on theapproach.Thelatterresultis

dueto thefactthatthischannelisdom inated by thetwo  avorportion.Aswefavorthe

SRA overtheRRA from theirpredictionson them agneticm om entsand thehyperon radii

wearelead to theassessm entthatthehyperon radiativedecay widthsshould actually be

sm allerthan previously assum ed when norm alized to the width ofthe � ! N decay.

Thisisshown in table4.5.Itshould bestressed thatthese num berswillnotsu� erfrom

eventual1=N C correctionsto theM 1 cannelasdiscussed attheend ofsection 3.Except

fortheU{spin forbidden channelsweobservestrongdeviationsfrom the avorsym m etric

form ulation. Note that the sym m etric form ulation also requires to assum e a com m on

photon m om entum for allchannels. W e see that the inclusion ofsym m etry breaking

e� ectsiscrucialto m aintain the previously established orderofthe decay widths(4.2).

Thedeviation from thesym m etry relationsisstrongestin theSRA wherethenorm alized

decay widthsapparently decrease m uch m ore quickly with strangenessthan in allother

availablecom putations.Toanalyzethisbehavioritisillum inatingtorecallthepredictions

ofthesem odelson theextensionsofthebaryons.ExceptoftheSRA theradiishow only

a m oderate variation with hypercharge [23,32,33,34]although the analysis ofref[20]

indicatesthattheradiishould decreasewith strangeness.In theBSA [32]and thelattice

calculation [33]theelectricradiusofthe�+ iseven slightly largerthan thatoftheproton,

although in theBSA the�� radiusispredicted surprisingly sm all.Theradiativehyperon

decaysand the radiiare strongly related asboth probe m om entsofthe electrom agnetic
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current.Itishence notsurprising thatin the BSA and the lattice calculation the decay

width �� �+ ! � issigni� cantlylargerthan in theRRA and especially in theSRA.From the

discussionson them agneticm om entsand on thehyperon radiiitseem sfairto conclude

thatpattern ofthehyperon decayswidthsshould follow theSRA prediction,in particular

onewould expecta strong decreasewith strangeness.

6.Sum m ary and Conclusions

W ehavepresented a Skyrm em odelcalculation ofthewidthsforradiatively decaying
3

2

+

baryons which willbe experim entally available soon. Here we have em phasized on

discussing the  avorsym m etry breaking pattern forthese widths. From the com parison

ofthem odelpredictionson otherobservables(m agneticm om ents,radii)wehaveargued

thattheslow rotatorapproach (SRA),wherein thestationary equation issolved foreach

 avor orientation ofthe hedgehog � eld,is m ost suitable to address this question. In

particular this assessm ent has to be concluded from the observed deviations from the

U{spin relationsam ong the hyperon m agnetic m om ents. By including sym m etry e� ects

not only in the baryon wave{functions but also in the soliton � eld, which enters the

electrom agnetic current,the SRA properly accounts for these deviations. This feature

m adevery interesting to exam inetheU{spin predictionson theradiativehyperon decays

within thisapproach. The U{spin predictionsstate thatthe processes��� ! �� and

��� ! �� are forbidden. Som ewhatsurprisingly we have found thatalso in the SRA

thesedecay widthsarenegligibly sm all.Ourm ain conclusion,however,isthatthewidths

should exhibita strongerdependenceon strangenessthan previously deduced from other

m odelcalculations.Thisism eantin thesensethattheSRA predictsthedecay widthsto

decreasem orequickly with strangenessthan any otherm odel.Sincethem atrix elem ents

enteringthecom putation ofthedecaywidthsaresensitivetotheextension ofthehyperons

involved this resultis linked to and supported by the em piricalpattern ofthe hyperon

radiiwhich arealso assum ed to decrease with strangeness.

Appendix

Here we present the explicit expressions forthe radialfunctions entering the collec-

tive operators Ê and M̂ in equations(3.3)and (3.4),respectively. W e also include the

contributionsstem m ing from thesixth orderterm (4.3).To sim plify thepresentation we

introducetheabbreviationss= sinF and c= cosF.

V0(r;�) = s
2

"

f
2

� +
1

�2

 

F
02 +

s2

r2

!

+
�2
6

4�2
F
02
s2

r2
+ sin2�

�

f
2

K � f
2

�

�

c

#

� 4L9

 

s
02 +

s

r
(rs)00� 3

s2

r2

!

;
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V1(r;�) =
s2

r2

"

f
2

� +
1

�2

 

F
02 +

s2

r2

!

+
�2
6

4�2
F
02s

2

r2
+ sin2�

�

f
2

K � f
2

�

�

c

#

�
L9

r2

 

(c2 � s
2)00+ 4

s2

r2

!

;

V2(r;�) =
1

4�2r2
F
0
s
2 and V3(r;�)= �

2
p
3

�

f
2

K � f
2

�

� s2

r2
: (A.1)

In theseexpressionsaprim eindicatesthederivativewith respecttotheradialcoordinate,

i.e. F 0 = @F(r;�)=@r. Note, that the radialfunctions Vi not only have an explicit

dependence on the strangenesschanging angle � butalso an im plicitone via the chiral

angleF(r;�).
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