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Magnetic moments of the low lying and charmed spin %Jr and spin %Jr baryons have been calculated in
the SU(4) chiral constituent quark model (yCQM) by including the contribution from c¢¢ fluctuations.
Explicit calculations have been carried out for the contribution coming from the valence quarks, “quark
sea” polarizations and their orbital angular momentum. The implications of such a model have also been
studied for magnetic moments of the low lying spin 3© — 1* and 1" — 17 transitions as well as the
transitions involving charmed baryons. The predictions of yCQM not only give a satisfactory fit for the
baryons where experimental data is available but also show improvement over the other models. In
particular, for the case of u(p), u(E"), w(E°), u(A), Coleman-Glashow sum rule for the low lying spin
%* baryons and w(A™), w(Q7) for the low lying spin %* baryons, we are able to achieve an excellent
agreement with data. For the spin %J’ and spin %+ charmed baryon magnetic moments, our results are
consistent with the predictions of the QCD sum rules, light cone sum rules and spectral sum rules. For the
cases where light quarks dominate in the valence structure, the sea and orbital contributions are found to
be fairly significant however, they cancel in the right direction to give the correct magnitude of the total
magnetic moment. On the other hand, when there is an excess of heavy quarks, the contribution of the
quark sea is almost negligible, for example, w(Q2), w(AS), w(E), w(EY, n(QL), w(Q7), w(Q),

wn(QiF), and w(Q:L'). The effects of configuration mixing and quark masses have also been

investigated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The possible size of the intrinsic charm (IC) content of
the nucleon [1] has been estimated to understand the
phenomenological implications of the presence of heavy
quarks in the nucleon. The heavy flavor charmed baryons
play an important role to understand the dynamics of light
quarks in the bound state as well as to understand QCD at
the hadronic scale [2]. On the other hand, the static and
electromagnetic properties like masses, magnetic mo-
ments, etc. give valuable information regarding the internal
structure of baryons [3] in the nonperturbative regime.
Since there is no direct experimental data on the IC con-
tent, one has to resort to the nucleon models to obtain
information on its contribution.

The magnetic moments of spin 3, spin 3% charmed
baryons and their transition magnetic moments have been
considered in different approaches in literature, however,
none of the phenomenological models is able to give a
complete description. Calculations based on different real-
izations of spin-flavor symmetries have been done in the
nonrelativistic quark model (NRQM) [4] which have been
further extended to incorporate the confinement [5], chiral
symmetry with exchange currents [6], and Poincaré co-
variance [7]. The charmed baryons magnetic moments
have been investigated in the Skyrme model [8] and the
bound state approach [9] considering the heavy baryons as
heavy mesons bound in the field of light baryons. Recently,
the charmed baryons magnetic moments have been calcu-
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lated in the relativistic three-quark model where the inter-
nal quark structure of baryons is modeled by three-quark
currents [10]. More recently, magnetic moments have been
studied by considering the effective mass of quark bound
inside the baryon [11]. The magnetic moments of spin %+
and spin %+ including transition magnetic moments of
charmed baryons have been also investigated in QCD
sum rules (QCDSR) [12], QCD spectral sum rules
(QSSR) [13], and light cone QCD sum rules (LCQSR)
[14-16].

It would be important to mention here that the intrinsic
heavy quarks are created from the quantum fluctuations
associated with the bound state hadron dynamics and the
process is completely determined by nonperturbative
mechanisms [17]. Recently, it has been shown that one of
the important model which finds application in the non-
perturbative regime of QCD is the chiral constituent quark
model (YCQM) [18-20]. The yCQM with spin-spin gen-
erated configuration mixing [21,22] is able to give the
satisfactory explanation for the spin and flavor distribution
functions [23,24], strangeness content of the nucleon [25],
weak vector and axial-vector form factors [26], etc. When
coupled with the ‘““quark sea” polarization, orbit angular
momentum of the quark sea (referred as the Cheng-Li
mechanism) and confinement effects it is able to give a
excellent fit to the octet and decuplet baryon magnetic
moments and a perfect fit to the violation of Coleman-
Glashow sum rule [27-30]. The quantum fluctuations gen-
erated by broken chiral symmetry in yCQM should be able
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to provide a viable estimate of the heavier quark flavor, for
example, cc, bb, and t7. However, it is known that these
flavor fluctuations are much suppressed in the case of bbh
and 17 as compared to the ¢¢ because the intrinsic heavy
quark contributions scale as 1/M 2 where M q 1s the mass of
the heavy quark [17,31]. In this context, the scope of model
was extended to the broken SU(4) symmetry which suc-
cessfully predicted the important role played by IC content
in determining the spin and flavor structure of the nucleon
[32,33]. In the light of above investigations, it becomes
desirable to broaden the scope of Ref. [33] by extending
the calculations to magnetic moments and transition mag-
netic moments of the charmed baryons.

The purpose of the present paper is to formulate in detail
the magnetic moments of spin 5 1+ and spin 3 3+ charmed
baryons in the SU(4) framework of YCQM. The magnetic
moments of the low lying spin 3* — 1" and 1* —1*
transitions as well as the transitions involving charmed
baryons would also be calculated. The generalized
Cheng-Li mechanism has been incorporated to calculate
explicitly the contribution coming from the valence spin
polarization, quark sea polarization and its orbital angular
momentum. In order to understand the implications of
charm quarks in the baryons without any valence charm
quarks and to make our analysis more responsive, we
would also like to calculate the low lying octet and dec-
uplet baryons magnetic moments in the SU(4) framework
of yCQM. Further, it would also be interesting to examine
the effects of the configuration mixing, symmetry breaking
parameters, confinement effects, quark masses, etc. on the
magnetic moments.

|
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The plan of work is as follows. To facilitate discussion,
in Sec. I1, SU(4) yCQM is revisited with an emphasis on
the details of spin dynamics. In Sec. III, we first present the
essential details of Cheng-Li mechanism to obtain the
magnetic moments of baryons and in the subsequent sub-
sections we discuss the baryon magnetic moments with
spln +, spin 3 3% and their transition magnetic moments,
respectlvely Few typical cases pertaining to charmed bary-
ons have been worked out in detail in each case. Discussion
on the various inputs used in the analysis is presented in
Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we present our numerical results and
their comparison with the other model predictions. Finally,
we summarize our results in Sec. VI. The details pertaining
to the wave functions for charmed baryons have been
presented in the Appendix.

I1. SPIN STRUCTURE IN CHIRAL CONSTITUENT
QUARK MODEL

The basic process in the yCQM [18] is the internal
emission of a Goldstone boson (GB) by a constituent quark
which further splits into a ¢g pair as g~ — GB? + gL —
(gq") + q-, where qg' + q' constitutes the quark sea
[20,23,24,29]. The details of yCQM in the SU(4) frame-
work have already been discussed in literature [32,33],
however, for the sake of the readability of this manuscript,
we discuss here the essentials of the spin structure of the
baryons used in the calculations of magnetic moments.

The effective Lagrangian describing interaction between
quarks and 16 GBs, consisting of 15-plet and a singlet, can
be expressed as L = g,5q(P)q, where g5 is the coupling
constant and GBs field ® is

%+'3 FriTm— vk at aK”* yD°
- — R Y 0 -
® = T \75"',8\/5‘*'{4\/5 Y4 aK yD 1)
— e 2 ! _
ak akK® —,87%+ {ﬁg—y% )/D
yD° yD* D5 —{oRt v
|
SU(4) symmetry breaking is introduced by considering N =nguy +n, u_+ngdy +ngd +ng s,
M.>M;>M,, as well as by considering the masses of
GBs to be nondegenerate (M, > M, > Mg, > M,) Ty s. tne eyt co, (3)

[20,32,33]. The parameter a(= | g15|2) denotes the transi-
tion probability of chiral fluctuation of the splitting u(d) —
d(u) + 7+, whereas aa?, a?, al?, and ay? denote the
probabilities of transitions of u(d) — s + K=, u(d, s) —
u(d,s) +mn, uld s)—uld s)+n', and u(d) —
c + D°(D™), respectively.

The spin structure of the baryon is defined as [20,23,29]

= (BINB), 2

where |B) is the baryon wave function and N is the
number operator defined as

n,, being the number of g. quarks. The valence spin
polarizations (Ag,, = g+ — g_) for a given baryon can
be calculated using the spin and flavor wave functions
detailed in the Appendix. The quark sea spin polarizations
(Agq,) can be calculated by substituting for each valence
quark

q= — quQr + (gl 4)

where )’ P, is the probability of emission of GBs from a ¢
quark and | (g )|? is the probability of transforming a g--
quark [33].
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III. MAGNETIC MOMENTS IN yCQM

The magnetic moment of a given baryon receives con-
tributions from the valence quarks, quark sea and orbital
angular momentum of the quark sea following Cheng and
Li [20,25,28,30] and is expressed as

M(B)total = IU‘(B)Val + /'L(B)sea + M(B)orbitr (5)
where w(B),y and w(B)e, represent the contributions of
the valence quarks and the quark sea to the magnetic mo-
ments due to spin polarizations. The term w(B)mi corre-
sponds to the orbital angular momentum contribution of
the quark sea.

In terms of quark magnetic moments and spin polar-
izations, the valence, sea, and orbital contributions can be
defined as

IU'(B)val = Z Aqvallu’qr
q=u,d,s,c
M(B)sea = Z Aqsealu“q: (6)
q=u,d,s,c
M(B)orir = Z Aguaml(g+ — qo),
q=u,d,s,c
where u, = 2M (@ = u, d, s, c) is the quark magnetic

moment, u(g. — ¢") is the orbital moment for any chiral
fluctuation, e, and M, are the electric charge and the mass,
respectively, for the quark g.

The valence and sea quark spin polarizations (Ag,, and
Ag,.,) for a given baryon can be calculated as discussed in
the previous section and Ref. [30]. The orbital angular
momentum contribution of each chiral fluctuation is given
as [28,30]

wlgs—q-) =3 q <l )+ “Cigs), ()
GB
where (/) = Mqﬂﬁ‘} and {lgp) = W The quantities

(I lgp) and (M,, Mgp) are the orbltal angular momenta
and masses of quark and GBs, respectively. The orbital
moment of each process in Eq. (7) is then multiplied by the
probability for such a process to take place to yield the
magnetic moment due to all the transitions starting with a
given valence quark. The details of the orbital moment in
the SU(3) framework has already been worked out in
Ref. [30]. In this work, we extend our calculations to
include the contribution from c¢ fluctuations. For example,

[wtus =) = =af (5 + ’f j; 16)M(u+—>u)

+ oy —do) + aPpuluy —s2)

T c)] 8)
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2 2
Xuld, —d-)+ CYZII.,L(dJr —5_)

+ yu(dy — c_>], ©)

[(ss —)] = ia[aZM(S+ — )+ aulsy —d)
g

+ Y ulsy — c_)], (10)

16>M(S+ —s5_)

and

[ulcs —)] = ta[wm — )+ Yules — d_)
3 9
+yiule, — s )+ (sz + E"yz)

X ey — c,)]. (11)

The above equations can easily be generalized by including
the coupling breaking and mass breaking terms. The orbital
moments of u, d, s, and ¢ quarks in terms of the yCQM
parameters (a, «, B, {, v), quark masses (M, M;, M,, M),
and GB masses (M, My, M,, M., Mp, M, M, ), are,
respectively, given as

3IM2 a?(M% — 3M?)
[t =1 = af L el S e
DM (M, + M,) 2Mg(M, + M)
n M) n B*M,,
(M, + Mp)  6(M, + M,)
M,y VM, ]
MY ) 16, + M, ) [FY

(12)

=a 3(M7 —2M2)  a’Mg
My [4M My +M,) 2M,+ Mg)

[m(dy —

y22M} -3M%)  BM,
2Mp(M, + Mp)  12(M,; + M)

B gzMn/ B ’)/2M,,]( ]
96(My + M,) 32(My+ M, ) 1"

(13)
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ot N M, [ aX(M% —3M2)  y*(2M}, —3M3)
s.—=)]=a—
B M, [2M (M, + My) * 2M), (M, + M3,)
B B’M,, B M,
3(M;+M,) 96(M, + M,)
2
M, ]
e | 14
32(M, + M, ) [*Y (14)
M, [ y*(M} +3M2) v (M —3M7)
[/-L(CJr _>):| =da [ N y 5)
M, L2Mp(M, + MB)  2Mp, (M, + M3,)
30°M,, 9y’M,, ]
16(M, + M,)  16(M, + M, )"

(15)

where wy is the nuclear magneton.

After discussing the general formalism to calculate the
valence, sea, and orbital contributions to the magnetic
moments, we now discuss the explicit calculations for the
low lying and charmed spin %Jr and spin %+ baryons as well
as their transition magnetic moments.

A. Magnetic moments of spin ; 1+ baryons

The magnetic moments of all the spin %J“ baryons can be
calculated using Eq. (5). The spin structure of a spin %Jr
baryon (from the Appendix) is given as

= (BIN'|B)
= cos? (120, 220, N1120, 220,,)5
+ sin? (168, 220,,| N[168, 220,4,) 5. (16)

In this section, as an example, we detail the calculations of

the one single and one double charmed baryon =" and
=+
Bir.

The valence spin structure for the single charmed baryon
E!* can be expressed as

é? _COS2¢<5L£+ +éu +Zs+ +;s +;C+ ~|—§c )
+ sin2¢(gu+ +lu_ +%s+ +1s_ +2c+ +lc_),
3 3 3 3 3 3
17

leading to the valence contribution to the magnetic moment
of BF
c
2 1
+ § Ms — g M

. 1 1 1
- smqu(guu mtac) (19)

— 2
B(EL ) = o505

The spin structure of the quark sea (Ag,.,) can be calcu-
lated by substituting Eq. (4) for every valence quark in
Eq. (17), leading to the quark sea contribution to the
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magnetic moment of 2/ expressed as

I+ a 2 2,2 2 4 gz )
BE o =~ §oor g (44402 4202+ S+ 7 Ju
52
+(2+2a? —'yz),ud+<6a += ,82 -
9 2
+87) —(35 +’}’)Mc:|
—a'2¢[(2+2 + 2+ 2 2)
3o « T 16 Mo
{2
+(1+a? +'yz),u,d+<3a + - ,82 i
100 +5B0+ 4972>uc]. (19)

The orbital contribution of the quark sea to the total
magnetic moment of Z’, obtained using Egs. (6) and (18),
can be expressed as

BB ) o = 08 qs( e, =)+ 2 s, —)

plen =)+ sm2¢( i, —)

+ (20)

W] = W] =

plse =)+ e ~>).

Substituting the valence, sea, and orbital contribution from
Egs. (18)—(20) into Eq. (5), we can calculate the total
magnetic moment of Z/*.

For the double charmed baryon E}.*, the valence spin

structure can be expressed as

N 1 2 5 1
E;f—cosz(i)( u++3u + = c++§c_)

3
1

2 4 2
+ Sin2¢<§u+ + gl/l, + §C+ + gcf) (21)

giving the valence, sea, and orbital contribution to the

magnetic moment of =" as

)
7 Me

2
+ 81n2¢< My glu“c)’

1
Iu“(‘_‘LL )val - COS2¢(__MM

(22)

073001-4



SPIN 1*, SPIN 3*, AND ...

=++

Iu‘(':cc )sea =3

TABLE 1.

324
T (1= 4y uy + (@ — 4y*)
1
I 3172)m]
a . , 52
_Z + + 2 42
3 sin ¢[<2 a? 3 24
+ (1 + 29y + (0 + 29

1
+1062 3770, |

2 2
4
52¢[<2+a2+—+———7

16

Valence and sea contribution of the charmed spin

72)Mu
16 )“
(23)
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— 1 4
WL Do = 029~ 3l =) + S pales =)

1 2
+sint g (3l =) + Sutes =) @4

The valence, sea, and orbital contribution from Eqs. (22)—
(24) gives the total magnetic moment of E}.". Similarly,
one can calculate the valence, sea, and orbital contributions
to the magnetic moments of all the spin 5 1+ baryons. The
expressions for the valence and sea contrlbutlons to the
magnetic moments of the low lying and charmed spin 3*

baryons have been presented in the Table I.

B. Magnetic moments of spin 3 3* baryons

In this section, we detail the calculations of magnetic
moments of spin %+ baryons by taking the example of a

%* baryons in terms of yCQM parameters and configuration mixing

parameter ¢. The spin polarizations for the other baryons can be found from isospin symmetry.

Baryon Valence and sea contribution to the magnetic moments
P Mval cos”p[3 py — 3 mal + smzd)[%,uu 3 ,ud]
Msea CO§2¢[_£(7 +4a® +3 Bz + { +4 72)/-’“u - a(z —at T3 16 'yz):u‘d - (aaz)MS - (GYZ),U«(:]
FSin2g[— 45 + 202 + 282+ B+ Ly, — 8@+ a? + B 64y, — (aad)ps, — (@D
3T pya COS%E“M - %/Ls] + Sm2¢>[3 Mt 3,% p
Foea cos?p[—4(8 + 32 +4B2+ £ + ”72)m 4 - au, —4Qa* —5B8 — 5 1672),“; (ay*)m.]
+sin*p[—§ (4 + 6a° + 2ﬁ2 - 53 SQ g - Sdal 5 + a e m,s — (ay)p]
200 s cos? P[5 p, + 2y — 3/%] + sin ‘f’[zﬂ T+ 3,%]2 p
Msea COSZ¢[_%(6 + a + §Bz + { +4 72)Mu - 0(6 + a2 + 232 12 72)/'6 - a(+2a - 3B2 24 16 Yz)l/«s
—(ay?) ]+ 51n2¢[—“(3 +2a? + B + 5 + 167/2),(4,“ - %(3 +2a?% + B + 5 + 2y g
—4(4a? + 432 + { +1yu, — (avz)m]
EO Moval COSZQS[ 3 /~Lu 3 /‘LS‘] + Sln2¢[3 Iu‘u 3 ILL ]
Moo cOSP[—2(—2+3a% —E - £ — ,Mmu —4(=1+4ad)p, — 4T + BB + L+ T u — (ay?)pe,]
+Sm2¢[— 42+3a? +E+ £+ 16 Iy p, —4(1 + 2a? )/Ld - “(Sa +8p2 4+ £ % ” Y, — (ay?p.]
A v cos*p ] + Sln2¢[3 M 5 g 3Ms]
Msea COS QS[_(aaz)Mu - (aaz):u*d - a(za + 332 + { + 4 16 72)/-"? (a'yz)/-/“c] + SInzd)[_ 2(2 +2a% + 'B + { +1 16 72)“14
—2Q+2a2+E 4+ L+ 12 yz)ud —44a’ +1+ S+ 1) — (ay) ]
E:Jr Myal cogz(ﬁ[; My — 3 M ] + 51n2¢[3 :u‘u 3 /J“c]
Msea cos?p[—4(8 + 4a® +3B% + {9 + By, =44 = Yy — $(@4a? — Y, + x £33+ Y.l
><Sln2¢[—ﬂ(4 +2a% +12 B2 +&5+ 2 2 ) — 42+ Yy — g (Za + Y, — 2B+ 499 u,]
35 pya coszcﬁ[; Mu 3Md 2:““0] +sin’ [y M g timed
Hsea €08 B[ 4(6 + 207 +3 7 g GH37Im, 56 +2a2 124 + £y )y — ¢ — ), + £6L + )]
><sm2q§[—“(3+a +B +4 ]6'y) (3+a +B +{ +% 2),u,d—”(zaz-l—'}/2),41,s—ﬁ(3§2—|—49)/2),LLC]
Q(() Mval COSZ¢[3 Ms — 3 Me ] + Slnz(ﬁ[z Mé } ]
Meea cos’p[—4(4a® — Y, — $(4a® — Yy —4Ba? + ¥ B2 + - + By, + £ G2 + v)u ]
N Xsin?p[— 4§ (2a? + y ), — “(2012 + yz)ud - “(4a +3p% + 5 + 3y, — 5B + 49y u.]
Al Meyal cos’ P, ]+ sin?[ e, + my + ,u,C]
Msea cos’p[—(ay*)p, — (a’yz)ud (ayz),u ~ —a(Z2 1Y) ]+ sin2g[— 4G+ a? + £+ £+ By,
—2B+a2+E+ 4 lﬁyz)m —4Q2a® + Y, — 4(3;2 + 49y,
ES M coszqﬁ[uc] +3 smzd)[m + ot el L
Msea cos?p[—(ay?)m, — (ay?) g — (ay*)py — fa(é“z + 1y e ] +si?g[— 42 + 207 + 5 + 5+ Ry)p,
—4(l+a®+y)pg =4 (3a ML CrBy, —aB2 +497),]
Q: Myal COS2¢[ 3 ILLA 3 /'L¢] + Slnzd)[g, Ms + % M(]
Mosea o2 P4(a® — 4y, + 4 (a® — 4yP)pg + 222 +4B7 + 4 — 4T 6y s — 42 +3L VZ)IU«C]

+sin?g[—4(a? + 297, — (e +29)py —§23 T T ¥ 167 ms — (L + Ly k]
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charmed baryon Z:". From the Appendix, the spin struc-
ture of a spin 5 3+ baryon is given as

B* = (B*|N|B*) = (120, “204| N'|120, 205)g-.  (25)

The valence spin structure of =" can be expressed as

B =uy sy oy (26)
giving the valence contribution to the magnetic moment as

Mou + g + e @7

The quark sea contribution to the magnetic moment of =0
can be calculated by substituting Eq. (4) for every valence
quark in Eq. (26), giving the sea contribution as

2 2
Eif)ea = —a|(2+2 2+B £y 2)
M(Ee T )sea a[( @ T 16 My

:U’('—'c+)val

2
+ (1 + a? +y),u,d+<3a + = ,82 54

33
+ =y

1an 2
o )u5+8(3§ + 49y )m]. 28)

The orbital angular momentum contribution to the mag-
netic moment of Z;7" is given as

TABLE II.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 073001 (2010)

M(E orpie = mluy =) + sy =) + pler —). (29)
Substituting the valence, sea, and orbital contribution from
Egs. (27)—-(29) in Eq. (5), we can calculate the total mag-
netic moment of Z’*. The valence, sea, and orbital con-
tribution to the magnetic moments of other spin 3 3+
charmed baryons can similarly be calculated and the ex—
pressions for the valence and sea contribution to the total
magnetic moment of the spin 3 3+ charmed baryons have
been presented in Table II.

C. Transition magnetic moments

In this section, we calculate the transition magnetic
moments for the radiative decays B; — B; + vy, where B,
and By are the initial and final baryons, for the spin %*
1T and " — I transitions of the baryons. In particular, the
transition magnetic moments considered in this work are
for spin %* — %* transitions corresponding to the charm-
less decuplet to octet transitions (10 — 8), single charmed
sextet to antitriplet transitions (6 — 3), single charmed
sextet to sextet transitions (6 — 6), and double charmed
triplet to triplet transitions (3 — 3) transitions. On the other
hand, the spin %Jr — %Jr transitions considered are for the
charmless octet to octet transitions (8 — 8) and single

Valence and sea contributions of the low lying and charmed spin 5 3% baryons in terms of the yCQM parameters. The spin

polarizations for the other baryons can be found from isospin symmetry.

Baryon Valence and sea contribution to the magnetic moments
A++ Myal 31“/14
Mosea —a(6+3a> + 2+ 5 +3L 72),% —3ap, — 3aa’u, — 3ay’u,
AT Myal ZMM
Msea —a(5+2a + 2B+ £ + Uy, — a(d + o2 + B + &+ 1y 0, — 3adPu, — 3ay* .
3 Hval 2py + g
0 Msea —a4+ 3a® + %Bz + { + 17 2):““14 —a2+ az)ﬂ/d - a(4a +3 182 + { + 1 16 72),% - 3“72/'%
2 Myal N Mu M + lu“v
Mesea —a(3 + 207 + BT + { + 1 16 72)/-Lu —a3+ 207 + ﬁ + { + i 16 72)/-Ld - a(4a2 + %:82 + ; + 1 16 ’yz)ILLS - 3”72/1%
E*O Myal :uu + 2/"’5 )
Msea —a(2 + 30 + B + { +1 16 72):U“u - a(l + 2az):l-l*af - a(5a2 + %:82 + % 17 Z)MS - 3a7 M
Q- Mval 31“‘5
Mosea —3aa’w, —3aa’my — a(6a® + 4% + & + 3Ly —3ay’p,
ST pa . 2y F pe
A Bsea —a(4+222 + 22+ S5+ By, — a2 + Y uy — aa® + Y u, — 432 + 49y,
E?Jr Myal N , lu’u Ma + Me
L P —aB+ a? + B+ 5+ Ry, —aB+ &2+ 5+ 5+ Ey)uy — aa? + Y, — §BE + 4970,
=5 Myal My + lu's + M
. Msea —a(2 +2a% + ﬁ + { +3 16 72)/'1““ - a(l +a’ + Yz)Md - a(3a2 + %BZ + { +3 16 72)/'1’5 - %(352 + 4972)/'1'0
QZO Moval 2/~Lv + e
Mea —a(2a® + Y, — aRa® + Yy — alda® + 32+ 5+ By — (3L + 4990,
E:;+ Myal ) My + 21“'0
Msea —a(2 +a?+ 'B + { +1 16 ’yz)Mu - a(l + 272)/"“d - a(aZ + 272)1“’,; - %(352 + 3772)/'1’0
szr Myal Ms + 21“(
L P —a(a® + 29)p, — al@® + 292y — aRa® + 47 + 5 + Ly, — 438 + 37y e
Qccc Myal 31”*6
Mea =3ay’m, = 3ay’py — 3aypy —3a( + 11y p,
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charmed antitriplet to sextet transitions (3 — 6). The de-
tails of the structure have been presented in the Appendix.

The transition magnetic moment can be calculated from
the matrix element

BB, (k) = <Bf, Nk

1
l: JZ = §>’ (30)

where k is the momentum of the photon. As an example,
we discuss here the case of transition magnetic moment of

the 6 — 6 transition (E:" E."). The spin structure for the

E*TE/") transition is given as

—1 ] 2 —
Bt ’*(k)—\/?—(—m—h +2¢,) - e V/ORR L (3])

TABLE III.

Valence and sea contributions of the low lying and charmed spin %+ — %J’

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 073001 (2010)

giving the valence contribution to the magnetic moment of
(Bt ELY) transition as

s = \/E
/-L(H +':/c-*— val = _(_/-‘Lu

— 2 p2
3 — s 2p) e VORR

(32)

The quark sea contribution can be calculated by making
substitution Eq. (4) for every valence quark. The quark sea
contribution for the magnetic moment of (Z;" E.") tran-
sition is then expressed as

and §© — 1* transition magnetic moments in

terms of the yCQM parameters. The spin polarizations for the other transitions can be found from isospin symmetry.

Transition Valence and sea contribution to the transition magnetic moments
Ap Fval 2, —2u

Mesea —%za(l-i- 2+B +{ +|6y2),u,u 2\/_a(l-i-oz [i?-kg—i-i-%yz),ud
IS g 28, 2B 4,

Mesea 2240+ £+ L+ 0y, — 22a(l — apg + 2ala? + B2+ 5+ Ly Pu,
SRV Loy +Luy—2p,

Psew  —LaB-a?+E+ L+ 109, —2aB -2 + B+ £+ 1090, + 22a(a? + 482 + & + 11y,
gE0 Mval 2B, - 2; M

Hesea —%Ea(Z-I—’B +§ 1Yy %a(l—az)ud+23ﬁa(a2+§ﬁz+g + 1LY i
ZTA Foval T — \/;,ud

Hsea —\/%a(l-l—a +E4+ £ +1672)Mu+\/_ I+a2+ 84+ 8+,

SR pa
Msea 2‘/_a(2+a +'B +§2 +7),LL“
SEty Lol
c “c val
L e Lo+ +E£+£ -1
Qc QC Myal
Msea 22402 - )u,
SEE AT Ll
c e val

+224(a? — Yy

=—c =c Myal

2fa(l - 72)M 2y

3 :uu_ 3 :u + 5= e
16 72):“14 + \/_a(z + a2 + B + Q - 16 ‘}’Z)P«d

2/-‘“ +

a(a =Yy —
zf

4B + 2597 e

2a(a? — ), —FaB8 + 2577 u,

2\[ o+ 220

+2faza? + éﬁz 5+ T — BaBE + 25y

Vi =i

Hsea —\/ga(l-f—a +E L LT, +

i~

\/ja(l-i-a +/3 + %‘yz),u,d

2 2
“ Hsea —\/%a(2 +E+ S+ 1y, \/_a(l —aduy + \/_a(af +3B%+ 5 + 2y,
:';;+‘:2—c+ Myal 2\/_,U, 2\/_
2 2 2
| e a2+ 0 4§ Py~ 2l = Vg - Hala? - s + Fa + 257,
‘Q;:Q:—c Myal 2\/_ 2\/_
Fosea ~28a(e® — P, ~ 2Lal@ — Py Zf S 30 + 4 187+ &+ D, +2aB +2597)
EOA Myal - , \/—,U,u \/I—Md ﬂ
Hrsea —7”5(1+a2+7+{ 1672)/,cu+7-(1+a +E L L+ 11,2,
AFSH Lo Ly K
c “c val 2 , Neolatl T d B ,
. Hesea —pall+a? + 5+ 4+ 1672),% +7-a(1 +a?+E+ L+ 10y,
e B Moval
%Mu %Mx
Mesea —la(2+'8—2+{+ Dy — a(l — a?) +la(a2+il82+{+ 2)
: Na 3 167 ) Mu B I B 3 167 M
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2 2 2 15
W@ E . = P [(2+2a PR )u

3 24 167
+(1+a2—272)ﬂd
4 215
+ 2+_ 2+___ 2
(3a 3P T 167)’%

1 2
B8+ 257 | VR 33)

The orbital angular momentum contribution in this case is

=t =+ '\/i

('—40 =72 )orblt = ?(_M(u+ _’) - ,LL(S+ _))

+2u(cy —)) - e  V/ORR, (34)
The total magnetic moment for the transition (2" E/")
can be calculated by adding Eqgs. (32)—(34). The detailed
expressions for the valence, sea and orbital contribution to
the magnetic moments for all other transitions can be

calculated similarly and the expressions are presented in
Table III.

IV. INPUT PARAMETERS

In this section, we discuss the various input parameters
needed for the numeric calculation of the magnetic mo-
ments of spm * and spin 5 3+ baryons. The valence, sea, and
orbital contrlbutlons to the magnetic moment in yCQM
with SU(4) broken symmetry involve the symmetry break-
ing parameters and mixing angle ¢. The symmetry break-
ing parameters a, aa’, aB’, al’, ay’ representing,,
respectively, the probablhtles of fluctuations of a constitu-
ent quark into pions, K, , ', 1., are expected to follow
the hierarchy a > aa® > aB*> > al> > ay’ as they are
dominated by the mass differences. As a consequence,
the probability of emitting a heavier meson such as D
from a lighter quark is much smaller than that of emitting
the light meson such as K, n, 1/, etc. The symmetry
breaking parameters are usually fixed by the spin polariza-
tion functions Au, Ad, and Q? independent parameter
As(= Au — Ad) [34-36] as well as the flavor distribution
functions # — d and ii/d [37,38], measured from the deep
inelastic scattering experiments. The mixing angle ¢ is
fixed by fitting neutron charge radius [39]. A fine grained
analysis with the symmetry breaking lead to the following
set of symmetry breaking parameters as the best fit

a=0.12, a =B =045,
{=-021, and 7y =0.11.

In addition to the parameters of yCQM and mixing
angle ¢ as discussed above, the orbital angular momentum
contributions are characterized by the quark, GB masses,
and the harmonic-oscillator radius parameter R. For eval-
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uating their contribution, we have used their on shell mass
values in accordance with several other similar calculations
[22,40]. For the constituent quark masses u, d, s, ¢, we
have used their widely accepted values in hadron spectros-
copy M, =M, =033 GeV, M;=0.51GeV, M, =
1.70 GeV. The quark masses and corresponding magnetic
moments have to be further adjusted by the quark confine-
ment effects [30,41]. For the low lying baryons, Kerbikov
et al. [42] have given a successful description of the
magnetic moment with confinement effects playing a lead-
ing role. However, in the present case the simplest way to
incorporate this adjustment [41] is to first express M, in the
magnetic moment operator in terms of Mp, the mass of the
baryon obtained additively from the quark masses, which
then is replaced by My + AM, AM being the mass differ-
ence between the experimental value and M. This leads to
the following adjustments in the quark magnetic moments:
Mo =2[1 = (AM/Mp)lpn, g = —[1 = (AM/Mp)]uy,
lu’S:_Mu/Ms[] _(AM/MB)]M‘Ns and Me =

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The parameters discussed above have been used to
calculate the various spin polarization functions, nonsing-
let components Az and Ag and flavor distribution functions
in SUM4) yCQM. The values obtained for the case of
proton are as follows:

Au = 0.93, Ad = —0.34, As = —0.03, 35)
Ac = —0.002, As; = 1.2696, Ag = 0.64,
i = 0.23, d = 0.34, § = 0.086,
. d (36)
¢ = 0.005 d=—0.11 — = 1.49.
il

We find that a fairly good fit is achieved in the parameters
listed above when compared with the latest data [3,17,35].
In particular, the agreement corresponding to the strange-
ness and intrinsic charm contribution to the nucleon in
terms of the magnitude as well as the sign is quite satis-
factory when compared with the latest data [3,17,35]. A
detailed implications of these parameters have already
been discussed in Ref. [33]. It is interesting to mention
here that these strangeness and charm related parameters
have not been taken as inputs in our calculations and still a
satisfactory agreement is obtained. In addition, SU(4)
xCQM leads to many new predictions on observables
which are directly related to the charm content of nucleon
and are found to be almost an order of magnitude smaller
than the strange quark contributions but not entirely insig-
nificant. Consistency of these charm related parameters
can be checked by future experiments.

The spin polarization functions discussed above have
been used to calculate the baryon magnetic moments. In
Tables IV and V, we have presented the results for the
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TABLE IV. Magnetic moment of the low lying and charmed spin %* baryons with configuration mixing (in units of wy).

Baryon Data [3] NRQM [4] Lattice QCD [43] QCDSR [12] QSSR [13] LCQSR [14] Valence Sea Orbital Total
un(p) 2.79 = 0.00 3 2793 2.82 = 0.26 2.7 *0.5 290 —0.58 0.48 2.80
u(n) —1.91 = 0.00 -2 —1.59 £ 0.21 —1.97 £0.15 —1.8 +0.35 —1.85 0.18 —044 -—-2.11
w(=") 2.46 = 0.01 2.88 2.37 = 0.18 2.31 £0.25 22+04 250 —0.51 0.40 2.39
w20 0.88 0.65 + 0.06 0.69 = 0.07 0.5*+0.10 074 -0.22 0.02 0.54
n(Z7) —1.16 £ 0.025 —1.12 —1.07 £ 0.11 —1.16 £ 0.10 -0.8 02 —1.02 006 —0.36 —1.32
w(20 —1.25+0.014 —1.53 —1.17 = 0.10 —1.17 £0.10 -1.3+03 —1.29 0.14 —-0.09 —1.24
w(E7) —0.651 = 0.003 -0.53 —0.51 = 0.07 —0.64 = 0.06 -0.7 0.2 -0.59 0.03 0.06 —0.50
ACG 0.49 + 0.05 0.0 s s oo 0.53 —0.08 0.01 0.46
w(A) —0.613 = 0.004 —0.65 —0.50 = 0.07 —0.56 £ 0.15 -0.7+0.2 —0.59 0.02 —0.01 —0.58
w(EEh) 2.54 s 2.1+0.3 232 —0.52 0.40 2.20
() 0.54 0.6 0.1 051 —0.23 0.02 0.30
w20 —1.46 —-1.6 =02 —-1.30 006 —0.36 —1.60
= 0.77 s 0.78 —0.21 0.19 0.76
w(EP —-1.23 —-1.16 003 —-0.19 —1.32
w(Q9) —0.99 E —0.93 0.04 —0.01 —0.90
w(AL) 0.39 0.15 £ 0.05 0.40 =0.05 0409 —0.019 0.002 0.392
w(E) 0.39 R 0.50 +0.05 041 -0.02 0.01 0.40
w(20 0.39 0.35+0.05 029 —0.0003 —0.01 0.28
= —0.15 —0.025 0.111 —0.080 0.006
w(EL 0.85 079 —0.02 0.07 0.84
w(Qr) 0.73 0.706 —0.013  0.004 0.697

magnetic moments of low lying and charmed spin %*, spin
%* baryons. In Table VI, we have presented the magnetic
moments for the low lying spin 3* — 1% and 1* —1*
transitions as well as the transitions involving charmed
baryons. In the tables, we have presented the explicit
results for the valence, sea and orbital contributions to

the magnetic moments. We have also compared our results

with the predictions of NRQM [4], lattice QCD [43], and
recent experimental data available [3]. Since there is no
experimental information available for charmed baryon
magnetic moments, we have presented the predictions of
QCDSR [12], QSSR [13], and LCQSR [14-16].

A cursory look at the tables reveal that the our results are
smaller than the NRQM predictions in most of the cases

TABLE V. The magnetic moments of the low lying and charmed spin %* baryons (in units of wy).

Baryon Data [3] NRQM [4] Lattice QCD [43] QCDSR [12] LCQSR [15] Valence Sea Orbital Total
n(ATT) 3.7~175 6 4.99 +0.56 4.13 +1.30 4.4 +0.8 453 —097 095 451
w(AT) 2.7f};§) + 1.5+ 3 [44] 3 2.49 £ 0.27 2.07 = 0.65 22*+04 227 —-0.61 034 2.00
w(A?) R 0.0 0.06 = 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 —-0.25 —-0.26 —0.51
m(A7) -3 —2.45 *+0.27 —2.07 £0.65 —-22*+04 —-227 012 —-0.87 —3.02
w(Z*) 3.35 2.55 +0.26 2.13 +0.82 2.7 *+0.6 274 —0.67 062 269
w(2*0) 0.35 0.27 = 0.05 0.32+0.15 020=*005 029 -029 002 0.02
w(Z*) —2.65 —2.02 £0.18 —1.66 £0.73 —228 0.5 —-2.16 011 —-0.59 —2.64
w(2) 0.71 0.46 = 0.07 0.69 +0.29 0.40=*=0.08 051 —-026 029 0.54
w(E*) cee —-2.29 —1.68 £0.12 —-1.51+052 —-20*+04 —-164 008 —0.31 —1.87
n(Q27) —2.02 = 0.06 —1.94 —1.40 £0.10 —1.49 £045 —1.65+0.35 —1.76 008 —0.03 —1.71
—1.94 £ 0.31 [45]
m(SETT) ... 4.39 4.81 +1.22 409 —-0.80 0.63 3.92
(5 1.39 200+0.46 130 —036 003 097
w(:0) —1.61 —-0.81 £0.20 —1.50 0.09 —0.58 —1.99
w(Z:h) 1.74 1.68 = 0.42 167 —039 031 1.59
w(Z:0 —1.26 —0.68 = 0.18 —1.21 0.08 —0.30 —1.43
w(Q:0) —0.91 —-0.62 £0.18 —0.89  0.05 —0.02 —0.86
w(EL) 2.78 278 —0.44 032 266
w(Z:h) —-0.22 —-0.22 004 —-029 —-047
n(QEr 0.13 0.13 0.02 —-0.01 0.14
wn(QEEr 1.17 0.165 0.011 —0.002 0.155
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1+

TABLE VI. The baryon magnetic moments for the low lying and charmed spin %* — 1+ and %* — 5" transitions (in units of uy).

2

Spin 37 — 1* transitions
Transition Data NRQM [4] Lattice QCD [43] LCQSR [16] Valence Sea  Orbital Total
10— 8 w(Ap) 3.46 + 0.03 [46]  2.65 2.46 + 0.43 25+13 278 —0.44 053 287
M(EFTEY) e 2.42 2.61 +0.35 21085 238 —041 029 226
w(ZH0Z0) e 1.05 1.07 = 0.13 0.89 +038 1.03 —020 002 085
w(E*37) . —-0.32 -0.47+0.09 —031*+0.10 —032 002 -025 -0.55
w(EEY) e 2.18 —2.77 + 0.31 22+0.74 224 —-039 027 212
w(EE") . —-0.29 0.47+0.08  —031+0.11 —026 002 —023 —047
w(EON) e 231 e 23+14 242 -039 047 250
6—6  uEiTIi) . —1.51 -28+1.0 —145 038 -030 -—1.37
wEETET) . —0.11 -1.2+03 —0.101 0.110 —0.012 —0.003
w(3039) e 1.30 0.5+0.2 125 —0.04 027 1.48
w(EEN —-0.26 -0.27 018 —0.14 —0.23
W(ENOED e 1.11 .14 -0.04 014 124
w(Q:000) e 0.97 098 —0.03 001 096
6—3 w(SETAL) e 2.33 3.8+ 14 230 —037 047 240
w(EDEY) —-0.29 -045+0.18 —029 002 —023 —0.50
w(ESEY e 2.14 4.0+ 1.8 220 -038 026 208
3—3 w(EMTELY e 1.42 142 —-037 028 1.33
w(Esr 8l -1.22 —-1.22 007 —026 —141
w(QEFQL) —-0.91 -091 003 -0.01 —0.89
Spin 1* — * transitions
8—38 w(ZOA) 1.61 =0.08 [3] 1.52 —1.16 + 0.15 1.6 +0.3 159 —030 031 1.60
3—6 w(EEAT) iy 1.46 e 1.5+ 0.4 151 —024 029 156
w(EPE? —-0.18 -0.18 001 —0.14 —0.31
w(EFES e 1.33 137 —023 016 130

and our results are not only in agreement with available
data but also show improvement over other models in most
of the cases where the experimental data is available. On
the other hand, for the case of the magnetic moments where
experimental data is not available, our results are consis-
tent with the results of QCDSR, QSSR, LCQSR as well as
with the other models existing in literature. One can also
observe that the orbital part contributes with the same sign
as valence quark distribution, while the sea part contribute
with the opposite sign making the sea and orbital contri-
butions significant. The sum of residual quark sea and
valence quark contribution give the magnetic moment of
baryons.

From Table 'V, when we compare our results for the spin
%* baryons with the available experimental data as well as
the other model calculations, we find that our model is able
to get a fairly good account of the most of magnetic mo-
ments, wherever the experimental data is available.
Presently, experimental information is available for the
low lying octet baryons and violation of Coleman-
Glashow sum rule (ACG) [27]. It is interesting to observe
that our results for the magnetic moments of p, 3%, E°,
and A give a perfect fit to the experimental values [3]
whereas for all other octet baryons our predictions are
within 10% of the observed values. Besides this, we have
also been able to get an excellent fit to ACG. The fit
becomes all the more impressive when it is realized that

none of the magnetic moments are used as inputs and ACG
can be described without resorting to additional
parameters.

A closer look at the table reveals that if an attempt is
made to explain the contribution of the orbital angular
momentum of the quark sea, we find the contribution of
orbital angular momentum to be as important as that of
the quark sea contribution through the spin polarization of
the ¢g pairs. In fact, the sea and orbital contributions
are fairly significant as compared to the valence contribu-
tions and they cancel in the right direction giving the right
magnitude of the total magnetic moment. For example, the
valence contributions of p, %, and E° are higher in
magnitude than the experimental value but the sea contri-
bution being higher in magnitude than the orbital contri-
bution reduces the valence contribution leading to a
better agreement with data. Similarly, in the case of n,
37, and B~ the valence contribution in magnitude is lower
than the experimental value but in these cases the sea
contribution is lower than the orbital part so it adds on to
the valence contribution again improving agreement
with data. It is important to mention here that the IC
contribution to the proton spin polarizations and hence
magnetic moments is quite small so the predictions of
the SU(4) yCQM do not differ significantly from our
earlier results in the SU(3) yCQM for the octet baryons
[30].
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In the case of charmed baryons also, there is a significant
contribution from the quark sea spin and orbital angular
momentum. Only in the case of Q0, A}, EF, E% and Q /.,
the magnetic moment if dominated by the valence contri-
bution as the sea and orbital contributions are quite small in
magnitude. This is because of the fact that the above
mentioned baryons are dominated by the heavy quarks in
the valence structure. Thus, in a very interesting manner,
the orbital and sea contributions together add on to the
valence contributions leading to better agreement with
data. This not only endorses the earlier conclusion of
Cheng and Li [28] but also suggests that the Cheng-Li
mechanism could perhaps provide the dominant dynamics
of the constituents in the nonperturbative regime of QCD
on which further corrections could be evaluated.

From Table V, we can compare our results for the low
lying as well as charmed spin %* baryons with other model
calculations as well as with the available experimental
data. In this case also, we have presented the explicit
results for the valence, sea, and the orbital contributions.
For the magnetic moments of the low lying decuplet bary-
ons, only three experimental results are presently available.
Our predicted value for A** = 4.51, is well within the
experimental range 3.7 ~ 7.5 [3]. Similarly, for the case of
A" and O~ our predicted values 2.0 and —1.71, agree with
the experimentally observed values (2.7°19 = 1.5 = 3 [44]
and —1.94 = 0.31 [45], respectively). For all other baryons
our predictions are consistent with the predictions of the
QCDSR [12], LCQSR [15], lattice QCD [43], and other
models existing in literature. However, there is a small
discrepancy in the case of ** magnetic moment while
comparing our results with other model calculations. In
this case, the contribution of the orbital part is negligible
and the valence and sea contributions are of the same order.
The valence and sea contribution being of opposite signs
cancel each other completely leading to a very small 3.
Any experimental data on 30 would have important im-
plications for the Cheng-Li mechanism. For the charmed
spin %Jr baryons, since there is no experimental information
available, we have compared our results with the predic-
tions of the LCQSR [15]. Our results are consistent with
their predictions and also with the other models existing in
the literature [11,12].

On closer scrutiny of the results we find that in the cases
where there is an excess of up and down quarks in the
valence structure, the contribution of the quark sea and its
orbital angular momentum is quite significant when com-
pared with the valence contribution. On the other hand,
when there is an excess of strange and charm quarks in the
valence structure, the contribution of the quark sea and its
orbital angular momentum is almost negligible as com-
pared to the valence contribution. This can be easily under-
stood when we compare the sea and orbital contributions of
Q, Q0 QF, and QL' with the sea and orbital con-
tributions of the other baryons. In these cases, the total
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magnetic moment is more or less the same as the valence
contribution whereas in all other cases there is a significant
contribution from the resultant sea and orbital contribu-
tions. It would be interesting to mention here that this is
due to the fact that the strange and charm contribution to
the magnetic moment is almost an order of magnitude
smaller than the up and down quarks thus leading to a
very small contribution from the heavy quarks when com-
pared with the contribution coming from the light quarks.

In Table VI, we have presented results for the magnetic
moments of the spin %* — %* transitions corresponding to
the charmless decuplet to octet transitions (10 — 8), single
charmed sextet to antitriplet transitions (6 — 3), single
charmed sextet to sextet transitions (6 — 6), and double
charmed triplet to triplet transitions (3 — 3) transitions.
We have also presented the results for the spin 3© — 1+
transitions corresponding to the charmless octet to octet
transitions (8 — 8) and single charmed antitriplet to sextet
transitions (3 — 6). Experimental data is available for only
the low lying 8 — 8 transition (2 — A + ). Our predic-
tion for this decay is 1.60 (1.61 = 0.08 [3]). There is no
experimental data available for any other charmed baryons
transition magnetic moments as well as for the other low
lying spin 3% — 1* transitions so we have presented the
predictions of LCQSR [16] and lattice QCD [43], wherever
the results are available. For the magnetic moment of the
(A — p + y) transition, an empirical estimate can be
made from the helicity amplitudes A;, = —0.135 %
0.005 GeV~'/2, and A3/, = —0.250 * 0.008 GeV /2
[3] as inputs in the decay rate and the magnetic moment
extracted is w(Ap) = 3.46 = 0.03uy [46]. The magnetic
moment of w(Ap) transition is a long standing problem
and most of the approaches in literature underestimate it.
Our predicted value 2.87uy is below the experimental
results. The implications of yCQM and Cheng-Li mecha-
nism perhaps can be substantiated by future measurements
of u(Ap).

Implications of configuration mixing, quark masses, and
confinement effects have also been investigated. In the spin
%Jr baryon magnetic moments, it is found that the inclusion
of Cheng-Li mechanism predicts the results in the right
direction even when configuration mixing is not included,
however, the inclusion of confinement effects along with
configuration mixing plays a crucial role in fitting the
individual magnetic moments. Interestingly, we find that
the masses M, = M, = 330 MeV, after corrections due to
configuration mixing and confinement effects, provide the
best fit for the magnetic moments. This implies a deeper
significance for the yCQM coupling breaking and the
quark masses parameters employed.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

To summarize, in order to enlarge the scope of SU(4)
chiral constituent quark model (yCQM) and to estimate
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the phenomenological contribution of cc fluctuations, we
have carried out a detailed analysis of the magnetic mo-
ments of the low lying and charmed spin %* and spin %*
baryons as well as of their transitions. Using the generally
accepted values of the quark masses, the parameters of
xCQM have been fixed from the latest data pertaining to
it — d asymmetry and spin polarization functions, the ex-
plicit contributions coming from the valence quarks, the
quark sea contribution as well as its orbital angular mo-
mentum through the generalized Cheng-Li mechanism
have been calculated.

For the low lying %Jr and spin %+ baryons where experi-
mental data is available, the yCQM predictions not only
give a satisfactory fit but also show improvement over the
other models. In particular, for the case of u(p), u(="),
w(E°), w(A), violation of Coleman-Glashow sum rule for
the spin 1* baryons and w(A*), u(Q~) for the spin 3°
baryons, we are able to achieve an excellent agreement
with data. For all the other low lying octet and decuplet
baryons our predictions are within 10% of the observed
values. For the spin %* and spin %* charmed baryon mag-
netic moments, our results are very much in agreement
with recent theoretical estimates. It is observed that the
orbital part contributes with the same sign as valence quark
distribution, while the sea part contribute with the opposite
sign. Further, for the cases where light quarks dominate in
the valence structure, the resultant sea and orbital contri-
butions are found to be fairly significant as compared to the
valence contributions. On the other hand, when there is an
excess of heavy quarks, the contribution of the quark sea is
almost negligible, for example, w(Q%), w(AS), w(E)),
w(ED), w(QL), w(Q7), w(Q0), w(Qrf), and w(QILH).
However, it is interesting that the sea and orbital parts
cancel in the right direction to give the correct magnitude
of the total magnetic moment.

The implications of such a model have also been studied
for the case of low lying spin 3* — 1* transition magnetic
moments as well as for the 1* — 1* transitions involving
charmed baryons. In this case also, the contribution of
orbital angular momentum is found to be as important as
that of the spin polarization of the ¢g pairs. Implications of
configuration mixing and quark masses have also been
investigated. Interestingly, we find that generalized
Cheng-Li mechanism coupled with corrections due to
configuration mixing and confinement effects, provide
the best fit for the magnetic moments. This suggests that
constituent quarks and weakly interacting Goldstone bo-
sons provide the appropriate degree of freedom in the
nonperturbative regime of QCD. This fact can perhaps
can be substantiated by a measurement of the magnetic
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moments of charmed baryons. Several groups, for ex-
ample, BTeV and SELEX Collaboration are contemplating
the possibility of performing it in the near future.
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APPENDIX: THE WAVE FUNCTION CONVENTION
FOR THE BARYON

The total wave function for the three-quark system made
from any of the u, d, s, or ¢ quarks is given as |SU(8) ®
0(3)) = px i, where ¢ is a flavor wave function, y is a
spin wave function and i is a spatial wave function. The
SU(8) multiplet is decomposed into SU(4) ® SU(2) flavor
and spin multiplets, respectively. The multiplet numerol-
ogy for the subset of baryons belonging to SU(4) flavor
multiplets, is 4 X 4 X 4 = 204 + 20,, + 20,, + 4, where
the symmetry 20-plet consists of 10 + 6 + 3 + 1 and the
mixed symmetry 20-plet consists of 8 + 6 + 3 + 3 bary-
ons flavor states. For the details of the definition of spatial
part of the wave function (¢°, ', ") represented by the
0(3), we refer the reader to Ref. [47].

In order to understand the structure of charmed baryon
wave functions and sign conventions used in this work, we
present here the SU(4) ® SU(2) content of the SU(8) mul-
tiplet which is given as

120 D #2045 + 2204,
168 D 2204 + 420,, + 220,, + %4,
56 D 24 + 220,,.

(AD

The SU(8) ® O(3) wave functions for the spin %* and %*
baryons are, respectively,

1 ! A1 /1 1 s +
75()(447 + x" ")y (07),

|B*) = 120, *205)y— = x"¢*¢*(0").

|B> = |120, 220M>N=0 =

(A2)

To incorporate the effect of configuration mixing gen-
erated by the spin-spin interactions [23,30,33] which has
been shown to improve the prediction of the yCQM, the
complete wave function for the spin %* baryons can be

expressed as
|B) = cos|120,2 20, y—o + sing|168,% 20, x—r (A3)

where 1168, 220, )y— = 5 ((¢'x" + " X)P'(07) +
(' x" — @"")ip"(0%)). The explicit flavor wave func-
tions for the spin %* baryons are as follows:

Baryon ¢’ o

(8, 0) p vlz(udu — duu) ﬁ(Zuud — udu — duu)
n X éi(udd — dud) Vig(dud + udd — 2ddu)
3 %(usu — suu) %(ZMMS — SUU — USu)
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"

Baryon @ 1)
30 %(sud + sdu — usd — dsu) ﬁg(sdu + dsu + sud + usd — 2uds — 2dus)
P 71§(sdd — dsd) 71(-)(2dds — sdd — dsd)
A #(ZLtds — 2dus + sdu — dsu + usd — sud) %(sud + usd — sdu — dsu)
=0 7]§(sus — uss) Vlg(sus + uss — 2ssu)
= jz(sds — dss) ylg(sds + dss — 2ssd)
6, 1) h Vli(cuu — ucu) ﬁg(cuu + ucu — 2uuc)
- %(cud + cdu — ucd — dcu) ﬁ;(dcu + cdu + ucd + cud — 2udc — 2duc)
30 715(cdd — dcd) ig(cdd + ded — 2ddc)
=1 %(cus + csu — ucs — scu) ﬁg(ucs + cus + scu + csu — 2usc — 2suc)
=1 %(cds + csd — des — scd) ﬁg(dcs + cds + scd + csd — 2dsc — 2sdc)
Qo 71§(css — scs) Vla(scs + css — 2ss¢)
3, 1) A} #(ZLtdc — 2duc + cdu — dcu + ucd — cud) %(ucd + cud — dcu — cdu)
= ﬁ;(Zusc — 2suc + csu — scu + ucs — cus) %(ucs + cus — scu — csu)
=i ﬁg(stc — 2sdc + csd — scd + des — cds) $(des + cds — sed — csd)
(3,2) Bit Vli(ucc — cuc) ﬁg(ucc + cuc — 2ccu)
=8 715(dcc — cdc) ig(dcc + cdc — 2cced)
QL 715(scc — csc) 7lg(scc + csc — 2ccs)

For the spin %Jr baryons, the flavor wave functions are

N

Baryon @
(10, 0) AT uuu
AT 7'§(uud + udu + duu)
A° & (udd + ddu + dud)
A~ ddd
P 71§(uus + suu + usu)
3 ?lg(dds + dsd + sdd)
3% jg(sdu + sud + usd + dsu + dus + uds)
=0 jg(ssu + sus + uss)
B %(ssd + sds + dss)
O~ 58S
6, 1) Skt jg(uuc + ucu + cuu)
Dy jg(udc + dcu + cud + cdu + duc + ucd)
350 Vlg(ddc + ded + cdd)
Bt 7lg(usc + scu + cus + csu + suc + ucs)
g0 ?lg(dsc + scd + cds + ¢sd + dsc + scd)
Q0 jg(ssc + scs + css)
(3,2) =il jg(ucc + cuc + ccu)
=594 jg(dcc + cde + ced)
Qf jg(scc + csc + ces)
(1, 3) Qi cce

We have used the convention y = x¢ for the spin wave functions, where S, is the third component of the spin and o
represents the symmetry state

X5, =T,

xm=%m—m,

X /1//2 =

z @l =1 = 1m. (A4)

Other values of S, are obtained by applying the lowering the operator in spin space and normalizing to unity.
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