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Contributions from 1/27 resonance poles to the parity-violating amplitude for =*—py have been
estimated. Two-quark weak transitions have been described in the framework of the Weinberg-Salam model
including quantum-chromodynamics corrections. Weak matrix elements and photon emissions have been
calculated using the MIT bag model. It has been shown that 1/2~ resonance poles give sizable
contributions, which might provide an explanation of the experimental results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent papers!'? on electromagnetic weak baryon

decays can serve as a motivation for reconsidering
the only radiative weak decay for which the asym-
metry parameter has been measured.® This decay
Z*—~py was used as an input! to rule out recent
models* based on single-quark transitions s ~dy
(Fig. 1) and to suggest models based on two-quark
transitions (Fig. 2). Our approach belongs to the
type of models shown in Fig. 2; it is a model
based on baryon poles, as represented schematic-
ally in Fig. 3. Baryon poles of interest are those
of negative-parity baryon resonances. The weak
vertex in Fig. 3 is determined by the Weinberg-
Salam model including quantum-chromodynamics
(QCD) renormalization effects and SU(4)-flavor-
symmetry breaking.® It has been concluded® that
such a description combined with the MIT bag
model®” leads to a successful description of non-
leptonic decays.? In this way, one obtains the ef-
fective weak couplings which, together with the
effective electromagnetic couplings calculated in
the MIT bag model, enter the parity-violating
(PV) amplitude of the general electromagnetic-
weak interaction®

FIG. 1. Radiative weak decays based on the single-
quark transition s —dy. The black box represents
short-distance-type models (Ref. 4).

Hifty=12e ¥ (x) (C +Dys)0,, ¥ p«{X)F ,,(x) +H.c.
(1a)

The expressions for the decay rate I' and for the
asymmetry parameter o are of the form

T =(e?/m) K*(C? +D?) (1b)
and
a=2 'C—%f (1c)

The energy of the outgoing photon is & = (m z.?
—m,z)/Zm,;,. In this paper we use the phase con-
vention of Ref. 9 and choose C and D to be real.

-
II. 2 BARYON POLES CONTRIBUTING TO THE PV
AMPLITUDE

According to the MIT bag model,® ? negative-
parity baryon resonances contribute only to PV
amplitudes. It has been shown!® that these reson-
ances may play an important role in explaining the
NNp PV amplitude. On the other hand, these res-
onances are the missing part in previous pole cal-
culations!! and in a recent one.? Therefore, our
PV amplitudes can be simply added, for example,
to those of Ref. 2.

Figure 4 shows pole-model diagrams for 3~
baryon resonances relevant for the Z*-py decay.
The symbols N* (Z*) denote nonstrange (strange)
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FIG. 2. Examples of two-quark-transition radiative
weak decays.
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FIG. 3. Scheme of our calculational approach. The
shaded box represents the weak Hamiltonian [Eq. (3)].
The sum extends over all possible quark lines. . The
double line is a -15' resonance propagator.

resonances. Particle data!? provide three non-
strange resonances, S;, (1535), Si; (1700), and
S;, (1650), and one strange resonance, S;; (1750).
On the other hand, the model we are using™ pre-
dicts three nonstrange states, N*={N,(1327),
N,(1275), A(1362)}, and three strange states, =*
={%,(1445), = ,(1517), £,(1473)}. The respective
contributions from these states to the PV ampli-
tude in Egs. (1) are given by

eD(N*)= —% (2a)
and
eD(z)=EENE(EH) 2b)

Mk —m,

The couplings E and u,, which characterize weak
and electromagnetic vertices, are calculated in
Secs. Il and IV, respectively.

III. WEAK VERTICES

A. The effective weak Hamiltonian

The weak AS=1 transition = —N* (N*-p) can be
calculated using the effective weak Hamiltonian

based on the Weinberg-Salam model and renormal-

ized by QCD effects, including SU (4)-symmetry
breaking (the so-called penguin terms)°:

6
(HSS=1) 4, =V2 G, sinf, cosb, ;c,o,. 3)
=1

The operators O, appearing in expression (3) are
normal-ordered sums of several four-quark com-
binations. We represent them in a comprehensi-
ble form in Table I. The symbols L and R have
the following meaning:

(E‘qup)(?iiq‘i) == %[(Zjlqz)(ﬁsq“) ]VA +AV 2 (4a)
(5241)(732‘1?%) = %[(qlqz)(asq‘l)]VA-AV . (4p)
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FIG. 4. Pole diagrams of negative-parity baryons.
The box represents the weak Hamiltonian [Eq. (5)] and
the circle the electromagnetic Hamiltonian [Eq. (7)].

We summarize the values of the coefficients C;
in Eq. (Al).

B. Calculation of matrix elements

In Fig. 3 we illustrate the determination of the
effective weak vertices E(N*) appearing in the pole
diagram in Fig. 4(a). Equivalently, we determine
E(Z*) appearing in the pole diagram in Fig. 4(b) by
calculating the matrix elements of Eq. (3) between
the proton state and the strange 3~ resonance
state. In this way, we obtain the effective Hamil-
tonian density of the AS=1 3"~ 3* weak transition:

[Helsﬂ(x)]PV: Z [E(N*)—\I;N*(x)\lln(x)+ H.C.]
N*

+ 2 [EGHE, @Yo+ Hed.  (5)

We calculate the matrix elements by using the

MIT -bag-model wave function. Our description

of 3~ resonances, which we summarize in the
Appendix [see formulas (A2) and (A3)], is entirely
based on Ref. 13. The explicit structure of these
states allows the contributions only from the first
two quark combinations in Table I [i.e., (ds) ()
and (du) (us), where each ¢ contains an s- and a
p-wave part]. According to formula (4), the ma-
trix elements of these combinations (denoted below
by M and N, respectively) build up the matrix ele-
ments of the operators from Table I as follows:

(PY () [OTY D24 (2H)
=-% [(MVA"'MAV) - (NVA'FNAV)]D;"(N:) , (6a)

(PY(NF4)|OEY |24 (24))
==y, +M )+ (NVA+NA,,)]B:(N:=, , (6b)
(PH(NZ) [OFY |Z5¥(B4))= - 2[M va=M 4y lokaky
(6c)
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TABLE I. Operators entering Eq. (3).

Operators Four-quark combinations

SU(3) flavor o (@Y.t @¥vuad) L
C;0; and isospin content (ds) (uu) (du) (us) (@s) (da) (ds) (ss)
C,0, 8, AI=% (o) -C 0 0
C,0, &, Al=1 C, c, 2C, 2C,
C;0, 27, AI=3 C, C, 2C, -3C,
C,0, 27, Al=3 C, c, -C, 0

@PvuNa¥) @ ¥ntveadd)

C50, 8, AI=3 Cs[ (@ A5) @ rGHR + ARA, dp + SpA;Sp) ]
C404 8, AI=3 Col@ysy) egup+ dgdp+ Spsp)]

(PY(N®) [OFY [Z34(Z0) =41,y - My I oty - (60)

In Table II e list the resulting matrix elements
E(Z:) [E(V,)] of expression (3) for the set of res-
onances considered.

IV. ELECTROMAGNETIC VERTICES

The electromagnetic transition N* —-py (2*—~ =*y))
is a counterpart of the weak transition (5) and, on
a general symmetry ground, is of the form

*
HEM(x) = z:* (HJ_('ZK—WN* (x)U,st‘I’p(x)Fu,,(x) + H.C.>

* !
+ Z(E_T%E_z\I—IE*(x)g-uv'ys\IIE(x)FuV(x) + H.C.) .
T*

("

Therefore, let us call u, the magnetic moment of
the (3*~3*) (i.e., p,,, ~s,,,) transition. We use
the usual procedure!#'!s for calculating the matrix
elements of two-quark operators appearing in the

quark electromagnetic current. First, we calcu-
late the emission of a photon at the quark level.
Single-quark matrix elements describing the ab-
sorption of a helicity + 1 photon can be easily ex-
pressed by the helicity amplitudes A},, (Refs.
7,15),

I/2=$<%'+ [ Fom |4, (8)
Here 7 denotes light (I) and strange (s) quarks,
and the electromagnetic current operator in the
bag has the usual form

g Jpv= f d*r g (e - 3Qq,(r)e’ . (9)
bag

For completeness, let us write the magnetic mo-
ment of the (3*~3") (i.e., s,,,~s,,,) single-quark
transition’ expressed over radial integrals listed
in (A4):

+ N2
pizt=3% )= ez (RE, + Rio) - (10)

TABLE II. Resonances with the quark content (tilde denotes the quark in the p state), masses
in GeV, and radii in GeV™'. The effective weak vertices are calculated for two sets of bag-
model parameters and for two choices/of integration radius, as explained in the Appendix.

(i) Bag model®?

E (1077 GeV)
(ii) Bag model©

12 resonance? Quarks M R Solution A Solution B Solution A Solution B
N, (m’Zd,uud.) 1.327 5.613 1.0462 0.8792 0.3545 0.3206
Ny (ude,uutZ) 1.275 5.539 0.4878 0.4030 0.1679 0.1412
A (wud,uud) 1.362 5.663 0.0932 0.0372 0.0107 0.0086
P (wus) 1.445 5.569 0.3180 0.2590 0.1022 0.0830
zZ, “Zs) 1.517 5.607 0.4480 0.3687 0.1506 0.1237
Z, (ui s) 1.473 5.513 ~0.6149 —0.5081 —-0.2076 ~0.1707

2 Reference 13.
b Reference 6.
¢ Reference 7.
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An analogous expression for the magnetic mo-
ment of the transition we are considering is of
the form [see (A5)-(AT)]

(5= ) = el (B - $RY + 32,). (1)
Here the 373" (i.e., p,,,-5,,,) relative phase is
already incorporated.

Second, we consider hadronic transitions. The
magnetic moment for hadronic transitions receives
contributions from the magnetic moments of light
and strange quarks,

“'T= Xl”l+xs“s‘ (12)

To conclude, in Table III we list the values of
transition magnetic moments-and the values of
hadronic factors x; for all resonances of interest.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Expressions (1) enable us to calculate the ex-
pected value of the PV amplitude using the em-
pirical values of asymmetry and decay rate.!?
The experimental value of the PV amplitude is

|D|=1.24x10" GeV™.

This value is about 2.5 times larger than the value
(0.5 X107 GeV™) calculated in Ref. 2. According
to Eq. (2), our predictions for this quantity follow
from the results of the preceding sections. Fol-
lowing the two chains of calculations of polarized-
% * decay in Tables II and III, namely,

(a) Z‘*é—-N*%——pi +y
W EM

and

(b) SH—1+ S —pt+y,
EM w

PICEK 21

we summarize final results in Table IV. These
are rather close to the experimental value.

Note that the values of amplitudes in Table IV
are entirely predicted by choice (i) given in the
Appendix, because the masses of resonances we
are considering are also calculated for this choice.
It is evident from Tables II and III that choice
(ii) leads to somewhat lower values.

We should also note that the main role in the
total contribution in Table IV is played by the res-
onance N, as given in Ref. 13. Obviously, the
mixing of states [see (A2)]is of importance. To
gain an insight into the meaning of our calculation,
we compare some other empirically known quan-
tities (Table V). Apparent disagreement as seen
in the last row of Table V might be due to the
problem with the matching between theoretical
and experimental 3~ resonances. It is well known
that the MIT bag model predicts more 3" states
than found empirically (see Sec. II). Thus it would
be quite possible to match N,(S;,) what would lead
to too small results. In view of these problems it
seemed most consistent to employ theoretical
magnetic moments (12) in combination with the
theoretical 3~ states.

The results listed in the Table IV are encour-
aging. They indicate that the QCD-renormalized
Weinberg-Salam model combined with the MIT
bag model, implemented by 3~ resonances, may
also be important in explaining the weak electro-
magnetic PV amplitude considered. Irrespective
of relatively large experimental uncertainties
(a=-1.0323:52), there is no doubt that 3~ reso-
nance poles should be taken into account. More-
over, the inclusion of 3~ resonances can explain
the PV (D) amplitude measured for the radiative
weak decay Z*—py.

TABLE III. Transition magnetic moments for the resonances and the choices of bag-model
parameters as in Table II. The hadronic factors x resulting from the overlap of quark oper-

ators between baryon states are also listed.

Uy (€GeVl)
(i) Bag model?P (ii) Bag model®
Solution A Solution B Solution A  Solution B

_ My = 0.5532 0.5569 0.5743 0.5801
-15 resonance® (Xi3Xs) - b= 0.5015 0.5 0.4833 0.4801
N, ( 0.0236;0) 0.0130 0.0131 0.0135 0.0137

N, (—0.6647;0) -0.3677 —-0.3702 —-0.3817 —0.3856

A (—0.0428;0) -0.0237 —-0.0238 —-0.0246 -0.0248

2y (0;—-0.0370) —0.0186 -0.0185 -0.0179 -0.0178

Z, (—0.2113;0) —0.1168 —-0.1176 -0.1213 -0.1225

Z, (=0.4656;0) —0.2576 —0.2593 -0.2674 -0.2701

3 Reference 13.
bReference 6.
¢ Reference 7.
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TABLE_IV. PV amplitudes calculated according to Egs. (2a) and (2b) for nonstrange and

strange-ié baryons, respectively.

D (1077 GeV!) for (i) bag model®P

% resonance® My *(p)— Mg +(p)(GeV) Solution A Solution B
N, 0.183 -0.074 -0.063
N, 0.131 1.369 1.139
A 0.218 0.010 0.004
z, 0.507 0.015 0.012
z, 0.579 0.090 0.075
Z, 0.535 0.296 0.246
Total contribution 1.496 1.239

2 Reference 13.
b Reference 6.
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APPENDIX

The renormalization coefficients appearing in
Eq. (3) are the same as in Ref. 5:

C,=-2.410, C,=0.089, C,=0.085,
C,=0.423, C,=-0.063, Cy=-0.014,

(A1)

The 3~ resonance states N;, N,, A, %,, 3,, and %,
are taken from Ref. 13. We list only the state-
mixing matrices which determine the “hadronic
factors” in Table III; they are as follows:

N 0.68 0.73 N

a1 = o, (A2)
N, 0.73 -0.68 N,
Ea _ 0.81 0.58 z, (A3)
z, 0.58 -0.81 P2

We have used two versions of the bag model:

(i) the one corresponding to Ref. 6 and also used
in Ref. 13 and

(ii) the other referring to Ref. 7.

The outstanding problem in calculating nondiag-
onal matrix elements in the bag model is the
choice of the radius of integration. The two logi-
cal possibilities used in the fixed-sphere bag mod-
el are R=min (R,,R,) and R=3(R, +R,). In Table
VI we denote them as Solution A and Solution B.
For each choice of the “characteristic radius”
in Table VI we recalculate the eigenfrequencies
and replace R, and R, by R. Such an ansatz for
calculating the transition bag matrix elements
was motivated and used in Ref. 14. In this way,
we can calculate the radial integrals which deter-
mine the electromagnetic transition moments (10)
and (11). For example, the transition moment and
the decay rate of Z°— Ay** are entirely determined
by

R
Ry=Rig= [ drr%@eniorYioor).  (a9)

The absolute values of the predicted and measured
moments are compared in Table V.

TABLE V. Model predictions of some measured quantities.

Predicted value

Hadronic (i) (ii) Measured

quantity A B B value Reference
Transition 0.573  0.611  0.785 0.834  0.97%0:f3 16
moment
lusonl (e Gev™Y
Helicity N,(S1) 0.012 0.012 0.013 0.013 0.044 +0.024
amplitudes 12
|4y 2l (GeVTV/?) Ny(S{) 0.349 0.351  0.362  0.365  0.064=0.019
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TABLE VI. Values of bag-model parameters and the choices used in preparing Tables II and

IIL.
Bag model Solution R (GeV™}) w; wg @, @
(i) References 6 and 13 A 4.950- 2.0428  2.8430  3.8115  4.1806
(GeV)
1/4 _
BY7=0.147 B 5.285 2.0428  2.9059  3.8115  4.2201

my=0, ms=0.279

(ii) Reference 7 A 7.25 2.2033 3.3946 3.8576 4.5541
(GeV)
B1/4=0.1139
my=0.0441, my=0.2978 B 7.75 2.2151 3.5066 3.8617 4.6363
In Table V we also compare the calculated and 7 - [(w—mR)(cB+mR) ]1/2
measured!? absolute values of helicity amplitudes. 1 [ (w+mR) (@ -mR)
The relevant integrals are R
x [ arr%enin(pi (B (a7
R 0
Rgo= J; dr v %jokr)jo(p7 Vol B7) 5 (A5) Here % is the photon momentum, p=(1/R) (w?
m2R?)!/2, and the tilde marks p-state quanti-
1/ tles.
RO, = [(w mR)(w+mR)] In addition, neutron-electric-dipole-moment
(w+mR)(w-mR) calculations!” show indirectly that the description

of 3~ resonance states in the framework of the

R 2 . — MIT bag model leads to reasonable estimates of
% [ dr v *jolkn)iy(pr)i, (7)), (46) their matrix elements.
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