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Mixing angle of hadrons in QCD: A new view
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A new method for calculation of the mixing angle between the hadrons within QCD sum rules is
proposed. In this method, the mixing is expressed in terms of quark and gluon degrees of freedom. As an
application, the detailed calculation of the mixing angle between heavy cascade baryons =, and E’Q,
Q = ¢, b is presented and it is found that the mixing angle between =, (E,) and E} (E.) is given by

0, =064° = 1.8° (0. =5.5° £ 1.8°).
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L. INTRODUCTION

During the last years, many new and unexpected experi-
mental data appeared on heavy hadron spectroscopy [1].
The study of spectroscopy and decays of heavy hadrons
can give essential information on the quark structure of
these hadrons, in particular, of the properties of the cascade
baryons.

The impressive progress on the experimental physics
stimulated comprehensive theoretical studies for under-
standing dynamics of heavy flavored hadrons at the had-
ronic scale. This scale belongs to the nonperturbative
sector of QCD and therefore for the calculations of
different characteristics of the baryons, a nonperturbative
approach is needed. Among existing nonperturbative meth-
ods, the QCD sum rules method [2] is one of the most
predictive in studying properties of hadrons. The main
ingredient of the QCD sum rules method is the choice of
the interpolating currents which is directly related to the
quark content of the corresponding baryons.

Approximate flavor symmetries are useful tools in clas-
sifying hadrons. Breaking of these symmetries might lead
to mixing of hadrons which differ only in the flavor quan-
tum numbers. For example, two baryons that mix due to
flavor symmetry violation are =, and =y, baryons, both
of which are made up of ¢ (¢ = u, d), sand Q (Q = b, ¢)
quarks. This mixing of charmed =. baryons has been
calculated using the quark model in [3,4] and using heavy
quark effective theory with 1/m, corrections, in [5]. (More
about the mixing problem in the meson sector can be found
in [6].) In [7], it was shown that this mixing can be
important in determining properties of these baryons and
a framework has been proposed to calculate this mixing
within the QCD sum rules method. In the present work, we
demonstrate the new approach for the calculation of the
mixing angle between hadrons in the QCD sum rules
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framework and an application of the proposed method to
study the mixing angle between the =, and Ej, baryons
carried out. The central assumption of this work is that
the physical states are related to the “pure’ states by an
orthogonal transformation and hence are also orthogonal.
As will be shown below, considering the nondiagonal
correlation function, one can obtain the mixing angle in
terms of the quark and gluon degrees of freedom.

I1. MIXING OF THE INTERPOLATING CURRENTS

Approximate SU(3) ; flavor symmetry of QCD allows us
to identify the observed hadrons with a multiplet of the
SU(3); group. If this symmetry were exact, the observed
hadrons all would have definite flavor quantum numbers
under this flavor symmetry. The mass differences between
the light u, d and s quarks, breaks this symmetry explicitly
and hence the mass eigenstates need not be definite eigen-
states of the SU(3); symmetry, i.e. definite flavor eigen-
states can mix to form the physically observed particles
(unless there is another symmetry which prevents this
mixing).

The mass sum rules can be obtained by considering the
following two-point correlation function (for more infor-
mation about the mass sum rules for baryons, see e.g. [8])

m— j d*xe P (01T 1737(x)77,110) (1)

where T is the time ordering operator and 7y is an
operator that can create the hadron H from the vacuum.
If the pure HY and HY states mix, then the physical states,
i.e. states that have definite mass, should be represented as
a linear combination of these states. In such a case, currents
corresponding to physical states should also be written as a
superposition of the pure operators:

NH, = coanH? + sianHg

2

N, = — sinﬁnH? + coanHg

where 6 is the mixing angle between H;| and H,.
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Consider the following two-point correlation function:
My (p) = 1 [ 5 OIT oy ()73, OO 3)

Itis natural to expect that if ny, , creates only H ;) and not
the other one, this correlation function should be zero.
Hence, the angle 6 should be chosen in such a way as to
give Il p, = 0. That is, the eventual mixing mass sum
rules should vanish.

The general form of the correlation function can be
written as

Oy 4, (p) = pIL(p?) + L (p?) 4

where p =y, p*, and I1,(p?), (i = 1 or i = 2), are some

Lorenz invariant functions. Generally speaking, any of the

functions II; (i = 1, 2) can be used for the sum rules

analysis. In this work, the coefficient of the p structure

has been chosen to obtain a prediction for the mixing angle.
Using the notation

19,5, = i [ dxe? 01Tty OO, 5

it is straightforward to show that the angle 6 that makes
Ty, 4, = 0 can be expressed as:

—ac+ BT 2= &2
tan26 = ¢ a < (6)
—bc ¥ avb® + a* — ¢?
where a = %(H?_IZH2 - HOHIHI), b= %(H?{IHZ + HOHZH])
and ¢ = 5 (1% , — II9 ;). This expression can be sim-
plified further by noting that, as explicit calculation has
shown, I1%, ,, = II% , , i.e. ¢ = 0, which yields
2417 1442

_ 2109 4,

tan260 = —

b
- (7
a

0 _ 0
HHIH] HHsz

Note that, Eq. (7) has two solutions for 0° < # < 180° that
differ by 90°. In this work, we present the solution that is
close to 0°. The other solution corresponds to exchanging
the identification of the dominant part of H, ) with Hg(l).
Further studies of other properties of H;p, baryons is
necessary to remove this ambiguity.

After setting up the framework for the study of the
mixing angle between the hadrons, let us concentrate on
this mixing angle of the heavy cascade baryons. In SU(3),
classification, baryons containing two light and one heavy
quarks can be grouped into an antitriplet and a sextet
representation. It is well known that the dominant compo-
nents of Z, and E’Q belong to the antitriplet and sextet
representations of SU(3), respectively, ie. Eo(E)) is
approximately antisymmetric (symmetric) under the ex-
change of light quarks. The reason why they are not exactly
(anti)symmetric is the mixing between the SU(3), repre-
sentations. Note that, in the infinite heavy quark mass limit,
there is an additional conserved quantity: the total angular
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momentum of the light degrees of freedom, s,. Since E%
and E’g correspond to different values of s;, this additional
symmetry prevents the mixing of these two states.

As we have already noted, the unmixed =, and Eb
belong to the antitriplet and the sextet representations of
SU(3); respectively. Therefore, corresponding interpolat-
ing currents should be antisymmetric and symmetric. For
this reason the interpolating currents for the unmixed states
can be chosen as:

1
nL, = 766“1”[2@5 Cqp)ysQ. + 21(siCys5q5) Q.

+ (54C0Op)ysq. + (s CysQ,)q.
— (qICQp)yss. — (gl Cys0Qyp)s.]

1
\/—ie“bc[(ﬂ CQp)ysq. + 1(sLCys04)q,

+(ghCO,)yss. + (gl CysOp)s.] )

Here a, b and c are the color indices, ¢ = 1 or d and ¢ is an
arbitrary auxiliary parameter. Note that the general form of
the interpolating currents for the octet baryons were intro-
duced first in [9]. The t = —1 case, corresponds to the
Toffe current. The notation 7° is used to denote that these
operators are pure 3 or 6 operators.

The correlation function, Eq. (1), can be calculated in
terms of quark and gluon degrees of freedom in the deep
Euclidean region, p> << 0, using operator product expan-
sion. The analytical results for the corresponding correla-
tors are presented in the appendix.

770:/ =
—o

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we present the numerical analysis of our
results. The numerical values for the input parameters are

(Gq) = (—0.243 GeV)?, % = 0.8, (g2G?) = 0.47 GeV*,
m} = 0.8 GeV?, m, = 4.8 GeV, m, = 1.4 GeV and
my = 0.14 GeV.

The sum rules results depend on three auxiliary parame-
ters: the continuum threshold s, the Borel parameter M?
and the arbitrary parameter ¢ in the interpolating current.
The continuum threshold should be close to the first
excited state that can couple to the current. In our analysis,
it is chosen to be near s, = (my + 0.5)%, where mp =
2.5 GeV for the E(Q baryons and mp = 5.8 GeV for the
=18 baryons. The lower limit of the working region of the
Borel parameter can be found by requiring that the con-
tribution of the highest dimensional operator is less than
20% of the perturbative term. Its upper limit is determined
in such a way that the contribution of the higher states and
the continuum is less than the contribution of the first pole.

In Figs. 1 and 2, the dependence of ,, (6..) on the Borel
parameter is plotted, at t = —3. For &, the continuum
threshold is chosen to be s, = 40 GeV?, and 42 GeV?, and
for 2., it is chosen to be s; = 9 GeV? and 10 GeV?. It is

016008-2



MIXING ANGLE OF HADRONS IN QCD: A NEW VIEW

]5 T I T I T I T
— 5,740 GeV?| ]
12 - 5,742 GeVY| ]
9 —
®£ B
6 —
3 - —
O 1 I 1 I 1 I 1
10 15 20 25 30

M’ (GeVY)

FIG. 1. The dependence of 6, on the Borel parameter for
t=—3 and for two different values of the continuum
threshold s.
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FIG. 2. The same as Fig. 1, but for 6..

seen that although the Borel parameter is allowed to
change in a wide range of values, there is practically no
dependence of the predictions of the sum rules on the value
of the Borel parameter.

In Figs. 3 and 4, the mixing angle 8,, (0,.) is plotted as the
function of cosa, where « is defined through ¢ = tana at
M? =10 GeV? and 15 GeV? (M? = 5 and 8 GeV?). It is
seen that in both graphs, the mixing angle takes very large
values at certain values of cosa. This enhancement can be
understood by noting that the tangent of the mixing angle,
Eq. (7), is a ratio of two sum rules. In principal, both the
numerator and the denominator should become zero at the
same value of ¢. But due to approximations in the sum
rules, their zeros are shifted. Hence, when the denominator
becomes zero, and the numerator is nonzero (although
small), tan@ diverges. Near these points the sum rules are
not reliable, hence in obtaining a prediction for the mixing
angle, one should keep away from these points. From the
figures, it is seen that, sum rule predictions on the mixing
angle are almost independent of the value of ¢ chosen.

Finally, the predictions on the mixing angle between =,
and E’Q baryons of QCD sum rules are:

0, =064°*1.8° )
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FIG. 3. The dependence of 8, on cosa, where ¢ = tana, for
two different values of the continuum threshold, s, and the Borel
parameter M>.
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FIG. 4. The same as Fig. 3, but for 6..

for the Z;, — 2/ mixing and
6. =55°*18° (10)

for the E. — E. mixing. In these predictions, the uncer-
tainties are due to the neglected higher dimensional opera-
tors and the uncertainties in the auxiliary parameters of the
sum rules. The largest source of uncertainty is the varia-
tions in the continuum threshold s,. In Table I, sum rules
predictions and the predictions of [3—5] are presented. It is
seen that, within errors, the predictions for . are in
agreement, whereas, our prediction on 6, is in disagree-
ment with the prediction of [4].

As also mentioned previously, in the heavy quark limit,
the mixing angle should be zero. The heavy quark limit of
the sum rules can be obtained by taking the m, — oo limit

TABLE I. The predictions of QCD sum rules on the mixing
angle along with the prediction of quark model [3,4] and heavy
quark effective theory [5].

0o This Work [3] [4] [5]
0, 5.5° +1.8° 3.8° 3.8° 14° + 14°
6, 6.4° = 1.8° - 1.0° -
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after setting M* — mg, + 2mgT, s — my + 2mov and
so — sz + 2mgv,, where T is the new Borel parameter,
v is the four velocity of the heavy baryon, and v is the
threshold in the heavy quark limit. Using the expressions in
the Appendix it can be shown that, in the heavy quark limit
tanf, « nZ —. But the numeric results for the b and ¢ quarks

show that the suppression of the mixing angle in the heavy
quark limit is not realized at the physical b quark mass. The
suppression starts at much larger values of the heavy quark
mass.

In conclusion, a new method is presented for the deter-
mination of the mixing angle between the hadrons in

b e
288M*
1
+
144 M2
Lo b e
288M>
1

_l’_
76872

=
me

i1

m3(gq)(5s)(25 — 2t

where

4
(5+2t+53)In(1 +5) +

mg(gq)(Ssymg(m,(—

1
—23%) — —

e~ /M)y ;m3(3(ss)(1 + )2 + 2(Gg)(—13 + 2t + 1172)) + f dse /M) p 1 (s)

(2+s)
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QCD sum rules. This method is applied to the calculation
of the mixing angle between the heavy cascade hyperons
Ep and ).
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APPENDIX: ANALYTICAL RESULTS

In this appendix, we present the explicit expression for
the coefficient of the p structure in the correlation function

1+ 0%+ 2mp(—13 + 2t + 111%))

~ ) 5 mim}
M) i (G EsH(L + 4t — 5:2)<1 2 M 0)

12 M*
e—<mé/M2><z,q><ss>(13 —2t—117)

(AD)

(5) = 0
P11\S 5124

_I_
15367

384 2 1+ §)?

QO (=1 —4r+ 5t2)[6ln(1 +5)—3

[16 2
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6+ 95 + 252

Q
]
(1 + 3 ]_192772

mo((Gq)

1 2+5
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m3((Gq)

1+ )2 192725 (1 +

D 5 )2

1 1
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where

(=1 + (= 1—5t+6§(1+t))+7;

1
3272 M?>
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13+2t+ 112 — ——
BE (Ga)(— ) T68mgn?

m;m3((Gq) + (3s)) (=1 +1)?

1
(1+5)2

+(1+(1

-:sA)z) In§ ] (A2)

68my
2

m
e
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(A3)
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1 — 2 2
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YTV oM i m o (Gg)(Es)(—2 + t + tz)(l 5 AQ/14 0) + /2 dse /M) p(s)  (AS)
)
where
1 (695 252 1 )
pials) = = e mm, (<2 + 1+ 12)[6111(1 5~ ] ~ s mo((aa) - (ss})(l A)z( 24147
————ml(g =1+ (=3 —2r+335(1 +
D28mgm ms((Gq) — <SS>)( A)z( 1)( t+35(1 +1)
1 , 1
- ———— (G (=1 + ) + 2(5s)(1 + ¢ + 72 A6
1282 M T 5 (ga)( ) +2(Gs)(1 + ¢+ 1)) (A6)
where § = % — 1.

m
The COIltI’lButhIl of the higher states and the continuum is subtracted using quark hadron duality. It amounts to replacing

the upper limit of integration in s with s, i.e.

00 S0
ds — ds

2 2

o e

(A7)
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