nucl-th/9909004 1 Sep 1999

SNUTP98/042

Strange Form Factors and Sum Rules of Baryon Decuplet

Soon-Tae Hong^a and Dong-Pil Min^b

aDeapartment of Physics and Basic Science Research Institute Sogang University, C.P.O. Box 1142, Seoul 100-611, Korea bDeapartment of Physics and Center for Theoretical Physics Seoul National University, Seoul 151-742, Korea

September 1, 1999

ABSTRACT

Treating perturbatively the flavor symmetry breaking effects resided in the wave function as well as in the SU(3) Lagrangian, we calculate the strange form factors of decuplet baryons. The higher dimensional representation mixing components in the baryon wave function of the deccuplet baryons are found to yield the important contributions to the strange form factors, especially of the Δ and Σ^∗ baryons. The model independent sum rules among the baryon decuplet magnetic moments are also derived.

1 Introduction

Since Coleman and Glashow[1] predicted the magnetic moments of the baryon octet about forty years ago, there has been a lot of progress in both the theoretical paradigm and experimental verification for the baryon magnetic moments. Recently the measurements of the baryon decuplet magnetic moments were reported for μ_Δ++ [2] and μ_Ω− [3] to yield a new avenue for understanding the hadron structure. The magnetic moments of baryon decuplet have been theoretically investigated in several models, e.g., in the quenched lattice gauge theory[4], the quark models[5, 6], the chiral bag model[7], the chiral perturbation theory[8], the chiral quark soliton model[9], the QCD sum rules[10, 11] and the chiral quark model[12].

On the other hand the chiral and SU(3) flavor symmetry breaking (FSB) effects in the chiral bag model (CBM)[13] are induced by the different pseudoscalar meson masses and decay constants outside and the quark masses inside the bag. Especially the SU(3) FSB originates from the strangeness degrees of freedom in the baryon structure, which has been significantly discussed after the EMC experiment on deep inelastic muon scattering[14] suggested a lingering question.

Quite recently, the SAMPLE collaboration[15] reported the experimental data of the proton strange form factor through parity violating electron scattering[16]. Moreover, McKeown[17] has shown that the strange form factor of proton should be positive by using the conjecture that the up-quark effects are generally dominant in the flavor dependence of the nucleon properties. This result is contrary to the negative values of the proton strange form factor which result from most of the model calculations[18, 19, 20, 21] except that of Hong and Park[22] based on the SU(3) CBM[23] and that of Meissner and co-workers [24] in the heavy baryon chiral perturbation theory. The CBM prediction on the positive strange form factor of the proton was also justified[25] by adjusting the inertia parameters in a systematic way.

In this paper we will report the result on strange form factor of the baryon decuplet in the minimal multi-quark structure where the symmetry breaking mass effects are treated in the perturbative scheme of the CBM, as an extension of our former work on the baryon octet.[22, 25] In Section 2, the symmetry breaking in the CBM will be discussed in terms of the physical operators in the adjoint representation to yield the model independent sum rules. In Section 3, we will introduce the baryon wave functions in the multiquark Fock space of the higher representation mixing scheme to obtain the strange form factors of baryon decuplet.

2 Magnetic moments of baryon decuplet

In the CBM with the broken U-spin symmetry the Lagrangian is of the form

L = L_{CS} + L_{CSB} + L_{F SB} (2.1) L_{CS} = ψ̄iγ^μ∂_μψ − 1 2 ψ̄U_5ψΔ_B +(− 1 4 f^2_π tr(l_μl^μ) + 1 32e^2

[l_μ, l_ν]^2 + L_{W ZW} )Θ̄_B L_{CSB} = −ψ̄MψΘ_B + 1 4 f^2_π m^2_πtr(U + U^† − 2)Θ̄_B L_{F SB} = 1 6 f^2_π (χ^2m^2_K − m^2_π)tr((1 − √ 3λ_8)(U + U^† − 2))Θ̄_B − 1 12 f^2_π (χ^2 − 1)tr((1 − √ 3λ_8)(Ul_μl^μ + l_μl^μU^†))Θ̄_B (2.2)

where the quark field ψ has SU(3) flavor degrees of freedom and the chiral field U = e^{iλaπa/fπ} ∈ SU(3) is described by the pseudoscalar meson fields π_a (a=1,...8) and Gell-Mann matrices λ_a with λ_aλ_b =^2_3 δ_{ab} + (if_{abc} + d_{abc})λ_c and Θ_B(= 1 − Θ̄_B) is the bag theta function (one inside the bag and zero outside the bag). Here l_μ = U^†∂_μU and L_{W ZW} stands for the topological Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) term. In the numerical calculation we will use the parameters e = 4.75, f_π = 93 MeV and f_K = 114 MeV.

Here the chiral symmetry (CS) is broken by the quark masses M = diag(m_u, m_d, m_s) and pion mass m_π in L_{CSB}. Furthermore the SU(3) FSB with m_K/m_π ≠ 1 and χ = f_K/f_π ≠ 1 is included in L_{F SB}.

Even though the mass terms in L_{CSB} and L_{F SB} break both the SU_L(3)×SU_R(3) and diagonal SU(3) symmetry so that chiral symmetry cannot be conserved, these terms without derivatives yield no explicit contribution to the electromagnetic (EM) currents J^μ and at least in the adjoint representation of the SU(3) group the EM currents are conserved and of the same form as the chiral limit result J^μ_{CS} to preserve the U-spin symmetry. However the derivative-dependent term in L_{F SB} gives rise to the U-spin symmetry breaking conserved EM currents J^μ_{F SB} so that J^μ = J^μ_{CS} + J^μ_{F SB}.

Assuming that the hedgehog classical solution in the meson phase U_0 = e^{iλir̂iθ(r)} (i=1,2,3) is embedded in the SU(2) isospin subgroup of SU(3) and the Fock space in the quark phase is described by the N_c valence quarks and the vacuum structure composed of quarks filling the negative energy sea, the CBM generates the zero mode with the collective variable A(t) ∈ SU(3) by performing the slow rotation U → AU_0A^† and ψ → Aψ on SU(3) group manifold.

Given the spinning CBM ansatz, the EM currents yield the magnetic moment operators μ̂^i = μ̂^{i(3)} +^{1√}_3μ̂^{i(8)} where μ̂^{i(a)} = μ̂^{i(a)}_{CS} + μ̂^{i(a)}_{F SB} with

μ̂^{i(a)}_{CS} = −N D^8_{ai} − N^′d_{ipq}D^8_{ap}T̂^R_q + N_c 2 √ 3 MD^8_{a8}Ĵ_i

μ̂^{i(a)}_{F SB} = −PD^8_{ai}(1 − D^8_8) + Q √ 3 2 d_{ipq}D^8_{ap}D^8_q (2.3)

where M, N , N^′, P and Q are the inertia parameters calculable in the CBM.[25]

Using the theorem that the tensor product of the Wigner D functions can be decomposed into sum of the single D functions, the isovector and isoscalar parts of the operator μ̂^{i(a)}_{F SB} are then rewritten as

μ̂^{i(3)}_{F SB} = P(− 4 5 D^8_{3i} + 3 10 D^{27}_{3i} ) + Q( 3 10 D^8_{3i} − 3 10 D^{27}_{3i} )

μ̂^{i(8)}_{F SB} = P(− 6 5 D^8_i + 9 20 D^{27}_{8i} ) + Q(− 3 10 D^8_i − 9 20 D^{27}_{8i} ). (2.4)

Here one notes that the 1, 10 and ¯10 irreducible representations (IRs) do not occur in the decuplet baryons while 10 and ¯10 IRs appear together in the isovector channel of the baryon octet to conserve the hermiticity of the operator.

With respect to the decuplet baryon wave function Φ^λ_B = pdim(λ)D^λ_{ab} with the quantum numbers a = (Y ; I, I_3) (Y ; hypercharge, I; isospin) and b = (Y_R; J, −J_3) (Y_R; right hypercharge, J; spin) and λ the dimension of the representation, the spectrum of the magnetic moment operator μ̂^i has the following hyperfine structure in the adjoint representation

μ_Δ++ = 1 8 M + 1 2 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) + 3 7 P − 3 56 Q μ_Δ+ = 1 16 M + 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) + 5 21 P + 1 84 Q μ_Δ0 = 1 21 P + 13 168 Q μ_Δ− = − 1 16 M − 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 1 7 P + 1 7 Q μ_Σ∗+ = 1 16 M + 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) + 19 84 P − 17 168 Q μ_Σ∗0 = 1 84 P − 1 84 Q μ_Σ∗− = − 1 16 M − 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 17 84 P + 13 168 Q μ_Ξ∗0 = − 1 42 P − 17 168 Q μ_Ξ∗− = − 1 16 M − 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 11 42 P + 1 84 Q μ_Ω− = − 1 16 M − 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 9 28 P − 3 56 Q. (2.5)

In the SU(3) flavor symmetric limit with the chiral symmetry breaking masses m_u = m_d = m_s, m_K = m_π and decay constants f_K = f_π, the magnetic moments of the decuplet baryons are simply given by[26]

μ_B = Q_{EM} ( 1 16 M + 1 4 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′)) (2.6)

where Q_{EM} is the EM charge. Here one notes that in the CBM in the adjoint representation the prediction of the baryon magnetic moments with the chiral symmetry is the same as that with the SU(3) flavor symmetry since the mass-dependent term in L_{CSB} and L_{F SB} do not yield any contribution to J^μ_{F SB} so that there is no terms with P and Q in (2.5).

Due to the degenerate d- and s-flavor charges in the SU(3) EM charge operator Q̂_{EM} , the CBM possesses the U-spin symmetry relations in the baryon decuplet magnetic moments, similar to those in the octet baryons [27]

μ_Δ− = μ_Σ∗− = μ_Ξ∗− = μ_Ω− μ_Δ0 = μ_Σ∗0 = μ_Ξ∗0 μ_Δ+ = μ_Σ∗+ (2.7)

which are subset of the more strong symmetry relations (2.6).

Since the SU(3) FSB quark masses do not affect the magnetic moments of the baryon decuplet in the adjoint representation of the CBM, in the more general SU(3) flavor symmetry broken case with m_u = m_d ≠ m_s, m_π ≠ m_K and f_π ≠ f_K , the decuplet baryon magnetic moments with P and Q satisfy other sum rules[7]

μ_Σ∗0 = 1 2 (μ_Σ∗+ + μ_Σ∗− ) (2.8) μ_Δ− + μ_Δ++ = μ_Δ0 + μ_Δ+ (2.9)

X_{B∈decuplet μB = 0. (2.10)}

Also one can easily see that the CBM shares with the nonrelativistic quark and chiral quark soliton models[7, 9] the following sum rules:^1

− 4μ_Δ++ + 6μ_Δ+ + 3μ_Σ∗+ − 6μ_Σ∗0 + μ_Ω− = 0 −2μ_Δ++ + 3μ_Δ+ + 2μ_Σ∗+ − 4μ_Σ∗0 + μ_Ξ∗− = 0 −μ_Δ++ + 2μ_Δ+ − 2μ_Σ∗0 + μ_Ξ∗0 = 0 μ_Δ++ − 2μ_Δ+ + μ_Δ0 = 0 (2.11) and μ_Δ0 − μ_Σ∗− = μ_Σ∗+ − μ_Ξ∗0 = 1 2 (μ_Δ+ − μ_Ξ∗− ) = 1 3 (μ_Δ++ − μ_Ω− ). (2.12)

Here one notes that the Σ^∗ hyperons satisfy the identity μ_Σ∗ (I_3) = μ_Σ∗0 + I_3Δμ_Σ∗ , where Δμ_Σ∗ =^1_{16} M +^1_4 (N −^1_2^√_3 N^′) +^3_{14} P −^5_{56} Q, such that μ_Σ∗+ + μ_Σ∗− is independent of I_3 as in (2.10). For the Δ baryons one can formulate the relation μ_Δ(I_3) = μ^0_Δ + I_3Δμ_Δ with μ^0_Δ =^1_{32} M +^1_8 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) +^1_7 P +^5_{112} Q and Δμ_Δ =^1_{16} M +^1_4 (N −^1_2^√_3 N^′) +^4_{21} P −^{11}_{168} Q, so that Δ baryons can be easily seen to fulfill the second sum rule in (2.10) and the last one in (2.11). Also the summation of the magnetic moments over all the decuplet baryons vanish to yield the model independent relation, namely the third sum rule in (2.10), since there is no SU(3) singlet contribution to the magnetic moments as in the baryon octet magnetic moments.

3 Strange form factors in multi-quark structure

Until now we have considered the CBM in the adjoint representation where the U-spin symmetry is broken only through the magnetic moment operators μ̂^{i(a)}_{F SB} induced by the symmetry breaking derivative term. To take into account the missing chiral symmetry breaking mass effect from L_{CSB} and L_{F SB}, in this section we will treat perturbatively the symmetry breaking mass terms via the higher dimensional IR channels where, differently from the nonperturbative Yabu-Ando scheme[28], the CBM can be handled in the quantum mechanical perturbation theory with the higher IR mixing in the baryon wave function to yield the minimal multi-quark structure[29].

1In fact, the baryon decuplet magnetic moments in the nonrelativistic quark and chiral quark soliton models satisfy the model independent relations (2.7) and (2.10). Also the V-spin symmetry relations (2.12) hold in the most general SU(3) flavor symmetry broken case of the CBM with the higher representation mixing corrections (3.5).

On quantizing the collective variable A(t), one can obtain the Hamiltonian H = H_0 + H_{SB} where

H_0 = M + 1 2 ( 1 I_1 − 1 I_2

)Ĵ^2 + 1 2I_2

(Ĉ^2_2 − 3 4 Ŷ^2_R)

H_{SB} = m(1 − D^8_8) (3.1)

where I_1 and I_2 are the moments of inertia of the CBM along the isospin and the strange directions respectively and Ĵ^2 and Ĉ^2_2 the Casimir operators in SU_R(2) and SU_L(3) groups and m the inertia parameter denoting the symmetry breaking strength. Minimizing the static mass M the soliton profile function satisfies the Skyrme equation of motion in the meson phase

(x^2 +2 sin^2 θ) d^2θ dx^2 +2x dθ dx +(( dθ dx )^2 −1− sin^2 θ x^2

) sin 2θ −μ^2_πx^2 sin θ = 0 (3.2)

with μ_π = m_π/ef_π and x = ef_πr, the dimensionless quantities. Here one notes that the pion mass yields deviation from the chiral limit profile so that the numerical results in the massive Skyrmion theory can be worsened when one uses the experimental decay constant. Since (m_u + m_d)/m_s ≈ m^2_π/m^2_K ≈ 0.1 we will neglect the light quark and pion masses.

For the baryon decuplet with Y_R = 1 and J =^3_2 the possible SU(3) representations of the minimal multi-quark Fock space are restricted by the Clebsch-Gordan series 10 ⊕ 27 ⊕ 35 so that the baryon decuplet wavefunctions are described by |B⟩ = |B⟩^{10} − C^B_{27}|B⟩^{27} − C^B_{35}|B⟩^{35} where the representation mixing coefficients are given by^2

C^B_λ =^λ ⟨B|H_{SB}|B⟩_{10} E_λ − E_{10}

(3.3)

with the eigenvalues E_λ and eigenfunctions |B⟩^λ = Φ^λ_B ⊗ |intrinsic⟩ of the eigen equation H_0|B⟩^λ = E_λ|B⟩^λ. Here Φ^λ_B is the collective wavefunction discussed above and the intrinsic state degenerate to all the baryons is described by a Fock state of the quark operator and classical meson configuration. Using the decuplet wavefunctions with the higher representation

2The algorithm for the Clebsch-Gordan decomposition of the tensor product of the two IRs in the qqqq̄q is given by (3 ⊗ 3 ⊗ 3) ⊗ (¯3 ⊗ 3) = (1 ⊕ 8^2 ⊕ 10) ⊗ (1 ⊕ 8) =

1^3 ⊕ 8^8 ⊕ 10^4 ⊕ ¯10^2 ⊕ 27^3 ⊕ 35 where the superscript denotes the number of the different

IR’s with the same dimension. Due to the baryon constraint YR = 1 coming from the WZW term, the spin-^1_2 octet baryons are restricted to the IR’s 8 ⊕ ¯10⊕ 27 and the spin-^3_2 decuplet baryons to 10 ⊕ 27 ⊕ 35.

mixing coefficients (3.3) the additional hyperfine structure of the magnetic moment spectrum in the perturbative scheme is given by

δμ^i_B = −2 X

λ=27,35 10⟨B|μ̂^i|B⟩_{λλ}⟨B|H_{SB}|B⟩_{10} E_λ − E_{10}

(3.4)

up to the first order of m.

Then one can obtain the V-spin symmetry relations in the perturbative corrections of the decuplet magnetic moments

δμ_Δ++ = δμ_Ω− = mI_2( 5 672 M + 1 168 N + 5 336 √ 3 N^′)

δμ_Δ+ = δμ_Ξ∗− = mI_2( 5 112 M − 1 21 N − 5 336 √ 3 N^′)

δμ_Δ0 = δμ_Σ∗− = mI_2( 55 672 M − 17 168 N − 5 112 √ 3 N^′)

δμ_Δ− = mI_2( 5 42 M − 13 84 N − 25 336 √ 3 N^′)

δμ_Σ∗+ = δμ_Ξ∗0 = mI_2(− 1 224 M + 5 168 N + 11 336 √ 3 N^′)

δμ_Σ∗0 = mI_2( 13 336 M − 1 28 N − 1 168 √ 3 N^′). (3.5)

Here one notes that including the above implicit FSB effects one can have the sum rules (2.8) and (2.9), and

μ_Δ++ − μ_Δ− = 3(μ_Δ+ − μ_Δ0 ) (3.6)

which also holds in the chiral perturbation theory[8].

Now in the multiquark structure of the CBM with the chiral and SU(3) FSB, the magnetic moments of baryon decuplet can be broken up into three parts μ_B = μ_{0,B}(M, N , N^′) + δμ_{1,B}(P, Q) + δμ_{2,B}(mI_2) (3.7) where the first term μ_{0,B} comes from the chiral symmetric contribution, δμ_{1,B} is due to the explicit FSB and δμ_{2,B} is obtained from the implicit FSB in the representation mixing as shown in (3.4). In Table 1 the baryon decuplet magnetic moments μ_B are predicted in the CBM with the bag radius R ∼ 0.6 fm corresponding to the magic angle θ(R) = π/2, where the baryon number is shared equally with both quark and meson phases[30] and the numerical values of the inertia parameters are given by M = 0.66, N = 6.00, N^′ = 0.52, P = 1.11, Q = 1.27 and mI_2 = 3.96 as in the baryon octet case. In particular we obtain μ_Δ++ = 1.29μ_p comparable to the experimental value μ^{exp}_{Δ++} = (1.62±0.18)μ_p[2]. For μ_Ω− the CBM seems to well predict the value −1.75 n.m., consistent with the experimental data −1.94 ± 0.17 ± 0.14 n.m.[3] since μ_Ω− could be mainly achieved from the strange quark and kaon whose masses are kept in our massless profile approximation (m_u + m_d)/m_s ≈ m^2_π/m^2_K ≈ 0. Also one notes that the implicit FSB effects with the V-spin symmetry improve the prediction of μ_Δ++ , but that of μ_Ω− seems worsened. In Table 2, the baryon decuplet magnetic moments obtained from other calculations such as the nonrelativistic quark model, relativistic quark model[5], lattice gauge theory[4], chiral perturbation theory[8] and Skyrmion model^3, are listed together with the experimental data.

Next in the SU(3) flavor symmetry broken case we decompose the EM currents into three pieces J^μ = J^{μ(u)} + J^{μ(d)} + J^{μ(s)} where the q-flavor currents J^{μ(q)} = J^{μ(q)}_{CS} + J^{μ(q)}_{F SB} are given by substituting the charge operator Q̂ with the q-flavor charge operator Q̂_q

J^{μ(q)}_{CS} = ψ̄γ^μQ̂_qψΘ_B + (− i 2 f^2_π tr(Q̂_ql^μ) + i 8e^2 tr[Q̂_q, l^ν][l^μ, l^ν] + U ↔ U^†)Θ̄_B + N_c 48π^2 ϵ^{μναβ}tr(Q̂_ql_νl_αl_β − U ↔ U^†)Θ̄_B J^{μ(q)}_{F SB} = − i 12 f^2_π (χ^2 − 1)tr((1 − √ 3λ_8)(UQ̂_ql^μ + l^μQ̂_qU^†) + U ↔ U^†)Θ̄_B

to obtain the baryon decuplet magnetic moments in the s-flavor channel

μ^{(s)}_Δ = − 7 48 M + 1 12 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) + 2 21 P + 5 168 Q +mI_2( 85 2016 M − 25 504 N − 5 252 √ 3 N^′)

μ^{(s)}_Σ∗ = − 1 6 M + 1 126 P − 1 126 Q +mI_2( 13 504 M − 1 42 N − 1 252 √ 3 N^′)

μ^{(s)}_Ξ∗ = − 3 16 M − 1 12 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 2 21 P − 5 168 Q 3For the Skyrmion model corresponding to the CBM with vanishing bag radius, we have used the numerical values of the inertia parameters, M = 0.67, N = 5.03, N^′ = 0.91, P = 0.76, Q = 0.99 and mI2 = 1.79.

+mI_2( 3 224 M − 1 168 N + 1 168 √ 3 N^′)

μ^{(s)}_Ω = − 5 24 M − 1 6 (N − 1 2 √ 3 N^′) − 3 14 P − 1 28 Q +mI_2( 5 1008 M + 1 252 N + 5 504 √ 3 N^′). (3.8)

Here one notes that in general all the baryon decuplet magnetic moments fulfill the model independent relations in the u- and d-flavor components and the I-spin symmetry of the isomultiplets with the same strangeness in the s-flavor channel

μ^{(d)}_B = Q_d Q_u μ^{(u)}_{B̄} , μ^{(s)}_B = μ^{(s)}_{B̄} (3.9)

with B̄ being the isospin conjugate baryon in the isomultiplets of the baryon.

Now the form factors of the decuplet baryons, with internal structure, are defined by the matrix elements of the EM currents ⟨p + q|J^μ|p⟩ = ū(p + q)(γ^μF_{1B}(q^2) + i 2m_B σ^{μν}q^ν F_{2B}(q^2))u(p) (3.10)

where u(p) is the spinor of the baryons and q is the momentum transfer. Using the s-flavor charge operator in the EM currents as before, in the limit of zero momentum transfer, one can obtain the strange form factors of baryon decuplet

F^{(s)}_{1B} (0) = S F^{(s)}_{2B} (0) = −3μ^{(s)}_B − S (3.11)

in terms of the strangeness quantum number of the baryon S(= 1 − Y ) (Y : hypercharge) and the strange components of the baryon decuplet magnetic moments μ^{(s)}_B .

As shown in Table 3, we have obtained the theoretical predictions of the CBM and the Skyrmion model for the strange form factors of baryon octet and decuplet. Here one notes that the implicit FSB contributions to the strange form factors in the CBM are quite significant in the Δ and Σ^∗ decuplet baryons. Also the CBM prediction F^{(s)}_{2p} = 0.30 n.m. for the proton strange form factor is comparable to the SAMPLE Collaboration experimental result F^{(s),exp}_{2p} = 0.23 ± 0.37 ± 0.15 ± 0.19 n.m. [15].

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we have considered the strange form factors of the baryon decuplet by including the implicit FSB effects via the higher dimensional IR mixing scheme. In this approach the CBM can be treated to yield the minimal multiquark structure in the quantum mechanical perturbation theory.

Using the chiral bag with the bag radius R ∼ 0.6 fm corresponding to the magic angle θ(R) = π/2 we have obtained the magnetic moments μ_Δ++ = 3.59 n.m. and μ_Ω− = −1.75 n.m., comparable to the experimental values μ^{exp}_{Δ++} = 4.52 ± 0.50 n.m. and μ^{exp}_{Ω−} = −1.94 ± 0.17 ± 0.14 n.m., respectively. Here one notes that the proton strange form factor was predicted[25] in the CBM with the value F^{(s)}_{2p} = 0.30 n.m. which is also comparable to the SAMPLE Collaboration experimental data F^{(s),exp}_{2p} = 0.23±0.37±0.15±0.19 n.m.[15].

From the SU(3) group structure of the chiral models, such as Skyrmion, MIT and chiral bag models, we have derived the sum rules among the magnetic moments of the baryon decuplet. Here one notes that these model independent sum rules also hold in the nonrelativistic quark and chiral quark soliton models and the chiral perturbation theory.

Substituting the charge operator in the EM currents with the s-flavor charge operator, we have obtained, in the zero momentum transfer limit, the strange form factors of the baryon decuplet in terms of the strangeness quantum number of the baryon and the strange components of the baryon decuplet magnetic moments. Here one notes that the strange form factors are degenerate in the isomultiplets with the same strangeness to respect the I-spin symmetry.

On the other hand, in the multiquark structure of the CBM with the chiral and SU(3) FSB, the strange form factors of baryon decuplet can be broken up into three parts: the chiral symmetric contribution, the explicit FSB one and the implicit FSB one with the representation mixing. The theoretical predictions for the strange form factors show that the implicit FSB effects are dominant in the Δ and Σ^∗ decuplet baryons and in any case the higher dimensional IR mixing in the baryon wave function in the multiquark Fock space cannot be omitted in the strange form factors of the decuplet baryons.

We would like to thank B.Y. Park, M. Rho and G.E. Brown for helpful discussions and constant concerns. This work is supported in part by the Korea Science and Engineering Foundation through the CTP and by the Korea Ministry of Education under Grant No. BSRI-98-2418.

References

[1] S. Coleman and S.L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 6 (1961) 423. [2] A. Bosshard et al., Phys. Rev. D44 (1991) 1962. [3] H.T. Diehl et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 804.

[4] D.B. Leinweber, T. Draper and R.M. Woloshyn, Phys. Rev. D46 (1992) 3067.

[5] F. Schlumpf, Phys. Rev. D48 (1993) 4478. [6] J. Linde and H. Snellman, Phys. Rev., D53 (1996) 2337. [7] S.T. Hong and G.E. Brown, Nucl. Phys. A580 (1994) 408. [8] M.N. Butler, M.J. Savage and R.P. Springer, Phys. Rev., D49 (1994) 3459.

[9] H.C. Kim, M. Praszalowicz and K. Goeke, hep-ph/9706531 (1997). [10] F.X. Lee, hep-ph/9707411 (1997). [11] F.X. Lee, hep-ph/9708323 (1997).

[12] J. Linde, T. Ohlsson and H. Snellman, hep-ph/9709468 (1997). [13] G.E. Brown and M. Rho, Phys. Lett. B82 (1970) 177. [14] J. Ashman et al., Phys. Lett. B206 (1988) 364. [15] B. Mueller et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 3824.

[16] R. D. McKeown, Phys. Lett. B219 (1989) 140; E.J. Beise and R.D.

McKeown, Comm. Nucl. Part. Phys. 20 (1991) 105. [17] R.D. McKeown, hep-ph/9607340 (1996). [18] R.L. Jaffe, Phys. Lett. B229 (1989) 275.

[19] M.J. Musolf and M. Burkardt, Z. Phys. C61 (1994) 433. [20] W. Koepf, E. M. Henley and S.J. Pollock, Phys. Lett. B288 (1992) 11. [21] N.W. Park, J. Schechter and H. Weigel, Phys. Rev. D43 (1991) 869. [22] S.T. Hong and B.Y. Park, Nucl. Phys. A561 (1993) 525. [23] B.Y. Park and M. Rho, Z. Phys. A331 (1988) 151. [24] Ulf-G. Meissner et al., nucl-th/9904076 (1996).

[25] S.T. Hong, B.Y. Park and D.P. Min, Phys. Lett. B414 (1997) 229. [26] M.A.B. Beg, B.W. Lee and A. Pais, Phys. Rev. Lett. 13 (1964) 514. [27] S.T. Hong and G.E. Brown, Nucl. Phys. A564 (1993) 491. [28] H. Yabu and K. Ando, Nucl. Phys. B301 (1988) 601. [29] H.K. Lee and D.P. Min, Phys. Lett. B219 (1989) 1. [30] M. Rho, A.S. Goldhaber and G.E. Brown, Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 747.

[31] Particle Data Group, Phys. Rev. D45 (1992) 1.

Table 1: The baryon decuplet magnetic moments μ_B = μ_{0,B} + δμ_{1,B} + δμ_{2,B} calculated in the chiral bag with bag radius R ∼ 0.6 fm corresponding to the magic angle θ(R) = π/2. B μ_{0,B} δμ_{1,B} δμ_{2,B} μ_B Δ^{++} 3.00 0.41 0.18 3.59 Δ^+ 1.50 0.28 −1.03 0.75 Δ^0 0.00 0.15 −2.24 −2.09 Δ^− −1.50 0.02 −3.45 −4.93 Σ^{∗+} 1.50 0.12 0.73 2.35 Σ^{∗0} 0.00 0.00 −0.76 −0.76 Σ^{∗−} −1.50 −0.13 −2.24 −3.87 Ξ^{∗0} 0.00 −0.15 0.73 0.58 Ξ^{∗−} −1.50 −0.28 −1.03 −2.81 Ω^− −1.50 −0.43 0.18 −1.75

Table 2: The baryon decuplet magnetic moments μ^{CBM}_B and μ^{SM}_B calculated in the chiral bag model (CBM) and Skyrmion model (SM), compared with the nonrelativistic quark model (NRQM), relativistic quark model (RQM), lattice gauge theory (LGT), chiral perturbation theory (CPT) and the experimental data.^† The quantity used as input is indicated by ∗. B μ^{NRQM} B μ^{RQM}_B μ^{LGT}_B μ^{CP T}_B μ^{SM}_B μ^{CBM}_B Δ^{++} 5.58 4.76 4.91 4.00 2.82 3.59 Δ^+ 2.79 2.38 2.46 2.10 1.04 0.75 Δ^0 0.00 0.00 0.00 −0.17 −0.74 −2.09 Δ^− −2.79 −2.38 −2.46 −2.25 −2.52 −4.93 Σ^{∗+} 3.11 1.82 2.55 2.00 1.60 2.35 Σ^{∗0} 0.32 −0.27 0.27 −0.07 −0.28 −0.76 Σ^{∗−} −2.47 −2.36 −2.02 −2.20 −2.17 −3.87 Ξ^{∗0} 0.64 −0.60 0.46 0.10 0.18 0.58 Ξ^{∗−} −2.15 −2.41 −1.68 −2.00 −1.81 −2.81 Ω^− −1.83 −2.35 −1.40 −1.94^∗ −1.46 −1.75

† For the experimental data μ^{exp}_{Δ++} = 4.52±0.50 and μ^{exp}_{Ω−} = −1.94±0.17±0.14 we have referred to the ref. [2] and ref.[3], respectively.

Table 3: The strange form factors of the baryon octet and decuplet F^{(s)}_{2B} = F^{(s),0}_{2B} + δF^{(s),1}_{2B} + δF^{(s),2}_{2B} calculated in the chiral bag, compared with the Skyrmion model predictions F^{(s)SM}_{2B} .

B F^{(s),0}_{2B} δF^{(s),1}_{2B} δF^{(s),2}_{2B} F^{(s)}_{2B} F^{(s)SM}_{2B} N −0.19 −0.12 0.61 0.30 −0.02 Λ 0.55 0.35 −0.41 0.49 0.51 Σ −1.89 −0.34 0.69 −1.54 −1.74 Ξ 0.07 0.45 −0.27 0.25 0.09 Δ −1.17 −0.43 3.27 1.67 0.04 Σ^∗ −0.67 0.00 1.51 0.84 −0.10 Ξ^∗ −0.17 0.43 0.30 0.56 −0.03 Ω 0.34 0.85 −0.36 0.83 0.24