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We calculate the baryonic properties, such as masses and magnetic moments, for the octet and
decuplet baryons. The finite mass of the strange quark is taken into account. Results are presented
for hidden gauge and massive Yang-Mills-type models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, a large interest in strange Skyrmions has
developed. In particular, models which use the Callan-
Klebanov bound-state quantization method! have been
investigated.>3 One of these models® incorporates vector
mesons into the strange Skyrmion, leading to remarkably
good agreement between theory and the experimentally
known S =1 baryon masses. Similar results have been
obtained in strange chiral bag models. >

We present here a perturbative approach to the prob-
lem of incorporating nonvanishing strange-quark mass.
We use the term perturbatively in the sense that we in-
clude the mass of the strange quark after we calculated
the underlying Skyrmion. This is somewhat opposite to
the Callan-Klebanov method, which assumes that the
strange quark is very heavy. The problem of extending
the SU(2) pseudoscalar Skyrmion, containing only pions,
to an SU(3) pseudoscalar Skyrmion, i.e., describing the
baryon octet (spin +) and decuplet (spin 3), has been ad-
dressed earlier. '™ !° However, in the light of the success
of models incorporating vector mesons into SU(2) Skyr-
mions,®”!2 we will attempt the extension of gauged, i.e.,
including vector mesons, SU(2) Skyrmions to SU(3). Our
perturbative approach is presented for the pure pseudo-
scalar Skyrmion and two gauge variants of the Skyrmion,
which include the vector mesons. One method of gaug-
ing is the hidden gauge theory® ° and the other possible
gauge procedure is the massive Yang-Mills model. 10712

Besides the octet and decuplet masses we will calculate
the magnetic moments and the electromagnetic mass
- splittings in a perturbative fashion. v

The paper is organized as follows. First we shortly re-
view the three different models, including the necessary
Ansatze for solving the energy and moment of inertia
functionals. In the next section we calculate the magnet-
ic moments of the octet baryons, using SU(3)-symmetry
arguments and the vector-meson-dominance approxima-
tion. The following section treats the SU(3) mass symme-
try breaking due to the nonvanishing quark masses. In
the last section we present a discussion about the quality
of the predictions and the involved approximations.

II. THE MODELS

There exist several models in order to describe the nu-
cleon and the delta in an SU(2)-Skyrme theory. One can
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use either the pure Skyrmion models with!® or without
pion mass terms'* or a gauged Skyrme model, i.e., includ-
ing vector mesons. The second category, namely, the
gauged Skyrme models, contains a whole variety of
different approaches and approximations.

We are classifying the gauged Skyrme model by their
way of gauging. There are two choices. Either the global
symmetries of the nonlinear 0 model are gauged, the
massive Yang-Mills case, '%!2 or a hidden local symmetry
is used, the hidden gauge model.®® It can be shown that
these two types of gauging can be reproduced by a more
general Lagrangian and they are thus the ‘“‘same” at an
effective level, !° but this is only of academic interest here,
since the ‘“‘equivalence” on an effective level does not im-
ply that both models lead, a priori, to the same physics. !°

We split this section into three parts, the pure Skyrme
model, the massive Yang-Mills model, and the hidden
gauge model, which we are reviewing briefly.

The main idea is to extend the well-known methods for
SU(2) Skyrmions to SU(3) by first assuming that all the
quarks have vanishing mass and then calculating the per-
turbations caused by nonvanishing quark masses. In a
second approach we assume that all pseudoscalar mesons
have the same mass, the mean SU(3) pseudoscalar-meson
mass ~408 MeV. Note that we assume throughout the

paper f,=fx=fy.

A. Pure Skyrme model

The first to treat the SU(2) Skyrmion extension to the
SU(3) Skyrmion was Guadagnini,'® followed by several
other authors.'”~!° All treat the SU(3) problem the same
way, by assuming complete SU(3) symmetry and then
treating the symmetry-breaking terms perturbatively.
However, somewhat different attempts have been made
to tackle the SU(3) Skyrmion problem, by diagonalizing
the broken Lagrangian,?® by assuming that strange
baryons consist of a SU(2) Skyrmion and a bound K-
meson state, ! and via algebraic quantization.?!

Here we will restrict ourselves to the method intro-
duced first by Guadagnini,'® which we describe below.
Consider the pure massless Skyrme model together with
the Wess-Zumino-Witten term. The action is then
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where the currents are
—7rrt
L,=U",U
and the chiral field is
G/f A, ®

U _—_ m a a ,

where ®, (a =1, ..., 8) is the pseudoscalar octet and e is
a parameter. Witten?? showed that the Wess-Zumino-
Witten-term ensures the quantization of the Skyrmion as
a fermion (spin 1, 3) and that for the Skyrmion soliton
solution the baryon number is equivalent to the topologi-
cally conserved winding number [m;(SU(3))=2Z]. Note
that the Wess-Zumino-Witten term does not contribute
to the classical energy nor to the moment of inertia, due
to the fact that 75(SU(2))=0.

The stationary Skyrmion soliton solution is achieved
via the celebrated hedgehog Ansatz: namely,

cosO+ir-Tsin® 0

0 1 (2)

The choice ©(0)=1 and O( « )=0 ensures that the wind-
ing number, i.e., the topological charge connected with
the mapping equation (2), which is equal to the baryon
number, is 1.

The quantization of the Lagrangian connected with the
action equation (1), is achieved by the collective-
coordinate method'

Un=4nua'a, (3)
where U is given by Eq. (2) and the time-dependent ma-
trix 4 €SUQ3). 4

The baryonic wave functions can now be described by
the generalized SU(3) D functions: i.e.,
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where [n] denotes the representation of SU(3),
a=(Y,I,I;) whereas B=(1,S,—S;).'® Some wave func-
tions are, e.g.,

¥4, —12=2V2(1,4,1[Dt®)]1,
¥3

;2’2 ’
+

—1/222‘/2(0) 1’ 1 |1)[8]| 1";-)—;—> ’
~3).
The SU(3) D functions are normalized according to

[ Dl Dlmap

Y8, =3,,="10(~2,0,0(D!""N|1, 3,

1 nm
04,0955 -
T di m[n] ar~Bo
The adiabatic rotation quantization procedure according
to Eq. (3) leads to the Hamiltonian of the form

1

S

2

H=M+-1 2
2A2(C2 P+oo,  (8)

A1

where J is the spin of the baryon and the ellipsis
represent a number of additional terms depending only
on N¢ (Ref. 23). Note, that the hedgehog Ansatz equa-
tion (2) implies that after quantization spin and isospin
are identical I=1J.

The constant C, in the Hamiltonian is the quadratic
Casimir invariant and depends only on the representation

[n]: e.g.,
C,[8]=3, C,[10]=6.

As a result of the specific values for C, the nucleon-delta
splitting is the same for SU(2) as for SU(3) Skyrmions:

Myy= + (symmetry-breaking terms) .

2A,

The mass and the moments of inertia for the pure pseu-

P A)=.,‘DL’};]( A)=(a|D"|B) , (4)  doscalar Skyrme Lagrangian are given by
J
w | f2 sin 6 9
M=4r [ l L7 (20 24 25in20)+ SO |rgr2y SINO |, (6)
0 e? r?
P22 002 Sin’O | 52 o
A,=41r%f refzsin"®@+—-—(r"@’' *+sin"0) |dr , )
0 e
A2=47r%fow [rzf,l,(l—cosewc—ose( 29'24-25in%0) |dr , (8)
~ 2 ~ .
0= |T=+2sin%0 |0 +0 ' sin0+ Lo — | L4 8028 |G hg | ©)
4 2 4 52
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where the equation of motion, Eq. (9) is achieved by
minimizing the energy functional M Eq. (6). The variable
7 is defined by #=ef ,r. The resulting values for the func-
tionals, Egs. (6)—(8) as functions of f, and e are!®

S 56 19
-, Al = — 3 A2 = 3 -

e Sre fae
Note that we are able to express all physical quantities in
terms of a geometrical factor times a product of powers
of e and f, in the pure Skyrme model, 14 due to the trans-
formation r —7.

The Hamiltonian is not unique, we can add terms
which vanish in the classical limit. These terms can
change the total energy.?*

The method of quantization and the form of the Ham-
iltonian are preserved in the gauged Skyrmion models,
with some special choice for the vector-meson fields.

M=73

B. The massive Yang-Mills model

The massive Yang-Mills model starts with the non-
linear sigma model together with the Wess-Zumino-
Witten action. We consider the nonlinear o model first.
The Lagrangian for the nonlinear o model is

_Jz '

LU—TTr(BHUayU ) (10)
with £ as the pion decay constant, f, =93 MeV, and U
the usual chiral matrix, see Eq. (2).

We can now introduce the vector mesons are gauge
particles of a U(3),, symmetry; i.e.,

D, U=8,U—i[V,,U], (1n

where we absorbed the coupling constant into the

vector-meson field. After adding the kinetic energy of

the gauge fields and their masses we get
r— f 127 1 1 m?

L —TTI'(D“UD#U )~1_g_2F”V+TV" , (12)
where we assumed that all vector mesons have the
same mass m; i.e., L’ is SU(3) symmetric. From now
on we will always use the phenomenologically successful
Kawarabayashi-Suzuki-Fayyazuddin-Riazuddin (KSFR)
relation?® for the determination of the coupling strength
g

m?=ml=m2=2g2f2 . ‘ (13)

Note that V,, consists of a nonet of vector mesons VZ?»“.

There are two of them [A°=(2)'/? and A%~ Y] which

J

2
=il |5
Nc

+
1672

[40©'sin?O + w'sin20G (G —2)] |dr ,

play a special role: namely, the @ and the ¢. We will al-
ways assume ideal w-¢ mixing, i.e., w~(§)1/2k0
+(1/V3)A% and ¢~ (L)"2A°—(1/V3)A%. If we choose
the hedgehog Ansatz for U Eq. (2) and take the Ansatze
for the vector mesons consistently, we see that the ¢ field
decouples from the Lagrangian even including the Wess-
Zumino-Witten term.

The Lagrangian .L’' is not complete yet, the gauged
Wess-Zumino-Witten action is still missing. Gauging the
Wess-Zumino-Witten action leads to'°

Nc

Lym= L+ 5 0, o T2V o U'tagU +azuut)

+v,U'v U]
Nc
4872

We could have added an SU(3)-symmetric term contain-
ing the pseudoscalar-meson masses of the type

3ml+amg+m?
=" 32K 12T U +UT—2)

m2
=j4—p§f,2,Tr(U+UT—2) (15)

®,€,0asTr(UTD,UUT, UUBU) . (19)

L

without spoiling the properties of the Lagrangian equa-
tion (14). The necessary Ansatze for solving the Lagrang-
ian equation (14) are

cosO+irTTsin® 0

= 0 ik (16)
_ Ak G(r) . o+ ~jpk t
Vi=Adepm1 TAA +2d4e€,, 7Tk ()47, (17)
12
2 Al A% ¥
Vo= 4 e
o= Aolr)| |3 2 "o |4

+2A4[ G(Nk'AN+G(rAirTirT k)

+S,(rnke1at, (18)
where the i,j,k run from 1,...,3 and the a« from
4,...,7. The k’s are defined as k= —(i /2)Tr( AT A1)
with a=1,...,8. Again the Hamiltonian is, similar to
the pure Skyrme-model equation (5),

1 3 1 1 1
H=M+—|C,—= = |——=— |7
20, |2 4| 2 |A, A, d 19

with the functionals now given by (see Ref. 12)

[r?©' 2+ 25in’0+25in’0G (G —2)]+2f3,62—f,2,r2m2+i2[ —r’'?+G'*+1G*G —2)?]
' g



308 D. MASAK v 39

Ay=dr [ 7| 1f3%I0°0(G ~ 142 1[r (G} +36G, G, +16GF) — L]

f—

+——1—2~[4G2(G% +G,G,—2G, —G,+1)+3r’G|2 +rG42 +2rG|G, +2(G*—2G +2)G3]
3

2
—612 02425 4or220 +§l;[209'(25in26—-G,—G2)+Q’sin2e(GG1—G—G2)] dr, QD
g r T
A=ar [~ 2[(1—0059)(1—SV)2+4SV+4S 1+ 12[2r25;,2+02(s,,—1)2] dr . 22)
2g
A pseudoscalar-meson mass term .L ,; would change the functional M equation (20) to
’— 2 p2 —
M'=M+mif7(1—cosO) . (23)
From the functionals (20)-(22) we get the equations of motion via a variation of the functionals versus the fields
w2 G)2 Nc 9
Q'=—-0 + sm26+ 5559 [—2sin°0@+G (G —2)cos20] , (24)
r r? T for
1‘ gZNc
G"=—G(G—1)(G —2)+2f2¢*G +g*f2sin’©O(G —1)— o2 0'sin26(G —1) , (25)
r T
203" cin2 Nc¢ 2 . :
»'= 2°0O'sin“O + - 58 [G(G —2)0'cos20+G'(G —1)sin20] , (26)
T
2
v 2 o 2p2paid | ,gN, .
G —~—r—G1+g f7lsin"©(G, —1)+2G, ]+ —[GYG,—1)+2(G —1)G; ] — YN 2[(2 1—G)sin26] , (27)
r

Gy = —%G; —gf2[sin20(G, —1)—2G, |+ —[G?G, — G*+2(G*—3G +3)G, ]
r
N cg , . .
5 [Q0'—1Q(1-G)sin20] , (28)
877
Q"—Zngzﬂ—i- 2 Q in’0—G, —G,)—260'cos20(G —GG,+G,)
+sin20(G'G,—G'+GG|—G)], (29)
2
Sy= s,,+g—( =D+ F22[(1—cosO)(1—S,)+25, ] . (30)
f
The incorporation of L, would add only m}.f?sin®© to m2=2f2¢2=(770 MeV)? and f,=93 MeV,
the right-hand side of Eq. (24). Note that the A, and the
equation of motion for S do not contain remnants of the M =~976(1143) MeV ,
Wess-Zumino-Witten term, due to the special form of the A, ~0.36(0.22) fm
Ansatz for A,. The equations of motion, together with == ’ ’
the condition that at r =« the vacuum should be ob- A,~=0.13(0.07) fm .

tained and that ©(0)=1, which translates into a baryon-
number-1 solution, are leading to the following set of The numbers in parentheses are obtained if we take ,Cps

boundary conditions: with m (=408 MeV into consideration. Surprisingly, the
0(0)=m, O(«)=0, mass of the soliton is close to the experimental nucleon
G(0)=0, G(x)=0, mass, but the moment of inertia A, is much too small. It
af'(O)=O, w(o0)=0, should be =1 fm in order to agree with the octet-
G1(0)=0, G,()=0, decuplet splitting. If we include the pseudoscalar-meson
G,(0)=0, G,(x)=0, mass we get a soliton mass which is about 20% larger
Q(0)=0, Q()=0, than in the massless case. The values for the moments of
Sy(0)=0, Sy(w)=0. inertia are smaller, which can be easily seen if we recall

that a finite pseudoscalar-meson mass changes the con-
The resulting values for A; and M are, if we take vergence for large distances of the chiral field © from a
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polynomial to an exponential behavior.
Note that A, is not directly accessible via experiment.

C. The hidden gauge model

In the case of hidden gauge theories the method of con-
struction is different from the Yang-Mills case. The
stress is in the hidden gauge case more on transformation
properties of chiral nonlinear Lagrangians. The con-
struction of chiral nonlinear Lagrangians from required
underlying transformation properties dates back to the
late 1960s.2® We can postulate a hidden symmetry
group U(3), in the nonlinear o model by parametrizing
the chiral matrix U. Consider the chiral matrix U in the
form

Ux)=¢& (x)Ep(x) , 31)

where the £’s are SU(3) matrices. Additionally we intro-
duce a U(3) gauge field V,(x) with
V=i (32
The transformation group now reads
[SU(3), XSU(3)R lgiobar X [SU(3), XSU(3)g Jiocal
with

§L(x)—>h gL gL 5

§R(x)"h(x)§R.(x)gR ) (33)
V#<x)—>h(x)V#<x)h*(x)+élh(x>a#h*<x) :

where & (x)E U (3),. Obviously
U=¢rEr—(8LELh N hErgh) =g, Usk .

The covariant derivative is defined by
Dug(L’R)(X):(a#—iV“)é‘(L,R)(X) 5 (34)

i.e., we do not simply replace d,U by D, U. Again we ab-
sorbed the coupling constant g into V,. We can con-
struct two [SUB), XSUB)g Jgiobar X [SUB)y Jiocal
X [parity] invariants from these derivatives:

2
L4==""Tr(D,£ 6L —D,ErERV (35)
__f ; s
LV——TTr(D#§L§L+D#§R§R) . (36)
Gauge fixing with
£ =ép=¢ 37)
leads to
2
=f3Tr |5 (8,66 —8,6'0) ]
2
= f—Tr(ayua,,Uh (38)
and

1
=f2Tr |V, — E(augguaug*g) ) 39)
We can construct a Lagrangian from these two invariants
which, after adding a kinetic energy for the gauge ﬁelds,
reads
2

13
Lis=—""Tr(D,£, 6] —D,EréR

2

S 1
—aTTr(D”é‘Lé-E +Du§R ‘.ﬂ( )2

__L 2
2ngr(Flw) .

(40)

The choice a =2 ensures the famous KSFR relation.?® It
is interesting to note that £ is in the B =1 sector a singu-
lar map from R°U o to SU(2). This singularity is the
driving force for the nontrivial p field.

The field-strength tensor is given by

F,=3,V,—d,V,—ilV,,V,].

The Wess-Zumino-Witten term can be introduced by a
procedure which was first used by Fujiwara et al.?® They
showed that one can add a number of terms to the Wess-
Zumino-Witten term without spoiling its anomalous
properties:

6
Pwz=TW+ 3 [eLid* . 41
i=1
The .L; are invariants which conserve physical but break
intrinsic parity.
Using the following definitions (the A,’s are global
gauge fields, i.e., independent from V#)

aLL’R):Dy&L,R)gIL,R) » (42)
Fl,=03,V,—3,V,—ilV,V,], (43)
A LR)__gLR(a ALR aVA;‘L,R)
._I[ALL,R ’A("L,R)])g(TL’R) , (44)
the invariants are given as
L =e""PTr(atalalaf —alaRalal) , (45)
L,=e""PTr(agalalaf +atalalaf) , (46)
Ly=ie""PTt[LF ] (abaf—alaf)], (47)
L —te’“’"BTr[‘FV (akaf—alap)], (48)
Ls=ie"PTr(LFy, afaf—1FR akaf) , (49)
L=ie"""PTr( 1FL alaf—LFR afap) . ’ (50)
The phenomenologically best actions are given by?®
Twz=T9,—15C (¢, L+ Lg+c, L)), (51)
where the choice ¢;=1 and c¢,=—1 leads to partial
vector-meson dominance (PVMD) and the choice ¢, =1
and c,=—1 to complete vector-meson dominance?®°

(CVMD) with
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iN¢ Again we could have added the pseudoscalar-meson mass
24072 m2,
, Ly=—Lf2Te(U+UT-2)
Now the Lagrangian reads 4
6 without spoiling the properties of the Lagrangian equa-
= /(0
Lyc=Lyuct X elitL,, (52) " tion (52). The Hamiltonian for the hidden gauge theory

i=1

is
where the L is defined in Eq. (40) and the .L; are given

in Eq. (41). .L, are the kinetic and massive parts of the w H=M+—1— C _3 11 _ 1 2. (53
meson 24, |7 4 2\ A
_ 1, m_f, 5 Taking now the same Ansdtze as in the massive Yang-
0T T g2? 2 9 Mills case yields’
J
; in? f3 1 GG —2) 1
= [atr| Lz |o24+2888 | 1507 (6 —14cos@r+ =1 |26 2+ T2 | — — (024 2¢2f20?)
M fdr[ > [ = e cosO’+ 2 3 > 2g7 @ T2 5
3N¢
———— | —2¢,0O'sin’©
16722 ?
c
+3—;[—a)9'G(G +2)+2sinO(—wG'+Go')+o'(25sin© —sin20)] ] ] , (54)
Ay=47 [ | 22 sin®0+3G} +2G,G, +G3 —25in’©+4(G, — 1)(cos©—1)]
+3§[4G2(Gf+G,G2—2G,—Gz+1)+3r2G’12+r2G'22+2r2G’,G’2+2(G2—2G +2)G3]
1 , 02
o |2 2+2—2—+2f3,g292‘
g r
Nc . 2 C1 . . .
+ﬁ 2¢,Q0'sin 9+—3;[QG’(2G2+G,——G—GG,)+Q’(2s1n6—31n26)-951n6(G’+G'1)
T
+Q'sinO(G +G1)]} dr , (55)
fz e 1
Ay=d4m [ {=5r? |(1—cos@)+4 Sy —1+cos— | |+=5[2r2S?+GXSy—1)] {dr . (56)
2 2 2g?
A nonvanishing pseudoscalar-meson mass changes the mass functional to
M'=M+mlfi(1—cosO) . (57)

The equations of motion resulting from minimizing the functionals M, A}, and A, Eqgs. (54)-(56) are given then as

o'=— Ee: + izsine( 1—G —1cosO)
r r

+F{c,[2a)(GG’—G’+G'cose)+a)’(G2—2G—2+4sin26)]+6c2w'sin26} , (58)
Tr
"— 1 2,2 Ncg2 ' ret
G'=—G(G—1)(G—2)+2g f,,(G—H-cose)—Wc,[we(G+cose—1)+2wsm9] , (59)
r Tr
2
" _— 2 ' 2,02 Ncg ' : [2] ’ ’ 2 12
0"=—="o +2g°f o+ Ton2r? {c,[20'(1—G)cosO +45inB(O'sin®@—G')+O'(G*—2G —2)]+6¢,0'sin“O} ,
T

(60)
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Gy =—2G|+287/2G, —4g’f}sin’10
N g2 )
2[GZ(G1—1)+2(G—1)GZ]+ c,me' —1+c0sO)+2Q'sinO] , (61)
G;’=—%G'2+2g2ff,Gz+4g2ff,sin2%6
1 2 2 Ncg2 ’ =
+—[GHG, —1)+2(G*—3G +3)G,]— —=5¢,[Q20'(G —5+c0s0)+2Q'sinO] , (62)
r r
2,2 N : 2
Q" ———Q+2 i+ (c,{e[(Gl G +2)cos®—2G,—GG|,—G;—G —2+4sin"O]
+2(G5—G')sin®} +6¢,0'sin’0O) (63)
2
Sp=— S,Hr%( s—1)+2f2g? s,,—1+cos523—]. (64)

If we take the nonvanishing pseudoscalar-meson mass
into account the right-hand side of Eq. (58) gets an addi-
tional term m} f2sin®. The equations of motion are
subject to the boundary conditions, due to the fact that
we want to have a B =1 solution and vacuum at r = o0:

e(0)=mw, O6(x)=0,
G(0)=2, G(x)=0,
@'(0)=0, w(w)=0,
G|(0)=0, G,()=0,
G5(0)=0, G,()=0,
0(0)=0, Q(o)=0,
$,(0)=0, Sy(o0)=0.

The resulting values for the moments of inertia A; and
the mass M are, if we take m2=2f2g2=(770 MeV)? and
f-=93 MeV,

M ~1547(1817) MeV (PVMD)
~1293(1412) MeV (CVMD) ,

A,~1.84(1.06) fm (PVMD)
~0.85(0.53) fm (CVMD) ,

A;=~0.56(0.23) fm (PVMD)
~0.28(0.14) fm (CVMD) ,

where the numbers in parentheses correspond to the case
including .L ..

The masses are larger than in the massive Yang-Mills
model, due to the nontrivial boundary conditions in the p
field. The moment of inertia A, is surprisingly close to
the experimental value of =1 fm.

Again, including the pseudoscalar-meson mass yields
smaller A; and a larger mass M. This is a result of the
change of convergence of © from polynomial to exponen-
tial.

III. ELECTROMAGNETIC PROPERTIES

The electromagnetic properties of the classical and the
gauged Skyrmions can be extracted by constructing the
Noether currents corresponding to the global symmetry
U(3); XU@B)g of the Lagrangian.

The electromagnetic current can be easily read off:

| —o~L}E+R}E, (65)
I = ~L+R . (66)

Alternatively we can use the notion of current field iden-
tities in connection with vector-meson dominance (VMD)
for the construction of the electromagnetic currents. The
VMD current field identities are

— P
Vo= Pu 67)
2
m
Jo=— Tg%" . (68)

We can identify these currents, Egs. (67) and (68) as the
electromagnetic I =0, I =1 currents, respectively.

We consider nucleons first. In all models either pure
or gauged we are able to read off the form factors Gg
immediately, once the currents are given. Using the Breit
frame we get for the spin-1 Skyrmion®>’ the following
nucleon matrix elements between final state f and initial
state i with the momenta q/2 and —q/2, respectively:

<Nf -3 1o, | -4 >=GE(-«12><S§155>’
<N ~ 4 |y || -2 |V = 89D 1 xqist,
f 2 i 2 >— My R

The s, are the initial and final spins of the nucleon along
the z axis and o is the spin operator. For the axial-vector
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the transversal part. The
procedure leads to o

The magnetic moments are given

current we take only
adiabatical quantization
=—2iATr(A A7)
by G, (0).

The magnetic moments of the other octet baryons can
be calculated by using the transformation property of the
charge operator Q (Ref. 29), since our baryon wave func-

tions have good hypercharge and good isospin. The
)
4mM 2
i=——— [ “rj(qr){— O'sin0+= [2f2sin?
Gl f o e Py NEL
leading to the magnetic moments via ug,

=lim,_,,G%"(q?) (Ref. 30)
Hpp +1,)=0.489

2690
3y —py ) =73 =3.05 .
et
In the determination of the magnetic moments for the
gauged Skyrmions we will use the approximation of
vector-meson dominance leading to the form factors

2
M M, 27 pw
Gy =——"—L=2 rQj,(gridr , (70)
M Al 3g2 q fO J1lg
2
vV 8w mp ® .
GM——3——2qf0 rGj,(gr)dr . (71

This vector-meson dominance approximation leads to the
magnetic moments (the numbers in parentheses are the
results including the £ )

0.26(0.27)
0.20(0.25)
0.47(0.51)

(PVYMD) ,
(CVMD) ,
(YM),

ity i) =

3.27(1.71)
1.80(1.11)
0.52(0.29)

(PYMD) ,
(CYMD) ,
(YM) .

3ty —pa)=

If we use the Noether currents together with the approxi-
mation of the Wess-Zumino-Witten term by a y7° term
we get the hidden gauge model

] 0.20(0.22) (PVMD),
2, T12)= 10.20(0.24) (CVMD) ,
1 _ [2.52(1.38) (PvMD),
7y "1 )= 11.99(0.97) (CYMD) .

Note that the results differ only slightly for the scalar
magnetic moments. The large difference in the isovec-
torial magnetic moment between the Yang-Mills model
and the hidden gauge model is due to the boundary con-

transformations of Q under SU(3) leads to

,u,p=,u,z+, :u'n::u'_—._.-o’
Be-=THn> Hs0= "3, ,
:u'A=-(:u’p+"l’n)’ [,LE__='ME— .

In the pure pseudoscalar case without pseudoscalar
mass the magnetic form factors are given by

sin 9

0+—7— [0+~

sin?©
2

r

]dr (69)

dition G(0)=2 in the hidden gauge case. Note that in
the massive pseudoscalar-meson case the vectorial mo-
ments are much too small.

IV. EXPLICIT SYMMETRY BREAKING

There are two different sources for the explicit symme-

try breaking. The first contribution resides in the
pseudoscalar-meson sector
2
m
LPV= T fiTU + Uu't-2)
2 2
— R e pag( U+ U] (72
2V73 s

with m} =1(3m2+4mg+m?). The first term in Eq.
(72) expresses the nonvamshmg pseudoscalar-meson mass
and the second the mass difference between pions and
kaons. The first term is included into the numbers quot-
ed in parentheses.

The two terms lead to the following contributions to
the Hamiltonian:

E——fZTr[x (v+uhy,
V3 8

2 (73)

AH, = [d’x

2
8H,=—"—f2 [dx THU +U'~2). (74)

Note that the first term breaks the SU(3) invariance due
to the occurrence of Aq.
The second source resides in the vector-meson sector

2 2
m_«—m
= [g3—K __° 2
A, = [dir— = Tr(A V) (75)
Both Egs. (73) and (75) show the same property; i.e.,
AH=Am Tr(A'Ag4) . (76)
However Am is
Am,,:%zfﬁ(m,%—m,z,)f(l—cose)rzdr (77

for the pseudoscalars (73) and for the vector mesons (75),



39 BARYONIC PROPERTIES OF BROKEN U(3), SKYRMIONS 313

2 2 3712
m C2 T I ) I2

P
—————47 | rdr|— S;+
8g? J A2 V' 6A2

for the hidden gauge as well as for the massive Yang-
Mills model.

C, is the quadratic Casimir invariant and I? the expec-
tation value of the square of the isospin.

Following Ref. 18 we get, for the octet (spin-1
baryons),

(N|AHIN)=—3Am , (79)
(A|AH|IA)=—LAm , (80)
(Z|AH|Z)=+LAm , (81)
(E|lAH|E) =+ LAm , (82)
and for the decuplet (spin- baryons)
(AlAH|A)=—1Am , (83)
(Z*|AH|Z*)=0, \ (84)

J

3mi+4m2.+m?—8
SH = P K

m2
P 2143
, = [ Te(v2ra

2 _ 2
MK* m G?  ?

4G§+8GZGI+IZG%—3—%2— +f—22——“;—2} (78)
[
(E*|AH|E*)=+1Am (85)
(Q|AH|Q)=+2Am . (86)
But now with
Am®=Am_+AmY (87)
Am(10)=Am”+Amﬁ,10) . (88)

All baryons get additionally a contribution §H:
(8) = § 7 (8) (10) — § y(10)
8H'"™=6H,’ +8H,, 8H 8H,” +8H, ,
with
(SH,,=6‘rrf,2,m12,S f( 1—cosf)ridr .

Note that 8H =0 if we include .L ,; into our calculations.
The vector mesons give the contribution

(89)

2 2
v, 1 Q ) (90)

_ i 2
=—————A47 | rdr|—5——+2

For the different models we get
AM®=Am_ +Aam Y
=388 MeV Skyrme
=692(180) MeV hidden gauge (PVMD)
=300(92) MeV hidden gauge (CVMD)
=209(29) MeV Yang;Mills ,
Am(‘°)=Am7+Am:,10)
=388 MeV Skyrme
=695(182) MeV hidden gauge (PVMD)
=306(98) MeV hidden gauge (CVMD)
=204(78) MeV Yang-Mills ,
8H'®=8H¥ +8H, (8H,)
=2148 MeV Skyrme
=1925(95) MeV hidden gauge (PVMD)
=1199(89) MeV hidden gauge (CVMD)
=362(4) MeV Yang-Mills ,

2 2 2
+ on —3-5 +4G3+86,G1 +126]

8H''9=8H"+8H, (8H,)
=2148 MeV Skyrme
=1928(98) MeV hidden gauge (PVMD)
=1205(98) MeV hidden gauge (CVMD)
=358(16) MeV Yang-Mills .

The numbers in parentheses refer to the massive

pseudoscalar-meson case. Alternatively we can calculate
the singlet, the 27-plet, and the F and D masses leading to

m“]=%(2mN+2m5+mA +3m2)
=my+SAH?,

mpun =4+ 2my+2mz~3m,—mz)

=—1V2AH?,
mp=—L2)"22my+2m-+2m,—6my)
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TABLE 1. The mass splittings in MeV for physical input parameters. The experiment is taken from
Ref. 31. The numbers in parentheses correspond to the massive pseudoscalar-meson case.

The mass splittings

PVMD CVMD YM Sk Expt
fn 93 93 93 65 93
gle) 5.85 5.85 5.85 5.45 5.85
My 3568(2923) 3014(3156) 2617(4803) 3402 939
My 138(36) 60(19) 42(19) 78 176
Mys 275(72) 120(37) 84(37) 155 254
My= 346(90) 150(46) 105(46) 194 379
My, 3776(2977) 3104(3185) 2779(4830) 3528 1151
My 164(278) 354(562) 811(1351) 293 231
My, 285(309) 406(578) 848(1370) 370 293
M, . 88(23) 38(13) 26(10) 41 155
M,_. 172(46) 76(25) 52(20) 82 307
Myq 264(68) 114(37) 78(29) 123 442

The numerical value of the singlet mass comes out much
too large about 200%, see Table I. Additionally we can
calculate the electromagnetic Al =1 splitting for
Ay, =Myy, —Myp 1 as

5A,=2A;

:%_AE

(m,z(o”'m12<+)ff,fow(l—cose)rzdr 91)

E)
3.3 (Skyrme) ,
1.6(0.4) (PVYMD),
0.7(0.1) (CVYMD),
0.6(0.1) (YM).

The numbers in parentheses correspond to the massive
pseudoscalar-meson case. Note that the values for the
splittings are much too small, see Table II.

V. DISCUSSION

In Table I we have listed the mass and mass splittings
for the octet and decuplet baryons. The very large nu-
cleon masses are due to the small values of A,, in all mod-
els. If we do not include the effects of the quantization
A’s, we get better nucleon masses, see the individual list-
ings in Sec. II. Note that the 27-plet mass M,;; vanishes
which is in good agreement with the experiment (—2.7
MeV) (Ref. 31). However, the singlet mass is too large
and the F/D ratio turns out to be V'5 as compared to
4.06 in the experiment.3! One of course rediscovers the
Gell-Mann -Okubo relations:

TABLE II. The magnetic moments for physical input parameters. The primed quantities for the
hidden gauge-model calculate the magnetic moments with the help of the vector-meson-dominance ap-
proximation. The experiment is taken from Ref. 31. Note that the values in the massive pseudoscalar-
meson case are much worse then the ones quoted in this table.

The electromagnetic properties

PVMD’ PVMD CVMD’ CVMD YM Sk Expt
fa 93 93 93 93 93 65 93
gle) 5.85 5.85 5.85 5.85 5.85 5.45 5.85
1, 3.53 2.72 2.00 2.19 1.09 3.53 2.79
L —3.01 —2.32 —1.60 —1.79 —~0.05 —2.56 —1.91
Hys 3.53 2.72 2.00 2.19 1.09 - 3.53 2.38
oo —3.01 —2.32 —1.60 —1.79 —0.05 —2.56 —1.25
pyo —1.5 —1.16 —0.80 —0.90 —0.02 —1.28 —1.14
. —0.52 —0.40 —0.40 —0.40 —0.94 —0.98 —0.69
P —0.52 —0.40 —0.40 —0.40 —0.94 —0.98 —0.61
Ay 0.32 0.14 0.12 0.66 1.29
As 0.80 0.35 0.30 1.6 3.3
As 6.4 2.8 2.4 1.3 2.4
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UMy +M=)=3M,+Ms ,
MA_M):*=ME* —ME* :ME* _MQ_“ .

The deviations of the F /D ratio and the much too large
singlet mass suggest that the model does not have the
correct baryon wave functions or in the case of the singlet
mass that the absolute scale of the vacuum energy of the
theory is not well chosen.

The same applies to the magnetic moments given in
Table II. Note that the predictions from the Noether
currents are superior to the vector-meson-dominance ap-
proximation.

The electromagnetic AI =1 splitting is much too small

in all models, which suggest that the splitting mechanism
needs additional contributions. The large contributions
of A, to the total energy are casting doubts on the validi-
ty of the quantization procedure, although the octet split-
tings are well reproduced for the vanishing pseudoscalar-
mass case. We can, therefore, conclude that the pertur-
bative approach to the SU(3) Skyrmion problem is not
successful.
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