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A bstract

Cham ed (and bottom ) hypemuclki are studied in the quark-m eson coupling QM C)
m odel T his com pletes system atic studiesof chammed ( [; o o),and 1 hypemuckiin
the QM C model. E ects of the Pauli blocking due to the underlying quark structure of
baryons, and the N XN channel coupling are phenom enologically taken into account
at the hadronic level in the sam e way as those Included for strange hypemucli. Our
results suggest that the % and [ hypemucki are very unlkely to be form ed, whike
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1 Introduction

Based on the quark-m eson coupling QM C) m odel [I], we have recently initiated a system atic
study of cham ed and bottom hadrons in nuclearm atter £]. T he results in ply that the form a—
tions of B -m eson nuckar (atom ic) bound states, and [ and , hypemucki are quite Ikely.
The om ations of ! and/or ;, hypemuckiwere rstpredicted n m d-1970sby Tyapkin 3],
and D over and K ahana H4]. Later on theoretical studies [, 6] as well as possbility of experi-
m ental cbservation [}] were m ade. Further, we have studied Blthe ! and , hypemuclkiby
solving equations ofm otion ora system ofhypemucki, enbeddinga [ ora j into the closed
shell nuckar core, w ithin the H artree, m ean— eld, approxin ation using the QM C m odel. The
results again support the possble form ation of | and 4 hypemucki.

In this article we present the results for the . and . hypemuclki, as well as som e of
the [ and , hypemucki studied recently B]. This is an extension of the studies m ade for
the strange hypermucki {], and a com pktion of our system atic study of cham ed and bottom
hypermucki @, 8] theQM C m odel. T he extension is straightforw ard, since the heavy baryons
(as well as nuclkon) are classi ed by the naive constituent quark m odel, and QM C can treat
them on the sam e quark-based footing.

O ne of the other i portant issues in this study is a ok of the u and d light quarks
n nuclkar medim , In the cham ed or bottom baryons containing u and/or d quarks. This
concems the partial restoration of chiral sym m etry In nuclkarm edium for heavy baryons.

C onceming the experim entalpossbilities, the approved construction ofthe Japan H adron
Facility (JHF) wih a beam energy of 50 G &V, will produce cham ed hadrons profiisely and
bottom hadrons in lesser num bers, but stillw ith an intensity which is com parable to the present
hyperon production rates. A though the study of possible existence of cham ed and bottom
hypemucleim ay be In its lnfancy at present, it is clear that conditions for the experin ents to
search for such heavy baryon hypemuclei are now becom ing realistic, and would be realized at
JHF [L0]. Thus, i is stillm eaningfiil to consider such heavy baryon hypemuclki at this stage
for the future experim ental studies.

TheQMC model QM C-I), which isused In this study, has been successfully applied to
m any problem s of nuckar physics, such as nite nucki {11, 12], strange hypemucki B, nuckar
m atter 13], and other problm s including hadronic properties in nuckar m edium 14,15, 1§,
17,18, 19, 20]. (See also Refs. PRI, 22] for earlier, di erent versions of QM C, and Ref. R3]
for related work.) For exam ple, the m odel was applied to the study ofm eson nuclkar bound
states {18, 1§], J= dissociation in nuclear matter [18), D and D production in antiproton—
nuclkus collisions 9], and kaon properties n nuckar m atter and kaon production in heavy
ion collisions RQ]. Furthem ore, although only som e lim ited studies for heavy m esons (not for
heavy baryons) w ith cham in nuclearm atterwerem adeby theQ CD sum ruls (orJ= [4;25]
andD D) P6]), a study for heavy baryons containing cham orbottom quarks wasm ade only
recently ] using the QM C m odel. Furthem ore, recent m easurem ents of polarization transfer
in the ‘He(e;e%)’H and %0 (e;€%)°N reactions performed at M AM I and Je erson Lab [27],
support the m ediim m odi cation of the proton electrom agnetic form factors predicted by the
QM C model 17].

T here is also another version of the QM C m odel QM C-II), where m asses of the m eson

elds are also sub et to the medium m odi cation in a selfconsistent m anner R8]. However,
for a proper param eter set (st B) the typical results obtained n QM C-IT are very sin ilar to
those of QM C-I.Thedi erence is 16 % forthe lJargest cass, but typically 10% orlss. For



the e ective m asses of the hyperons, the di erences between the two versions of QM C tum out
tobe lessthan 8% . Seealo Fig.2 in Ref. [I§] for the di erences in the scalar potentials or
the and ! mesons 1 ?%®Pb nuckus.) Sihce we use QM C-I, the di erences in these num bers
m ay be regarded as uncertainties in the m odel.

Certainly, the m odel has shortcom ings that have to be in proved eventually. D i culies
to handl the m odel will ncrease rapidly in handling the H artreeFodk approxin ation even
for nuclear m atter P9], and further to include the Pauliblocking e ect at the quark level. Tn
addition, the N N channel coupling e ect has not been in plem ented yet In a consistent
m anner w ith the underlying quark degrees of freedom []. It should be m entioned that in the
case of argerm assnum ber hypemuclei, no narrow stateshave been cbserved experin entally,
although ‘Hewasocon med B0]. kisunlkely to nd such (arrow ) bound states in the present
sttuation, where the experin ental analysis B{] supports the suggestion m ade by Harada 1],
that a lJarge isogpin dependent -nucleus potentialterm exists and the 1/A (A baryon num ber)
dependence of that tem reduces the lkelhood of observing bound states for A > 5. Thisun—
likelinessm ay also arise from thew idth of state due to strong conversion . Furthem ore,
an application to doubl hypemuclki has not been attem pted, although recently the existence
was con m ed for am allbaryon number nucki [32]. A s an attem pt to in prove the m odel, the
e ect of short—range quark-quark correlations associated w ith the nucleon overlap was studied
in Ref. 33]. W ith the addition of the correlations, the saturation curve for sym m etric nuclear
m atter was greatly im proved at high density. D esoite the shortcom Ings of the m odel described
above, there are som e positive agoects of thism odel, its sin plicity and successfiil app licability,
that we feel con dent that the QM C m odel w ill provide us w ith a valuabl glin pse into the
properties of cham ed and bottom hypemuclkei.

In the QM C m odel, the Interactions between nuckons are m ediated by the exchange of
scalar ( ) and vector (! and ) elds sslfconsistently coupled directly to the quarks w ithin
those nuckons, but not to the nuclons as in Q uantum Hadrodynam ics QHD ) 34]. Thus, it
can be system atically applied to study the properties of any hadrons in nuclearm edium [, 14]
(if they contain u and/or d light quarks). W e m ake use of this advantage of the QM C m odel,
and study the cham ed and bottom hypemuclei. W e hope that the present study inspires som e
Interest to m easure the properties of heavy baryons in nuclkar m edium , at facilities ke JHF,
particularly at RHIC (high energy relativistic heavy ion facilities), and In very high energy
experin ents at CERN and Fem ilab.

T he organization of this articke is as ollows. In Section 2, the relativistic form ulation
of the cham ed and bottom hypemuclkar system In the QM C m odelw ill be explained brie y.
A mean- eld Lagrangian density and equations of m otion w ill be given In Section 2.1, whilke
cham ed and bottom hadrons in nuclearm atter w illbe discussed In Section 22. In Section 3,
the e ects necessary for a realistic calculation for the cham ed (pottom ) hypemuclki w ill be
descrbed. Spin-orbit potential, and the e ect of the Pauliblocking at the quark kevelw illbe
explained In Sections 3.1 and 32, respectively. In addition, iN N channel coupling
e ectwillbe explained in Section 32. The resuls forthe cham ed and bottom hypemucleiw i1l
be presented In Section 4, and nally Section 5 w illbe devoted to summ ary and discussion.



2 Cham ed and bottom hypernucleiin the QM C m odel

In this Section, we brie y explain the m ean— eld equations ofm otion for a cham ed orbottom
hypemuclear system , and review som e properties ofthe cham ed and bottom baryons in nuclkar
m atter.

2.1 M ean- eld equations ofm otion

W e consider static, approxin ately soherically sym m etric cham ed and bottom hypemuclki, ie.,
closed shell nuclkar core plus one cham ed or one bottom baryon (heavy baryon) con guration,
Ignoring non-spherical e ects due to the em bedded heavy baryon. T he existence of the heavy
baryon inside or outside of the nuckar core (In particular, i which Interacts relatively strong
w ith core nucleons) breaks spherical symm etry, and one should include this e ect in a truly
rigorous treatm ent. W e have neglected this e ect, since it is not expected to be so in portant
for spectroscopic calculations B3, 34] or the m iddle and/or large baryon number cham ed
hypemuclei (out m ay not be true for 1, hypemuclki), and beyond the scope of present study.
H owever, we include the response of the nuclear core arising from the selfoconsistent calculation,
which is a purely relativistic e ect 136, 87]. Thus, we always specify the state of the heavy
baryon In which the calculation is perform ed, because the core nuckus response is di erent due
to the selfconsistent calculation. (T his selfconsistent procedure w illbe applied also when the
e ective Pauliblocking and/or .y cp are ntroduced later.)

W e adopt the H artres, m ean— eld, approxin ation. In this approxin ation the N N tensor
coupling contributes to a soin-orbi force for a nuckon bound In a static soherical nuclkus,
although in HartreeFock it also contrbutes a central force 11, 12]. Furthem ore, it gives no
contrbution for nuckar m atter sinoe the meson elds are Independent of position and tin e.)
Thus, we gnorethe NN tensor coupling in this study as in Ref. .

A relativistic Lagrangian density for a cham ed or a bottom hypemucleus in the QM C
m odelm ay be given by []:

Lomc = LQMCngMc; s
N

Lowe = @ i @ M () (gl!(r>+g%b(r>+§(1+ Ya@m) 0w @

1 2 2 2 l 2 2 2

5[(r ®)+m” @]+ 5[(r @) +my! ©)°]

e [c b)) + m o)1+ E €A ®)?*;

2 % B h 2 ] 5

Loyc = c) i @ M() (F!'@®+Fbe)+eQcA®), c®; Q)

where y (®) ( ¢ ®)) and b(r) are respectively the nuckon (cham ed orbottom baryon) and the

m eson (the tin e com ponent in the third direction of isogpin) elds,whilem ,m, andm are
themassesofthe ,! and meson elds.g and g arcthe ! N and N ooupling constants
which are respectively related to (u;d)-quark-!, g7, and (u;d)-quark— , ¢¥, coupling constants
asg = 3gf and g = g? {11, I2]. Note that these meson elds, ;! and , represent the
quantum num bers and Lorentz structure which m ediate the Interactions am ong the nuclons
In nuclkearmedium as in orighal QHD B-fl], cormesponding, $ 5, ! $ Voandb$ Iy, and
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they m ay not be directly connected w ith the physical particlkes, nor quark m odel states. T heir
m asses In nuckar m ediim do not vary In the present treatm ent of QM C-I. Hereafter we will
use notations for the quark avors, g uj;dandQ s;cb.

In an approxin ation where the , ! and elds couple only to the u and d quarks, the
coupling constants for the heavy baryon are obtained asgf = @g=3)g;,andg° g = g%, wih
ng being the total num ber of valence u and d light quarks In the heavy baryon C . IS and Q¢
are the third com ponent of the heavy baryon isospin operator and its electric charge in units
of the proton charge, e, respectively. The eld dependent N and € coupling strengths
predicted by the QM C model, g () g () and g ( ), related to the Lagrangian density of
Eg. @) are de ned by

My () My g () @®; @)

ME () Mc o () @ 3)
whereM y M ) is the firee nuckon (eavy baryon) m ass. N ote that the dependence of these
coupling strengths on the applied scalar eld must be calculated selfconsistently within the
quark m odel [, 11, 1Z]. Hence, unlke QHD [34], even though ¢° ( )=g ( ) may be 2/3 or1/3
depending on the number of light quarks in the heavy baryon In free space, = 0, (but only
when their bag radii in free space are exactly the sam e), this w ill not necessarily be the case in
nuclarm atter. E xplicit expressions forg© ( ) and g ( ) willbe given later n Eq. {14). From
the Lagrangian density Eq. (), a set of equations ofm otion for the heavy baryon hypemuclkar
system is obtained:

N

e M () <g!!<r>+g%b<r>+§<1+ YA @) ol w ® = 0; @)
B @ M() (¢! @®+gIibe)+ ecA®) ol c &)= 0; 5)
(ri+m?) (@)= %]s@f) %]2@);

gCy () s+ g Cc ()¢ @); ()
(r?2+miH!@=0q s @+9g ;5 @®); )
(ri+mibE =" @)+ L @) ®)
(r2A@=e, @+ e 5 ®); €)

where, @) (S ®), 5 ® (g @), ;& and , &) are the scalar, baryon, third com ponent of
isovector, and proton densities at the position # in the heavy baryon hypemuclkus 9,11, 12].
On the right hand side ofEq. @), BM ( )=@ 1 gCy ()and EBMS()=R 1 o Cc (),
where g g ( = 0)and o g ( = 0), are a new, and characteristic feature of QM C
beyond QHD [34,141,142,43]. The e ective m ass for the heavy baryon C is de ned by
2 z ~
@M f ( ) _ @ h 1
—CS L= ng®  Px & & ngSc()= — () ; (10)
@ bag @
w ith theM IT bagm odelquantities, and them ass stability condition to be satis ed in obtaining
the in-m edium bag radius [, 9,11, 12]:

R.)’B; 11)



~2+mRe (4 1)

Sc ()= ; 12)
o q( g l)+quC=2q
= X3t Rem)?; o= x5+ Remg); my=mg g7 @) (13)
_ _ c a Ng _ g _
Co (=8¢ ()=5c @; ¢ ngg™8c O g caw = FgSc O=Sx 0 (4)
M ¢
= 0: (15)
dRc Rc=R,

Q uantities for the nuckon are sim ilarly cbtained by replacing the indices, C ! N, nEgs. (0) -

f19). Approxin ating the constant, mean meson elds w ithin the bag neglecting the Coulomb
force, the wave functions, : &) (€ = u;d;s;c;b), satisfy the D irac equations for the quarks in
the baryon bag centered at a position r ofthe nucleus, (¥ rj bag radius {15,186, 20)) :

. 1 o)
i 2 g Vi) ° Vi SVi) ey =0 (16)
i £ mgl o) = 0; a7

where, g = u ord, and Q = s;c or b. The constant, m ean— eld potentials within the bag
are de ned by V 9 () gt @®, Vie) gf! @) and VI (x) g'b), wih g?, g7 and g? the
corresponding quark-m eson coupling constants. The eigenenergies, .40 I unitsof1=R. are
given by !

' 1

= + R, Vi) qu(r) i o = ; 18)

o
q q

where, _and , aregiven n Eqg. 13).

In the expressions of the M IT bag quantities Egs. (1) and @3), zc , B, Xqp , and m o
are the param eters for the sum ofthe cm . and gluon uctuation e ects, bag pressure, lowest
eigenvalues orthe quarks g orQ , respectively, and the corresponding current quark m asses. zy
and B (zc) are xed by tting the nuckon teavy baryon) m ass in free space. For the current
quark massesweuse [ ,,q;M ;M ;M) = (5;250;1300;4200) M €V, where the values form . and
m,, are the averaged values from Refs. 88] and 9], respectively, and these values were used
in Refs. ,§,16,18,19]. Then, we cbtain the bag pressure B = (170 M &V )*, by choosing the
bag radius for the nuckon In free space Ry = 0:8 fn . The quark-m eson coupling constants,
which are detemm ined so0 as to reproduce the saturation properties of sym m etric nuclkarm atter
are, @%;9%;9%) = (569;2:72;9:33), whereg g¥ 39Sy (0)= 3 569 0:483= 823 [[1].
(See Eq. 14) with the replacament, C ! N .) The param eters z;, and the bag radiiRy in
free space = N; ; ; ; g,- c; i p) and also som e quantities calculated at nom alnuclkear
mater density 5 = 0:i15fm °, are listed In Tablk I, together w ith the free space m asses {(].
N uclarm ater lim it w illbe discussed in Section 22.)

At the hadronic level, the entire Inform ation on the quark dynam ics is condensed into the
e ective couplings Cy « ( ) ofEq. {6). Furthem ore, when Cy ¢ ( ) = 1, which corresponds to
a structureless nuckon or a heavy baryon, the equations of m otion given by Egs. ) — @) can
be identi ed with those derived from QHD [1, 42, 43], except for the tem s arising from the
tensor coupling and the non-linear scalar and/or vector eld interactions introduced beyond
the naive QHD .

T he explicit expressions for coupled di erential equations to cbtain various elds and
baryon wave functions to describe a heavy baryon hypemuclar system , for the spherically



Tablk 1: The bag param eters, the baryon m asses and the bag radii in free space |t nom al
nuclear m atter density, g = 0:15fm *Jz;;R5andM 5 RyandM 1 G=N; ; L; o o b)
resoectively.

j zg, Mj; MeV) Ry (fn) | M? MeV) Ry (fn)
N | 3295 939.0 0.800 7545 0.786
3131 1115.7 0.806 992.7 0.803
2810 11931 0.827 10704 0.824
2.860 13181 0.820 1256.7 0.818
o 1766 22849 0.846 21625 0.843
c| 1033 24520 0.885 23302 0.882
c| 1564 24691 0.853 2408 .0 0.851
p | 0643 5624 .0 0.930 5502.9 0.928

sym m etric nuckus plus one heavy baryon con guration can be obtained by replacing the cor-
responding indices from hyperon to heavy baryon (Y ! C) in Ref. Ql.

2.2 Nuclear m atter 1lim it

Here, we sum m arize the results and discussions given in Refs. §,'9] fora lin it ofnuckarm atter.
New things in this subsection are som e results given in Tablesil and 4, and to inform the sin ilar
treatm ents (param eterizations) also work for cham ed and bottom baryons asw illbe shown in
Egs. £1) and ¢€4), which m ay not be =0 trivial. In the nuckar m atter lin it allmeson elds
becom e constant, and we denote them ean-values ofthe ! and eldsby T and —, respectively.
Then, equations for the T and selfconsistency condition for the ~ are given by [, 11, 12,13]
Z

4 2k |
T - o Fx & k)= j—'%—3 == ;j—’% 5 (19)
z ) >
_ 4 M7 O)
= S 0) L e Iy ) o ©0)

MPZC)+ kM

where g = 3g7Sy (0) (seEqg. (14) by the replacament, C ! N ), kp is the Femm im om entum ,

5 and . are the baryon and scalar densities, respectively. Note that M (7) in Eq. £0),
must be calculated selfconsistently by the M IT bag m odel, through Egs. (10) — @8). This
selfoonsistency equation for the = is the sam e as that in QHD , except that in the latter one
hasCy (7)) = 1 B34]. Using themean eld value —, the corresponding quantity for the heavy
baryon C, Cc (7), can be also calculated using Egs. {14Q) — ¢[7) neglecting the e ect ofa single
heavy baryon on themean eld valie —, in in nie nuckarm atter.

Tthasbeen found thatthe functionC4 () J=N; ; ; ; " < < p) canbeparam etrized

c/’

asa linear om in the eld, g —, for practical calculations ©,17,12]:

Cs(M)=1 a @) G=N; ;i Li cici o 1)

C

The values obtained for a; are listed In Tablk 2. This param eterization works very wellup to
about three tines of nomalnuclkarmatterdensity 5 ’ 3¢ (o /7 0I5 fin °). Then, the



e ective m asses for the baryon, j, in nuclear m atter are well approxin ated by B, 11, 12]

+

[ nq aj —\ — .
My'"My —g 1 —@7) 7 G=N; ;i i cicipi 22)

w ith n4y being the num ber of Iight quarks in the baryon j. For the eld strength g = versus
baryon density, one can nd in Ref. [L1].

Tablk 2: The slope parameters, a; 3=N; ; ; ; i ci ci b)-

C

ay 104 Mev ' || aj 104 Mev !
ay 8.8 a ., 109
a 93 a 938
a 95 a . 103
a 94 a . 2.9

N ext, we discuss brie y the scalar and vector potentials of cham ed and bottom baryons
in nuclear m atter P]. The scalar (V.J) and vector (V,J) potentials for the baryon j, .n nuckar
m atter are given by

2

Vsj = mj my; (23)
V) = ngvi+ VY (24)

w here I3j isthe third com ponent of isospoin proction ofthebaryon j. T hus, the vector potential
for a heavy baryon with cham or bottom quark (s), is equal to that of the hyperon w ith the
sam e light quark number n the QM C m odel. Calculated results for the scalar potentials for
the baryons in symm etric nuclar m atter are shown in Fig. 1, which is taken from Ref. B] by
om itting those for m esons. From the results it is con m ed that the scalar potential for the
baryon j, Vsj, follow s a sin ple light quark num ber counting rule:

v %VSN ; @5)
where ng is the number of light quarks in the baryon j, and V.' is the scalar potential for
the nuclkon. (See Eq.@3).) T is interesting to note that, the baryons with cham and bot—
tom quarks ( . is a quark avor con guration, gsc), show features very sim ilar to those of
the corresponding strange hyperons w ith the sam e light quark numbers. Then, ignoring the
Coulomb force although it is in portant In a realistic hypemuclkus, we m ay expect that these
heavy baryons wih cham or bottom quarks, will also form som e heavy baryon hypemuclei
at this stage, as the strange hyperons do. Recall that the repulsive, vector potentials are the
sam e for the corresponding hyperons w ith the sam e light quark num bers.)

3 Calculations

In this section, we discuss param eters used In the calculations: soin-oroit force n the QM C
m ode], the Pauliblocking e ect at the quark kevel, and the e ect ofchannel coupling, N



N . The param eters are the sam e asthose used In the study of strange hypemuclei Eﬂ, exoept
for those related to cham ed and bottom hypemuclei given in Section 2, but the treatm ent is
the sam e as that of Ref. [§]. M ore detailed discussions m ay be found in Ref. g].

3.1 Spin-orbit force n the QM C m odel

The origih of the spin orbit force for a com posite nuckon m oving through scalar and vector
elds which vary w ith position is explained in detailin Ref. fll]. Forthe ; and casesare
explained in Ref. B]. A Tthough the spin-orbit splittings for the nuckon calculated in QM C are
already som ewhat an aller {11,12], it was dem onstrated that m uch sm aller spin-orbit splittings
were obtained forthe I QMC [9:]. These will tum out to be even an aller for the heavy

baryon hypemuclki.
In order to include the spin-orbit potential approxin ately, eg., orthe [, we add per-

turbatively the correction due to the vectorpotential, ——2—— d% g, ¢l ) 1 s, tothe single-

2M 2 @)r

particle energies obtained with the D irac equation, in thé sam e way as that added for the
strange hypermucki {]. Thism ay correspond to a correct spin-orbit force which is calculated
by the underlying quark m odel [g, 411:

1 d . .
M7 @) d—rN'; ®+g°!l® 1 s; 26)

c

VoS @)1 s=

since the D irac equation at the hadronic level solved In usualQ HD -type m odels leads to:
!

: 1 d . .
c = S - T Ic! ;
Vso. )1 8= -0 7 @r g MW@ g9°!@® 1 s 7)

w hich has the opposite sign for the vector potential, g, ¢l (¢) . T he correction to the spin-orbic
force in the QM C m odel, appears due to the structure of the baryon ( nie size). Thismay
also be m odeled at the hadronic level of the D irac equation by adding a tensor interaction,
m otivated by the quark m odel @4, 45]. In addition, one boson exchange m odelw ith underlying
approxin ate SU (3) symm etry In strong interactions, also leads to a weaker spin-orbit forces for
the (strange) hyperon-nuclkon (Y N ) than that for the nuckon-nuckon (NN ) @4].

In practice, because of tsheavy mass M °. ), contribution to the single-particke energies
from the spin-orbit potentialboth w ith orw ithout the nclusion ofthe correction tem ,tumsout
tobeeven sn allerthan that orthe hypemuclki, and further sm aller orthe , hypemucki B1.
Contrlbution from the soin-orbit potential w ith the correction temm is typically of order 001
M €V, and even the largest case is’ 035 M €V, am ong allthe heavy baryon hypemuclei calculated
in this study. This can be understood when one considers the Iim i, M . ! 1 i Eq. £§),
w here the quantiy inside the square brackets varies an oothly from an order of hundred M eV
to zero near the surface of the hypemuclkus, and the derivative w ith respect to r is nite. The
results for the other heavy baryon hypemuclei are quite sin ilar, and soin-orbit forces give only
tiny contributions for the singleparticle energies. T hus, the spin-orbit solittings are expected
to be an all.

32 E ectsofthe Pauliblocking and channel coupling

Below, we brie y explain the e ects of the Pauli blocking due to the quark structure, and the
channel coupling [9].



A Though the present treatm ent isbased on the underlying quark structure ofthe nuckon
and heavy baryons, it ism issing an explicit Inclusion of the Pauliblocking e ect at the quark
JTevel am ong the u and d quarks In the core nuckons and the heavy baryons. For the strange
hypemuclei, the e ect of the Pauli blocking was included in a speci c way at the hadronic
Jevel. W e llow the treatm ent of Ref. E_9], and include e ective Pauli blocking and also the

cipN «pN channel coupling e ects, although the channel coupling e ect is expected to be
an aller than that orthe N N , sihce the m ass di erence for the fom er is lJarger than the
latter. Thus, the channel coupling e ect that is included forthe . hypemuclki in the present
study should be regarded as the lin iting case.

Follow ing Ref. ], we assum e that the Pauliblocking e ect is sin ply proportional to the
nuclon baryonic density (or u and d total light quark number density), although one could
consider a m ore com plicated density dependence. Then, the D irac equation for the heavy
baryon C,Eq. ), may bem odi ed by

A @ M() (cp®+d!@+ghLbe+edch®)]c®=0; 28)

where, i (¥) is the baryonic density at the position ¥ in the heavy baryon hypemucleus due
to the core nuclkons, and . is a constant, taken the sam e value to that detemm ined for the
strange hyperon. W e note that the Pauli blodking e ect associated with the light quarks
In the heavy baryon should also lead to som e repulsion for the nuckons. Contrary to the
comm ent m ade In Ref. [], the actual calulations in this study (@nd in Ref. @]) include the
e ect of them odi cation made in Eq. ©8) in a selfconsistent m anner. In practice, the above
m odi ed Eq. @8) hasbeen inserted again into a system ofcoupled di erential equations for the
spherical static (heavy baryon) hypemuclkar system , from Eq. @) to Eq. (8), and calulations
areperform ed again. T hus, the regponse of the core nuclkeons due to them odi cation in Eq. ©8)
for the heavy baryon, is lncluded.

For the hypemuclki 9] the param eter corresponding to ¢ In Eq. ¢8§) was chosen to
reproduce the em pirical single particle energy forthe 1s,-, in 2°°Pb, 27.0M eV {48]. The tted
value for the constant was, = 6025M eV (fn)3. Thus, we use the sam e value also for the

corie, = 6025M eV (fn )®.Forthe .and . hypemucki, we can deduce the constants
1

.; .r corresponding to the e ective Pauliblocking e ect as, sand =5, by
counting the totalnumber of u and d quarks in the heavy baryons.

Onem ay regard that this tted value lncludes also the attractive N ! o channel
ocoupling e ect forthe ; sihglepartick energies, since the value tted forthe hypemuclki
Includes the experin entally observed e ect ofthe N ! N channel coupling. As for the

N I N channel coupling e ect, it must be lncluded in addition to reproduce the relative

repulsive energy shift n the singlepartick energies for the . hypemuclki, as was done for the
hypemuclki.
The N N channel coupling was estin ated using the N ijn egen potential in Ref. Q].
The e ect for the was Included by assum Ing the sam e form as that for the e ective Pauli

blocking via s (), and adjusted the param eter, = ' T 6 , to reproduce this
di erence in the singlepartick energy forthe 1s,-, in 209Pb namely, 19:%6= 269( 270)+
73M eV .Thevalue obtained for ™ in thisway was, ™ = 110.6M &V (fn )>. Thus, we use the

samevalie, ¥ _ = 110.6M eV (fn)>, although the e ect is expected to be an aller considering
them assdi erences, m m ' 77MeVandm . m : ' 166MeV BQl. Asforthe N
channel coupling the e ect was estin ated to be negligbl in Ref. fl], and we also neglect the
e ect of channel coupling on . In this study.



4 Results for heavy baryon hypernuclei

Before presenting the results, we summ arize in Tabl 3 the param eters at the hadronic level

xed by the saturation properties of sym m etric nuckarm atter. C onceming the param eters for
the eld, we note that the properties of nuclkar m atter only x the ratio, (@ =m ), with a
chosen value, m = 550 M &V . K esping this ratio to be a constant, the valuem = 418 M &V
r nite nucki hypemucki) is obtained by tting the rm s. charge radius of “°Ca to the
experin entalvalue, ry, (°Ca) = 348 fn [12]. (See also Section 2.1 orthe value ofg in nuclkar
m atter.)

Tabl 3: Param eters at the hadronic kevel for nite nucki {12].

ed |mass MeV) g’=4 (=4 )
418 312

! 783 531
770 ©6.93

A 0 1/137.036

F irst, in Tables4 and§, we sum m arize the calculated single-particle energies for:’0, §'Ca,
YCa,Z2rand $°Pb (3= ; L; "' ¥ 1) hypemucki, together with the experin ental
data [7,48] for the hypemucki. The results orthe ! and ,, and hypemucki are
taken from Refs. §], and [d], respectively for com parison. In the calculation, we have searched
for the singleparticle states up to the sam e highest state as that of the core neutrons in each
hypemucleus, since the desper kevels are usually easier to cbserve n experin ent.

Aftera rst look at the results shown in Tables 4 and § we notice:

1. " and [ hypemuclki are very unlkely to be form ed in usual circum stances. Solid
conclusions m ay not be drawn about *°, . Ca. A lthough resuls inply the fom ations
of these hypemuclki, those numbers mca3} be regarded within the uncertainties of the
m odel and the approxin ations m ade In the calculation. Only a m apr aleration of the

param etersm ay yield such bound hypermuclei.

2. 2 and [ hypemucleim ay have som e possibilities to be formed. However, due to a
peculiar feature that the correct 1s;_, state isnot found in 7,0, *%Ca and *} Zr, one needs
som e caution to take this statem ent naively. © jscussjonscon tl’cus m attercijlbe m ade
later in detail) A caloulationalm odi cation could Increase con dence In predicting such
hypermuclki.

3. 5 2 and 1, hypemuclki are expected to be form ed quite likely in a realistic situation.
However, for the  hypemucki, it willbe very di cul to achieve such a resolution to
distinguish the states experim entally. The question of experin ental cbservation is not
tackled realistically.

4. The Coulomb force plays a crucial roke In form ng (unfom ing) hypemuclki, by com —
paring the sihgleparticle energies am ong/between the m embers w ithin each multiplet,

+ ++

(7 L5 0, (% 55 t),and (Y L) hypemucki.
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Table 4: Singlepartick energies (n MeV) for ;’0, §'Ca and {°Ca (3 =
Y and ,,and hypemuclki are taken from Refs. B], and B, respectively. Ex-

Resuls for

C

perin ental data are taken from Ref. 7]. Spin-orbit splittings for the

well determm ined by the experin ents.

. +. 3
r cr cr

160 (E‘.xpt.) 170 17+ 17go 17Z 17+ . 17g 17+ lzo
1s,, -12.5 141 128 -15 | 79 21 196
Ipso | 25 (p) 51 73 407 40 | 35 | 165
Ip | 25 (1p) 50 73 402 36 | 35 | 165
“Oca Expt) “ca “cCa 413Ca “Lca *.ca ‘%Ca ““ca *cCa
18-, 200 195 -128 -163 63 99 10 =230
Ipsp | 120 (1p) 123 92 432 44 | %7 | 209
Ip— | -120 (Ip) 123 91 -129 38 | %7 | 209
1ds-; 47 48 =99 | | 33 | -18.4
2512 35 34 93 | | 28 | 174
1ds-; 46 48 94 | | 33 | -18.4
| “ca *cCa 49gCa Yca *.ca 4%Ca ““ca *ca
1512 210 -143 | 74 50 I8 51 244
1ps- 4139 -106 72 51 34 41 28 222
1p1- 4138 -106 70 49 B2 41 28 =222
1ds-, 65 65 40 23 | 09 | 195
251, 54 53 49 | | a5 | -188
1ds- 64 64 36 419 | 40 | 195
1f5-, | 20 | | | | | -16.8
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Tabl 5: Single-partick energies (nM &V) fori'Zzrand{®Pb (3= ; !; o o b).Resultsfor
¢ and p,and hypemuckiare taken from Refs. B], and B, respectively. E xperin entaldata

are taken from Ref. 4§]. Spi-orbit plittings orthe hypemucki are not well determ ined by
the experin ents. T he values given inside the brackets for *} Zr are those cbtahed by sw itching

o both the Pauliblocking and the channel coupling e ects sim ultaneously by setting ~ _ = 0.

¥Yb Expt) zr 91: Zr 91821: Azr .zr 91821: 91; zr 'zr
1512, 225 239 -08 | () 37 | 93 | 25.7
Ips, | -160 (p) 184 87 -02 (265 =23 | 6.6 | 242
lp—, | -160 (lp) 184 87 101 (R64) =21 | 6.7 | 242
1ds-, 90 (1d) 123 58 76 (218) | | 40 | 224
281, 108 39 81 (230) | | 39 | 216
1ds-, 9.0 (1d) 123 58 13 (21.6) | | 40 | 224
1f1, 20 (1f) 59 24 51 AA7]) | | 13 | 204
2p3- 42 | 50 (16.5) | | 413 | 195
1fs, 20 (f) 58 24 47 (168) | | 14 | 204
2pi, 41 | 49 (H63) | | 413 | 195
1= | | 24 (12.4) | | | | 181

208Pb (EXpt.) 209Pb 2%9Pb 2%9Pb 2%9Pb 2%9+ Pb 2%9Pb 299Pb 2(})99Pb
15, 270 270 52 -15 | | 6.7 | 274
Ipsz | =220 (lp) 234 41 6.6 | | 54 | 266
Ipie | 220 (lp) 234 40 %5 | | 55 | 266
1ds, | 170 Ad) 191 24 53 | | 39 | 254
2812 476 | | | | 33 | 247
1dsy | 170 Ad) 191 24 51 | | 40 | 254
1fi, | 120 af) 244 | 38 | | 22 | 241
2p3, 124 | | | | 14 | 232
1fs, | —120 @af) 143 | 35 | | 23 | 241
2p1- 124 | | | | 15 | 232
1go-s -710 (g) 93 | 21 | | | | 22.6
1g-2 -710 (1g) 92 | 18 | | | | 22.6
1hyi-, 39 | | | | | | 210
2ds-, =70 | | | | | | 21.7
2d3-, =70 | | | | | | 21.7
1he, 38 | | | | | | 210
351, 61 | | | | | | 213
2f7-, 4.7 | | | | | | 2041
3P3-2 =10 | | | | | | 196
2f5 .7 | | | | | | 201
3p1- 410 | | | | | | -19.6
L5 | | | | | | | 193
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W e discuss below in detail the 2 hypemuclei singleparticle energies, which have a pe-
culiar fature. In som e of the hypemuclki calculated, the 1s,, state could not be found in
the follow ing sense. W e have searched for the 1s,_, state by varying m atching point to get the
eigenenergy and the corresponding eigen wave function for the 2 In steps 01 fm, from 02
fm to 50 m from the center of the hypemucleus. However, always a proper kvelw ith lower
energy than those of the 1p1—,;1ps-, and 2s,., states could not be found, although a am aller
m atching point than that for the 2s,, state and the Dirac’s = 1 necessary to obtain the
correct 1s,, wave function were nput. In such a case, the single-particke energy level becam e
equalor higher than that ofthe 2s;_, state, which is also above the levels of the 1p;-, and 1ps-,
states. In the search procedure, we always checked that the core nuckon single-particle energy
levels are In correct order. But, whenever we get the lower singleparticke energy level for the
1s,-, state than those for the 1pi,;1ps—, and 2s,-, states, the core neutron 1s;-, energy lkevel
Jum ped to becom e equal or Jarger than that of the 2s,.,, and we discarded the resuls In such
cases. In thism anner, the 1s,_, state in 1,0, *3Ca and °} Zr could not be found.

To get greater Insight as to what }clappecns, as an exam pk, we show In Figs. 2 and 3
the potential strengths and baryon density (together w ith the baryon density of nuckons),
respectively or ? in °tZr, giving incorrect"1s -, (?)" (otation used in the gures) and correct-
25, states. "Pa+C C' stands for potential for the e ective Pauli blocking plus the channel
coupling e ects. By the tem inology, lnocorrect—"1s;_, (?)" state, we m ean by that the obtained
solution is incorrect, since both the singlepartick energy for the 2 and the core nuclon energy
levels are nocorrect. In this case, the obtained singleparticle energies for the 2 are, 714 and
8.1 M &V, repectively for the "1s, (?)" and 2s,., states. Looking at the potential strengths
in Fig.?2, the di erence between the two states are only slight, and nearly indistinguishable.
However, looking at the 2 baryon density (scaled by a factor 5) in Fig.:3, it is clear that both
solutions have two nodes, thus actually they are 2s,, states. The 2 density distrioutions are
very di erent, because the core nuclkon density distributions (particularly around 3 fm from the
center of the hypemucleus) are appreciably di erent due to the Incorrect core nuclkon single-
particke energy kvels. Them ain di erence In the calculation ofthe  hypemuclki from that of
the hypemuclkiisthebare (e ective) m ass, wherem assofthe . ismucdh Jarger, and thewave
function (if cbtained) forthe 1s,-, isexpected to be localized considerably in the central region
ofeach . hypemuclkuswhen the isosgpin dependent strong Interaction and Coulom b forces are
neglkcted. Thism ay also be a consequence of an Interplay between the isospin dependent force
forthe ¢ (the isospin third component is 1), and baryonic density in the central region. To
test this we have repeated the calculation for 912 Zr sihgle-particle energies by sw itching o both
the Pauli blocking and the channel coupling e ects sin ultaneously by setting ~ _ = 0. The
results are shown inside the brackets in Tabk '§. First, the energy lkevels from 1ps-, to 1gs,
states seem to be correct. But again the correct 1s,-, state solution is not found, In the sense
that the lowest singleparticke energy for s-state obtained is 23.0 M €V, and the corresoonding
wave function has two nodes (2s,-, state). Then, we have looked into the behavior of meson

eld, particularly near the center of °} Zr, which m ay show som e hints. Thdeed, we have ound
follow ing, di erent and distinct behaviors ofthe meson eld between the 2s,-, state and that
for the other (hon-s) states:

For all the non-s states calculated, meson eld is repulsive and varies in the range

+2 +5MeV upto 4 fn from the center of ’} Zr, and gradually dies out towards the
surface.
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Forthe 2s5-, state, it is strong attxaction relative to that for the non-s states, 28 20
MeV upto 04 fn from the center of 4 Zr, and changes to repulsion around 1 fin, to
becomemaximum of +7M eV around 4 fn from the center, and sin ilarly for the other
states, gradually dies out towards the surface.

T his in plies that the 1s,, state would need much stronger attractive meson eld than
that for the 2s,_, state to exist near the center of 918 Zr. However, such a case would certainly
disturb the core neutrons which are bound desply nearer to the center of °} Zr, and result in
giving incorrect core neutron energy levels as we have to discard such a solution observed.
T herefore we discard such a solution. Thus, we would conclude that the peculiar feature of not

nding the correct 1s,-, state in 9EZr (@nd probably also for 498C a) is due to the behavior of
the isospin-dependent meson eld at very near the center of >} Zr. If one ignores the incorrect
energy levels of the core neutrons, one would get a solution a;ld regard it as a "ls;," state,
which is not correct in reality. As we will discuss later again in case of 1s,, state in *9°Pb,
Indeed the isosoin dependent -meson eld is expected to work In a peculiar m anner for the
045, state in neutron rich 2 hypemucki.

On the other hand, recent experin ent 9] suggests that a strongly repulsive -nuckus
potential w th a non—zero size of the In aghary part is favorable to reproduce the m easured
soectra form iddl and large baryon num ber hypermuclei. If we w ish to be consistent w ith this
resul, we need to Introduce even stronger repulsive potential, either by the channel coupling
e ect, or based on the quark m odel analysis to reproduce the -atom data without resorting
to the channel coupling e ect [bQ], for the treatm ents of both the and . hypemuclki. In
this case, the repulsion should be strong enough so that it entails no bound state for the

hypemuclei (@nd probably also for the . hypemuclki) In the m iddle and large baryon
num ber hypermuclki. Thisw ill need a m ore elaborate investigation in the future, using further
accum ulated experim ental data and analyses.

Next, in Figs.4 and § we show the potential strengths for the 1s;, state found in {'Ca
and {”Pb (3= ¥; 2). Recallthat the e ects are di erent orthe [ and . as they are
true orthe and . As in the lim it of nuclear m atter in Section 2 2, the scalar and vector
potentials for the heavy baryons are also quite sim ilar to the strange hyperons w ith the sam e
light quark numbers in the corresponding hypemuclki. This feature also holds between the

c and In the corresoonding hypemuclki, excspt for a contrlbutions due to the di erences
In charges, where the Coulomb force a ects the baryon density distrbutions and then the
vector and scalar potentials are also slightly m odi ed. T hus, as far as the totalbaryon density
distributions and the scalar and vector potentials are concemed, am ong/betw een the m em bers
within each multplt, (; L; »), (; o) and (; ) hypemuclki, they show quite sin ilar
features. However, in realistic nuclki, the Coulomb force plays a crucial role as m entioned
before, and the singleparticke energies thus cbtained show very di erent features w ithin each
hypemucleim ultiplet. O foourse, them assdi erences w ithin them ultiplet is also the dom inant
source for the di erences In the cbtained single-particke energies.

T he probability density distributions for the heavy baryons for the 1s,-; state, in §'Ca
and §O9Pb G= ;) are shown ;n Fig.§. W e mention that the wave function for the
1s,-, state or 412(2 a is correct, because it has one node as shown in Fig. 6. It is interesting to
compare the  and ? probability density distrbutions. D ue to the Pauli blocking and the
channel coupling e ects, the probability density distrdbutions for the 2 are pushed away from
the origin com pared to those rthe ° i both 41gCa and 2089Pb. In particular, the 2 density

C
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distrbutions in ?%Pb are really pushed away from the central region, and thus nearly losing
the character of actypical 1s;-, state wave function. T his fact show s that the isosoin dependent
meson mean eld for the 2 1si, state In central region of the neutron rich nuclki is very
In portant as discussed before, and that explains why the correct 1s,-, state wave functions are
not cbtained in 498C a and 918 71, where the (isospin asym m etric) baryon density distributions in
central region of these nucleiare expected to be Jarger than those forthe 2089Pb as in the case of
nom alnucki. (In the case of”go , we expect that the size of the nucleus ismuch sn aller and
2 feels m ore sensitively the isosoin dependent -meson mean eld, due to the higher baryon
density and the lim itation ofthemean eld approxin ation than those for the 2089Pb.) On the
contrary, it is rather surprising that the 2 probability density distribbutions are higher and
localized in the central region than those for the 27, although one can naively expect that
they have an opposite characteristic, because of the an aller scalar attractive potential for the
2. Thus, In the present calculation the e ects of the Pauli blocking, and particularly the
channel coupling, play an In portant role for these di erent features. Then, we m ust be careful
iIn draw ing any de nite conclusions from the 2 and ! probability density distriutions.
F inally, we show in Tablk§ the caloulated binding energy perbaryon, E=A,rm sdarge
radius, ra,, and rm s radii of the heavy baryon (@lso ), neutron and proton distrdbutions, r 5,
1, and 1, respectively. T he results listed in Tablk 6 are calculated w ith the 1s,-, heavy baryon
con guration for allcases. At a st glance, it is very clear that the rm s radius forthe 4 is
very an all com pared to those for other baryons w ithin the sam e baryon num ber hypemuclki as
one would expect, due to heavy m ass. O n the otherhand, r, and/orx, orthe j hypemuclki
are usually the largest In the all hypemuclki calculated. This In plies that the protons In the
core nuckus are relatively m ore pushed away com pared to the other hypemuclki, although such
feature is not seen for r, . The radii, rs, 1, and r,, may be grouped in sin ilar m agnitudes
for all heavy baryon hypemuclkiand hypemuckiw ithin the sam e baryon num berm ultiplt
('Ca and {°Ca in Tabl § may be grouped together), re ecting the fact that the e ect of
the embedded baryon on these quantities are of order, * M, =[@ 1My + M, ]. As Por
the binding energy per baryon, the energy of 1 hypemucki is usually the largest am ong the
sam e baryon num ber hypemuclei. O ne ofthe largest contributions for this is the sihgleparticle
energy ofthe 1s,., state, even after dividing by the totalbaryon number.

5 Summ ary and discussion

In summ ary, we have com plkted system atic studies ofthe [; .; cand 3, hypemucki the
QM C m odel, extending the study m ade for strange hypemucki {]. The spin-orbit potentials
for the heavy baryon hypemuclki are negligble for the sihgle-particle energies, because of their
heavy m asses. O ur results suggest that the form ation of [ ; 2 and y hypemucki is expected
to be quite lkely, while that ofthe % and ! isunlkely. Forthe ? and [ hypemucki,
although there m ay be som e possibilities to be form ed, it isdi cult to draw a solid conclusion
in view ofthe uncertainties in the m odel and approxin ationsm ade in the calculations.
Forthe .and . hypemuclki, the Coulomb force is crucial in the possbility to form the
hypemuclki, in particular forthe 7" hypemuclei. The results forthe . hypemuckiinply
that the phenom enologically ntroduced channel coupling e ects m ay be overestin ated when
using the sam e strength asthat forthe hypemuclki. T hus, we need to investigate further how

such e ects can be included consistently with the underlying quark structure. In this sense,
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Tabl 6: Binding energy perbaryon, E=A (in M &V), rm s charge radiis, ry,, and rm s radii
ofthe and heavy baryons, r, neutron, r,, and proton, r, (in fn) forj'0,%'Ca, °Ca, §'2r
and 3”Pb (3= ; li i o »). Thecon gurations ofthe and heavy baryon j, are 1s:-,

for all hypemuclki.

hypemuclei E=A 14 T o i

o 637 284 249 259 2.2
70 642 285 219 258 273
1 610 283 257 260 271
17 601 281 234 261 2.69
17 584 281 270 261 269
o 669 287 181 257 275
“ca 758 351 281 331 342
4 ca 758 351 266 331 342
ica 754 351 279 331 342
4 ca 742 350 321 331 341
ca 743 349 276 332 3.40
Toa 732 349 311 332 339
“ca 772 353 222 330 343
“Cca 758 354 284 363 345
Y Cca 754 354 267 363 345
% ca 739 354 317 364 344
9 Cca 629 357 362 371 347
Hca 734 353 257 365 343
¥ ca 732 353 319 365 343
4Cic:a 764 356 216 3.63 346
Az r 795 429 325 429 421
A zr 785 429 334 430 421
o 7r 777 429 403 430 421
qyr 778 428 301 430 420
9{2: 793 430 263 429 422
209pp 735 549 399 567 543
°pPb 726 549 4.4 568 543
209p 695 551 488 5.0 545
209p1, 724 549 444 568 543
20epp, 748 549 345 566 543
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som e of the results forthe . hypemucleineed to be taken w ith caution.
A Though there can be num erous speculations on the in plications of the present resuls
we would lke to em phasize that our calculations indicate that the ; %, and ,, hypemuclki

would exist In realistic experin ental conditions, but there m ay be lesser possbilities or the °

(¢}
and ! hypemuclki. Furthem ore, it is very unlkely thatthe " and ! hypemuckiwillbe
form ed. Experin ents at facilities like JHF would provide quantitative input to gain a better
understanding of the interactions ofheavy baryons w ith nuclkarm atter. E xperin ents at collid-
ers such asRHIC, LHC and Fem ilab could provide additional data to establish the fom ation
and decay of such heavy baryon hypemuclki. A com bination ofthese data inputs and a carefil
analysis, w ith the present calculations being considered as a rst step, would give a valuable
Inform ation about the physical in plications for the presence of heavy quarks in nite nuckior
dense nuckarm atter. Furthem ore, the experim ents would Indicate certainly the shortcom ings
ofthe QM C m odeland in addition would provide a guide to a proper and consistent m odel to
treat baryons w ith heavy quarks n nite nucki or nuckar m atter. Eventually we hope that
these results w ill have In portant in plications for studies In astrophysics of neutron stars and
nuclear m atter at very high densities.

A s forthe other aspects of interests for the properties ofheavy baryons in nuckarm edium ,
additional studies are needed to mnvestigate the sem Heptonic weak decay of [; o cand
hyperons n nuclkarm ediim . This will provide inform ation on the weak current form factors
ofheavy baryons In nuckar m edium , whether or not the axial coupling constant of such heavy
system will be m odi ed appreciably, as is the case in plied for the quenching g, of nuclkon,
possbly due to the Intemal structure change ofthe heavy baryon in m edium [51]. To detem ine
the roke of Pauliblocking and density In in uencing the decay rates as com pared to the free
heavy baryons would be highly desirable. Such studies can provide In portant inform ation on
the hadronization of the quark-gluon plasn a and the transport ofhadrons in nuclkarm atter at
high density. W ill the high density lad to a slower decay and a higher probability to survive
its passage through the m aterdial ? At present the study of the presence of heavy baryons in

nite nuclei and/or nuckar m atter is in its infancy. Carefiil mvestigations, both theoretical
and experin ental, would lead to a m uch better understanding ofthe properties of heavy quarks
and/or heavy baryons in nite nuclei and nuclar m atter.
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Figurel: Scalarpotentials for hyperons, low —lying cham ed and bottom baryons in sym m etric
nuclearm atter taken from Ref. P1.
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Potential strengths in *'.Ca
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Figure 4: Potential strengths forthe 2 and 2 i §'Ca (= 2*; ) Prthe 1s,, state.
See also caption of Fig. 2.
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Potential strengths in “”_Pb
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Heavy baryon densities in 41CCa and ZOQCPb
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