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We use an extension of the cloudy bag model to SU(3) X SU(3) to calculate the radiative decay of
the K ~p atom. Our result differs from earlier work in a fundamental way because of the inclusion
of coupling to the open 27 channel. The branching ratio into =% is predicted to be of order
10-20 % bigger than that into Ay, which should make it accessible to a current experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

The improved quality of modern low-energy K ~ beam
lines, has led to renewed interest in the radiative decay of
the K “p atom. An experiment currently underway at
Brookhaven National Laboratory' should be sensitive to
the Ay and 2% decay channels at the level of a few parts
in 10* If this proves feasible it will be a dramatic im-
provement on the existing measurements: namely,

R,,=T(K"p—Ay)/T(K~p—anything)
=(3.0£1.5)X 107 (Ref. 2),
R,, <4x10~*
and
Rs,=T(K~"p—3y)/T(K~p +anything)
<4X107% (Ref. 3)

and R,\,Y=(2.84_-0.8)><10_3 (Ref. 4). The experimental
difficulties arise from both the low branching ratio and
the continuum photons associated with background reac-
tions.

Because the reactions

(1.1
(1.2)

K p—Ay,
K p—3%,

are dominated by the intermediate state A*(1405), just
below the K ~p threshold, the theoretical study of this
subject has been closely related to the quark structure of
A*(1405). In the nonrelativistic quark model of Isgur
and Karl,> the A*(1405) is predominantly an SU(3) sing-
let. Darewych, Horbatch, and Koniuk® (DHK), using
this model to calculate the decay widths of
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A*(1405)— Ay and A*(1405)— 3%, gave 143 and 91
keV, respectively. Then, Kaxiras, Moniz, and Soyeur’
(KMS) estimated these radiative widths in both the MIT
bag model and the Isgur-Karl nonrelativistic quark mod-
el (NRQM). In the MIT model they found the widths to
be 60 and 18 keV, respectively, for a AT at energy 1364
MeV and 17 keV and 2.7 keV for A} at 1446 MeV.
[Since the latter is predominantly a flavor singlet it is the
result most relevant to the A(1405).] They also found
widths of 154 and 72 keV (respectively) in the nonrela-
tivistic quark model.

Whereas the early theoretical paper dealing with the
K~p atom by Korenman and Popov® omitted the
A*(1405) altogether, Burkhardt et al.’ recently added a
phenomenological transition moment for the process
A* — Ay to the external emission diagrams. They found
two possible values for the radiative width A* Ay, 616
or 74122 keV, depending on the phenomenological tran-
sition moment. (We note, however, that this work has re-
cently been criticized by Workman and Fearing.!%) Fi-
nally, we observe that Darewych, Koniuk, and Isgur!!
used the NRQM to estimate the K p—Ay and
K ~p—3% branching ratios explicitly (rather than just
A*). These tend to be in the ratio 0.64 to 0.77, depending
on which other resonances are included.

We have recently extended the cloudy bag model'?
(CBM) to chiral SU(3) (Ref. 13) and used it to study low-
energy KN (Ref. 14) and KN (Ref. 15) scattering. We
reached rather surprising conclusions regarding the
A*(1405) resonance: namely, that it is predominantly a
K ~p bound state. For KN scattering near the threshold,
the three-quark state corresponding to Y=0, I=0,
J7=1" is above 1600 MeV (it will henceforth be referred
to as A’), and contributes only 14% of the strength of the
A*(1405). Since the A*(1405) is a serious problem for
most models of hadron spectroscopy, this result is not
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unwelcome. It seems timely to investigate the radiative
capture processes using this same model. An initial re-
port on the results of this calculation has already been
published as a Letter.'® Here we shall present the details
of the calculations, and correct a numerical error in the
previous work.

In Sec. II after making the usual minimal-coupling
substitution, we derive the appropriate Hamiltonian for
low-energy radiative capture, the corresponding ¢ ma-
trices, and the decay widths of the processes K “p — Ay

Lcpm=igdq —B)6, — 1493, “lm2¢2'+

zfqr #yshq-9,80, — fzqky"q ($x3,4)0,

Zfe¢q7 hyshq-$ 4,0, —

Here q(x), ¢(x), and A (x) are the quark, meson-octet,
and photon fields, B is the bag constant, f is the meson-
octet decay constant, A are the SU(3) matrices of Gell-
Mann, and e, and e, are the charges of the correspond-
ing quark and meson, respectively. The SU(3) dot and
cross product are

L8
Ap= 2 }"j¢j »
I 2.2)
}‘(¢Xa#¢)= zfabc)‘a¢bap¢c ’
abc
where f,, are the SU(3) structure constants.'” The

Hamiltonian corresponding to (2.1) can be written in the
form

H=H,+H,,, (2.3)

where I?O describes the free bags, meson, and photons,
and H,, the interactions between or among them.

A. The interaction Hamiltonian

In this paper we chose to work in the Coulomb gauge
[so that A#=(0, A)]. The Fourier transforms of the
meson-octet and electromagnetic fields are

d’k

0= J ey ke e

d3

Aa(gh)e’ar
[(2m)%2q aMlalahle

A(r)=2f
A

1172 €
a'(gr)e—iar]

where a;(k) [a k)] and a(qA) [af (qA)] represent the
annihilation [creatlon] operators of the meson octet and

1(3g,)1(3#9), —

O _ o o =
f2qy“)\q-(¢X¢)A#+eiA#A"¢}¢j )
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and K “p—3%. The results and a comparison with ear-
lier work are presented in Sec. III. Finally, we make
some concluding remarks in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

After the minimal-coupling substitution and to order
#%, the Lagrangian density for the SU(3)x SU(3) cloudy
bag model with volume coupling is

LF, F
—egGAqO, —ie,($]40; — 90,604,

(2.1)

[
photon, respectively. As usual we must construct the
complex fields for the charged meson from ¢;(r). For ex-
ample, the annihilation operators for the charged pions
are

1 .
C (k)= —T/?[al(k)—mz(k)] ,
(2.5)

1 .
Cﬂ_(k)=72[a,(k)+1a2(k)] .

In our calculations, the relevant baryons are N, A, =
(2*,39), and A'(37). Of course, N, A% and I are
members of the baryon octet composed of u, d, and s
quarks in the 1s, ,, state. For a static spherical bag of ra-
dius R, this 1s, , wave function of the quark is'®

jo((l)sr)
ijlw,r)o-T

—iw_t

*bO(R —r),

NS

Viar

g1, (r,1)= (2.6)

where b denotes the spin-isospin wave function of the
quark, and o, =2.0428/R represents the energy of the
quark ground state. A’({7) is composed of u, d, and s
quarks in an (assumed) SU(3) singlet with one quark ex-
cited to a 1p,, state. As mentioned in the Introduction,
A(47) is to be distinguished from A*(1405), which is
predominantly a K ~p bound state. Here the 1p,,, wave
function of the quark can be written as!’

—jl(wpr)o-?
ijo((l)pr)

_ —p_ —ia)pf _
(r,2) orv bO(R —r) ,

919,

(2.7)

where w,=3.8115/R is the energy of the first excited

quark state. The normalization factors are

) w;,R
N} =—1 : (2.8)
2R°jlo, ,R )@, ,R F1)

As usual, the interaction Hamiltonian H,,, can be pro-



jected onto the space of colorless, nonexotic baryon
states'? [here we retain only N, A, and A’(17)], leading
to the following interactions.

1. The quark-meson interaction or Yukawa term

This interaction is

A= [a* : (2.9)

6, = .
—z—fqr"rslq-a,aﬁ

Using the Dirac equation and the linear boundary condi-

tion on the surface of the quark bag, we do the integra-
tion by parts and get

6v

H=[ —

of 30(qv°yshg-4)

,'_ — -
2ftn’skq #8; —

+=m,0,3yshg 6 |d°r (2.10)

f
where m, is the mass of the quark. In our calculation we
consider only massless quarks, so the third term in Eq.
(2.10) gives no contribution. (This has been shown to be a
good approximation in our earlier work.'#!)

The interaction Hamiltonian for the transitions
BM — A’ and B—>MA’, shown in Fig. 1(a), are given by

H,=3 [d*,k[(A'|V,; (k)| BYA"BC;(k)
J

+HA | Vi | BYNTBC] 0], @.11)

where j labels the type of meson (including its charge
state), A'" is the creation operator for the A’, and B is the
annihilation operator for a three-quark bag of type B.
Following Veit et al.!* the vertex function is written in
the form

)"aA' 1

(A"| V;(k)|B)=
RCA 2f [2m) 2w, ]

igip0

(2.12)

Here o labels the meson-baryon pair (e.g., B,M), Iy and
I, are the isospin of the baryon and the meson and ip, iy,

their projections. For s-wave scattering, the form factor
is
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FIG. 1. Diagrams representing the various interaction terms
derived in Sec. II: (a) the Yukawa term (2.11); (b) the contact
term (2.16); (c) the A’— By vertex function (2.19); (d) the four-
point coupling (2.22) involving baryon, meson, and photon; (e)
the charged-meson-photon coupling.

Uga(kR)=NN, (2R 3jo(cusR)jo(a)pR)jo(kR ) —(o; — 0, + o )foer[jo(wsr)jo(wpr)+j1(wsr)j1(wpr)1i0(kr)dr

In the present work the coupling constants are taken to
be Agy o =V"2 and A5, »=""3, which correspond to the
assumption of exact SU(3)-flavor symmetry.

For the transition BM — B’, where B and B’ both be-
long to the baryon octet, conservation of parity means we
find only p-wave vertex functions. These can be neglected
because we are considering only s-wave scattering in the
present work.

(2.13)

2. The four-point interaction (or the contact term)

At the quark-meson level this interaction takes the
form

. 6, N,
chfd3r17q‘y"kq-(¢><aﬂ¢) . (2.14)

For s-wave scattering the spatial derivative part of this
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TABLE 1. The coupling constants A’; used in this work.

I=0 I=1
B KN 3 KN X s Al
a
KN -3 —V6/4 -1 -1 V'6/4
3 —V6/4 -2 -1 -1
Al 0 0 v'6/4 0

interaction does not contribute, and the time derivative
part for transitions between baryon-meson-octet members
can be represented as

A= 2fd3kfd3k (B'M'| V(k,k')| B,M)

with the form factor
cplk, k', R)=NZwy(k)+oy(k')]
R . .
x [ Pliden +ien]

X jolkr)jolk'r)dr (2.17)
and the coupling constants are given in Table I.
3. The quark-photon interaction
This interaction is
Ao =eo [d*rqAq0,= [d’rjfa,, (2.18)

where jh=eygy#q is the vector current of the quark.

Considering s-wave scattering only, for the transition

"BCik
X B" BC(k)C;(K) . (2.15) A’— By the vertex function [Fig. 1(c)] is
The vertex function is
(a'| Vi(k,k) 1/3) (B | Vg.(qle(gh) | A’>=————[( 24] 7 ApCs,is, "
1 1
2 2f2 [ k)]l/Z [(2#)32(1)Mr(k')]l/2 Xefn(q}\.)uQe(q,R) N (219)
X C] IMICIB I [ UaB(k k',R), (2.16) with the form factor
J
ug.(q,R pf {jo(qr)[jo(wsr)jo(copr)—}jl(wsr)j,(wpr)]+§j2(qr)j,(cosr)jl(wpr)}dr R (2.20)
and the coupling constants kA,A(): -1, kA, s0= —V3/2.
4. The quark-meson-photon interaction
Once again at the quark-meson level this interaction is
ﬁ l€¢ 3 — JE
Q¢e=_§fd r 6,37 yshq 64, (2.21)
and if we restrict ourselves to s-wave scattering we find the following vertex function [Fig. 1(d)]:
(B"| V4 (k,qh)-€ qA|B)——ie—‘?— L Ay CoBa B CBM's g%y (k,q,R) (2.22)
0de 2f [(2m)20(k)]/2[(2m)%2q] /2 8 58 1Ss TlalulpTm T CI D
with the form factor
Ugse(k,q, R sz {Jolgriotkn)[j§(wr)—Ljt(w,r) ]+ 2j,(qr)jokr)ji(w,r)}dr (2.23)
and the coupling constants AEMA0=3\/2, }‘EN,X": —V'6/3, }‘zn,A": —2V3, and }\'207,2=%‘/~'
5. The charged-meson—photon interaction
As usual, this interaction [shown in Fig. 1(e)] is
Ay, =ie, [dr('—00,0M4,= [d’rjta (2.24)
The corresponding vertex function is
es(k+k’')-e(qr)
V. (kK qh)-e=— $ 1 (27P%8(k—k'—q) . (2.25)

[(27T)32(0M(k)]1/2[(277')32601"'(](/)]1/2[(27T)32q11/2
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The other interactions contained in Eq. (2.1) are not
discussed here, because they are not required in our cal-
culation.

B. The two-body ¢ matrices

Before investigating the decay K p—A% and
K ~P— =%, we should estimate the momentum distribu-
tion of the kaon in the K ~p atom, because our whole cal-
culation is done in momentum space. In fact, a K ~p sys-
tem bound by the Coulomb force has only very-low-
momentum components. For example, in the ground
state the probability of finding K=2.37 MeV/c is only
25% of the probability for k=0. Although the principle
quantum number n of the atomic state ns from which the
decay takes place is unknown, it is certain to take place
from an s state with more than 99% probability.'® For
n >2, the momentum distribution around k=0 is nar-
rower than for the ground state. So we can make the ap-
proximation that the kaon momentum in the K ~p atom
is zero. Thus the matrix element can be factorized as fol-
lows:

[ d*k gkt (k) =1,(0) [ dk 9, (k) (2.26)

where 9,(k) is the s-wave bound-state wave function in
momentum space, and ¢ f,~(0) is the ¢t matrix for the zero-
energy KN-37 system. Since the same integral also ap-
pears in the calculation of the decay K ~p —anything, it
actually cancels in the branching ratio

__ (K"p—>By)
By ['(K ~p—anything)

__The S matrices for the processes K ~p—A% and
Kp — 3% shown in Fig. 1 can be expressed as'®

T,=(B | Vg4(k=0)-€(qr)|P) ,

T, = ; Jd*k'(B | V4, (k')-€(qh) | B Y E; —Mp(K' ) —pp(K')]~ 15, (K', k=0, E,) ,

T.=(B | Vg.(q)-e(qh) | A NE,—M\ )" XA | V! _(k=0)|p),

where f,i label the final and initial state, and the corre-
sponding T matrix is

T;;=(B |[a(q)),H;,, JCL(k =0)|p)
+(B |[a(qA),H,]
X(E* —H) '[Hy,, CEk =0)]|p) . (2.27)

In these expressions, initial and final energies are

E;=(M;+k)'?+(ME+kH)'?,
E,—=(M?2 2y1/72 (2.28)
r=(Mg+q°) ' “+q,

where My and M,, are the masses of the baryon and
meson, respectively. Returning to Eq. (2.3) where
H =H,+H,, we now have

Hy=3 (Mj+k*)'?B*B
B

+ [dPk MY+ k) 2CH(K)Cy (K')

+3 fd3q ga'(qhla(qr) , (2.29)
x

and
Hy=H+H +Hp, +Hyy +H,, . (2.30)

After projecting the interactions onto the space of
colorless nonexotic baryons,'? radiative K ~ capture at
rest (k=0) is described by the diagrams shown in Fig. 2.

The T matrices corresponding to the diagrams shown
in Fig. 2 are as follows:

(2.31a)
(2.31b)

(2.31¢)

T,= %; [ d*k'(B |V, (q)e(qh) | AXE,—M )~ (A | V. (k)| B')E;~Mp(k') =@y (k)] 14, (K, k=0,E,) ,

(2.31d)

T,= g [d’k’ [ @,k (B | V] (k")V 4, (K, X", q)-€(qh) | B')

X [Mp(g)—Mplk")—wp (k")) '[E; — Mg k') —pg (k)] 't 5 (K', k=0, E,) .

Here B may be A° or 2% B=(B'M’) may be (NK) or
(X,7) and a=(p,K). The two-body ¢ matrix,
tg,(k’, k=0, E;), is represented by a circled ¢ in Fig. 2. (It
is the half-off-shell ¢ matrix for KN —KN and KN —27.)
We define the effective potential Vg, as

(2.31e)

|
VoK', K,E)=3 (B|H, | B')(E —M_,)""(B' | H | a)

+{B|H,.|a),

where for s-wave scattering we retain only the contact

(2.32)
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term (H,) and the A’. The effect of crossed-meson lines
is relatively small for s-wave meson-nucleon scattering
and for this reason we neglect it here. The half-off-shell ¢
matrix of this effective potential satisfies the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation:

tgo (K k, E)=Vpg, (k' k,E)
+ 2 fdsk“VBy(k,,k”,E)
Y
X[E —E, (k") +i€]™!
Xt,.k",K,E), (2.33)

where

\\K- v
N
AN
]
5 A(30)
(a)
- _ y
\ K K (1r) r/ff
\ -
AN 7 \\
0
/E}N(Z) ALz
P
(b)
\\K" 7Y
N\
\
P A A(2°)
(c)
N K 7
N\ P ~
By W
P~ NI3) A AlZ0)
(d)
7
AN K(f_f){vf[
N\ P N
%
P~ N(3) A0
(e)

FIG. 2. Diagrammatic representation of the various contri-
butions to the radiative decay of the Kp atom. The contribu-
tions (a)-(e) correspond to Egs. (2.31a)-(2.31e).

Ey(k”)=(M§.’,+k”2)1/2+(M1%{7+k”2)‘/2 (234)

is the energy of the intermediate baryon-meson system.
The expansion in partial waves is made as usual:

Vo K K, E)="3 Y (k)Y (K)Vh (k' k,E)
Im

' * (D T, 1 ’ (235)
tga(K', K, E) = IE Y2 (k)Y (K)th, (k' k,E) .

For the s wave (/=0) and including an explicit isospin in-
dex, we find

thalK' K, E) == th0(K' . E)

1 igiygi igippi ,
=27 2 CrpiiCrytyttpa' KK E) . (2.36)
Li
In order to avoid the singularity in the denominator of,

e.g., (2.31) and (2.33), we make a principal-value subtrac-
tion. %0

C. The decay widths

In order to calculate the ratio R,, and Rzgy, we
should calculate three decay widths (K ~p—A%),
I'(K ~p—3%), and T'(K ~p —anything). (Here the ini-
tial K ~p denotes the K “p atom.) As mentioned above,
the ¢ matrix for K ~p—By (where B =A% or 3°) can be
factorized into

T,~ |[d% b0 | STK p—By), J=abede,
J

(2.37)

where Tj(K_p—+By) (j=a,b,...,e) are given in Eq.
(2.31). The width in the c.m. system for this process can
be written as

I(K~p—By)
8’ [ 3 2 ¢°Mp(q)
_ ak s(k)] R b
5,713, 3 0 ot

xlzrj(K—p_»By)r.
J

(2.38)

(Here S, =1 is the spin of proton, M, and My are the

spin projections of the proton and type-B baryon, respec-
tively.)

Next we note that the decay width for K "p—Zw
(2*t7=, =~ 7t,=%°) makes up more than 90% of the to-
tal width. For this reason we use the width of K “p - =7
instead of the total width in order to calculate branching
ratios. That is, we use

I'(K ~p —anything)
2 koa)ﬂ(ko)Mz(ko)
Ms(ky) o (k)

=1 lfd3k #,(k)

K05, 12 [t [, 239)
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where ¢, s, areon the on-shell ¢ matrices, which can

be found by solving the Lippmann Schwinger equation
(2.33) [I=(0,1) is the isospin of the K ~p system]. Once
again, the final pion momentum can be obtained from the
6 function:

ki=(E;+Ms+M_NE,+Ms—M_)

X(E;—Ms—M_)E,—Ms—M_)/(4E}) .  (2.40)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In our calculation, there are only three parameters
namely, the bag radius R, the meson decay constant f
and M, the mass of the SU(3)-singlet baryon A’. Using
the same model, Veit et al.'’ found two sets of these pa-
rameters from an analysis of s-wave KN scattering:

Set A, R=1.0fm, M;=1630 MeV ,

f1=%=120 MeVv, fI51, =110 MeV ,
li(;lz 100 MeV ;
Set B, R=1.1fm, My=1650 MeV ,
f1=%=110 MeVv, fI51 =105 MeV ,
£ =95 MeV .

Using parameter set A, but f taken as the average
value (e.g., R=1.0 fm, M;=1630 MeV, f=110 MeV), we
find the results shown in Table II [for the five amplitudes
to T, (j=a,b, .. .,e) corresponding to Figs. 2(a)-2(e)]. It
is remarkable that whereas the Ay amplitude is almost
pure imaginary that for 3% is predominantly real. This
fact means that the A*(1405) resonance, just below the
KN threshold, plays a very important role as we will dis-
cuss below.

The respective theoretical branching ratios (BR) are
1.9 1073 for Ay and 2.3% 1073 for =%. The former is
w1thm one standard deviation of the existing measure-
ment* and the latter is tantalizingly close to the experi-
mental upper limit® for this process. [Note that the re-
sults of Table II differ from our previously reported re-
sults by an unimportant, overall phase for Ay, and a fac-
tor of V3 in Fig. 2(d) for K ~p —3% which was omitted
in the earlier computer calculations.]

We have made a number of calculations which test the
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TABLE II. Amplitudes for the various contributions to radi-
ative K capture on the proton shown in Fig. 2.

Kp—Ay Kp—3%
T, —0.086 0.017
T, + 0.062-0.107: 0.081-0.025i
T, —0.011 ~0.019
Ty + 0.030-0.037: 0.050-0.063i
T, + 0.007-0.005: 0.020-0.010:
Tt 0.002-0.149i 0.149-0.098:
BR 1.9%x 1073 2.3x1073
BR (expt) (2.840.8) % 103 <4x10-3"

*Reference 4.
*Reference 3.

reliability of these results. First we used the alternate pa-
rameter set B of Veit et al. (e.g., R=1.1 fm, M;=1650
MeV, f=105 MeV), this gave R,,=1.78X10"" and
Rs,=1.93X1073, both within 10% of the earlier results.
We also studied small variations in the parameters
around sets A and B, and these results are collected to-
gether in Table III. We note that even though the Ay
and =% branching ratios may vary by as much as 30%,
the relative branching ratios (last column of Table III)
are remarkably stable.

We also wish to test the sensitivity of the radiative de-
cay calculations to the fact that our K ~p scattering
length gave a rather large imaginary part in isospin zero
ap=—1.03+1.89i (fm) compared with that obtained
from dispersion relations.?® As a crude test we rescaled
the half-off-shell ¢ matrices for KN to KN and to 3~ in
order to give the dispersion reiation value on shell for
KN, while remaining consistent with unitarity. This
rather dramatic change lowered the branching ratios for
both Ay and 3% by about 30%, but did not change the
ratio of the two significantly. It should be pointed out
that because of the sharp cusplike behavior in the KN ¢
matrix at threshold, "> we have doubts about the accuracy
of the conventional dispersion relation analysis (see also
Ref. 21), so this second experiment is in no sense meant
as an improvement on the calculations quoted above.

Finally we note that in the rather different approach to
this problem by Isgur and Maltman?? the inclusion of
finite meson size tended to decrease the Kp — 37 rate and
thereby raise the photon branching ratios. The CBM

TABLE III. Sensitivity of the results to small changes in parameters (with t4g fixed).

R (fm) m, (MeV) f (MeV) 10°BR(Ay) 10*3BR(3%) BR(Z%)/BR(Ay)
1.0 1630 100 2.36 2.76 1.17
1.0 1630 110 1.94 2.28 1.17
1.0 1630 120 1.63 1.91 1.17
1.0 1640 100 2.30 2.67 1.16
1.0 1640 105 2.08 2.42 1.16
1.0 1640 110 1.90 2.21 1.16
1.0 1650 110 1.85 2.14 1.15
1.1 1650 105 1.78 1.93 1.09




844 ZHONG, THOMAS, JENNINGS, AND BARRETT 38

used here does not explicitly include finite meson size, al-
though that is implicit in the truncation to low-lying
baryons. In our rormulation the strength of the various
couplings are dictated by chiral symmetry and including
finite meson size would have a very small effect through a
slight softening of the various form factors involved.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have seen that the CBM makes a definite predic-
tion for the relative decay rates of the Kp atom into Ay
and 2% [R (2% /Ay)~1.1-12). This prediction is
quite different from most other models (for example,
Darewych, Koniuk, and Isgurll find 0.64-0.77 in the
NRQM), and deserves to be tested experimentally.

It should also be stressed that the present work differs
in a fundamental way from all earlier calculations which
have included the A*(1405). In particular, the coupling
of the A*(1405) to the open =7 channel has been careful-
ly incorporated. As we discussed in connection with

Table II this leads to quite dramatic differences between
the amplitudes for K "p— Ay and K "p—Zy. Indeed,
in our approach the former is almost pure imaginary and
the latter mostly real. On the other hand, in convention-
al quark-model calculations both amplitudes would usu-
ally have the same phase. Clearly a meaningful compar-
ison between this calculation and others cannot be made
until those others include explicit channel coupling
effects in a reliable way. Indeed in view of our results any
future calculation which ignores channel coupling will re-
quire justification.
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