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Abstract

Due to the very short life time of the A baryons, a direct mea-
surement on the electromagnetic moments of these systems is almost
impossible in the experiment and can only be done indirectly. Al-
though only for the magnetic dipole moments of AT and AT systems
there are some experimental data, the theoretical, phenomenological
and lattice calculations could play crucial role. In present work, the
magnetic dipole (ua) , electric quadrupole (Qa) and magnetic oc-
tupole (Oa) moments of these baryons are computed within the light
cone QCD sum rules. The results are compared with the predictions
of the other phenomenological approaches, lattice QCD and existing
experimental data.

PACS: 11.55.Hx, 13.40.Em, 13.40.Gp, 14.20.-c

*e-mail:e146342Q@Qmetu.edu.tr


http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2670v2

1 Introduction

Study of the electromagnetic properties of the baryons can give valuable
information on their internal structure. Some of the main static electro-
magnetic parameters of the A baryons are their magnetic dipole (pa), elec-
tric quadrupole (Qa) and magnetic octupole (Oa) moments. The A= 0
baryons are the lowest and very well-known nucleon resonances. Because of
their too short mean life time (~ 10723 s), there is almost no direct experi-
mental information about their form factors and electromagnetic moments.
An indirect measurement for the magnetic dipole moment of A** was accu-
rately done from the radiative pion-nucleon scattering [1] (see [2] for experi-
mental values of the magnetic dipole moment of A™* obtained from various
experiments). The magnetic moment of the AT resonance has also been
measured via yP — 7%/ P reaction in [3].

The magnetic dipole moments of these baryons have been studied in the
framework of the various theoretical approaches. The radiative pion produc-
tion on the nucleon (yN — wN«') with the aim of the determination of the
magnetic dipole moment of the A*(1232) has been studied in the frame work
of Chiral effective- field theory in [4]. The magnetic dipole moment for A
baryons is calculated in the framework of the static quark model (SQM) [5],
relativistic quark models (RQM) [6], QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [7, 8], Chiral
quark-soliton models (ChQSM) [9], heavy baryon Chiral perturbation theory
(HBChPT) [10,11], a phenomenological quark model (PQM) which nonstatic
effects of pion exchange and orbital excitation are included [12], Lattice QCD
[13, 14], 15 [16] and Chiral effective-field theory [I7]. The magnetic dipole,
electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments of these baryons is also
calculated in [18] in the spectator quark formalism based on a simple A wave

function corresponding to a quark-diquark system in an S-state. In [19], the



Quadrupole Moment of the A baryons are calculated in the frame work of
the consistituent quark model. Recently, the octupole moments of the light
decuplet baryons are reported in [20] within the non-covariant quark model.

In the present work, we study the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole
and magnetic octupole moments of the A baryons in light cone QCD sum
rules (LCSR) approach. Note that, by calculating the electromagnetic form
factors, the electromagnetic dipole moments of the nucleons have been stud-
ied in [21] in the same frame work. The paper contains 3 sections. In section
2, the light cone QCD sum rules for the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole
and magnetic octupole moments are calculated. Section 3 is devoted to the
numerical analysis of the sum rules, a comparison of our results with the
predictions of the other approaches as well as the existing experimental data

and also discussion.

2 Light cone QCD sum rules for the magnetic
dipole, electric quadrupole and magnetic
octupole moments of the A baryons

To calculate the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole
moments of the A baryons, we start considering the basic object in LCSR
method (the correlation function), where hadrons are represented by the

interpolating quark currents.

T =1 / d'ze™ (0 | T{m,(2)7,(0)} | 0)+, (1)

where 7, is the interpolating current of the A baryons and 7 stands for the
electromagnetic field. In QCD sum rules approach, this correlation function
is calculated in two different languages: in the quark-gluon language (QCD

or theoretical side), it describes a hadron as quarks and gluons interacting
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in QCD vacuum. In the physical side, it is saturated by complete sets of
hadrons with the same quantum numbers as their interpolating currents.
The physical quantities, i.e., the electromagnetic form factors and multipole
moments are calculated equating these two different representations of the
correlation function.

The physical or phenomenological side of the correlation function can
be obtained inserting the complete sets of the hadronic states between the
interpolating currents in Eq. (Il) with the same quantum numbers as the A
baryons, i.e.,

7, = Ll 5 | gy, B8O )
Dy — My b1 — mp

where p1 = p+ ¢, po = p and q is the momentum of the photon. The matrix

element of the interpolating current between the vacuum and the baryon

state is defined as

(017.(0) | Alp, s)) = Aawu(p, s), (3)

where A is the residue and w,(p,s) is the Rarita-Schwinger spinor. The
matrix element (A(p2) | A(p1)), entering Eq. (2) can be parameterized in

terms of some form factors as [I8|, 23, 24]:

1
+ Fo——a'q” 7 ulp),
Samayr? ;f}u (p1)
(4)
where ¢ is the polarization vector of the photon and F; are the form factors

as functions of ¢> = (p; —p2)?. In obtaining the expression for the correlation

function, summation over spins of the A particles is performed using

§ : (ﬁ + mA) 1 2pupu PuYv — PvVu
l/ ) v v - . 5




In deriving the expression for the phenomenological side of the correlation
function appear two problems (see also [22]): 1) all Lorentz structures are
not independent, 2) not only spin 3/2, but spin 1/2 states also contribute to
the correlator, which should be eliminated. Indeed, the matrix element of the

current 7,, between vacuum and spin 1/2 states is nonzero and is determined

as

(0 nu(0) | B(p,s =1/2)) = (Apu + Byu)ulp, s = 1/2). (6)

Imposing the condition v,n* = 0, one can immediately obtain that B =
A

To remove the spin 1/2 contribution and obtain only independent struc-
tures in the correlation function, we order Dirac matrices in a specific form.
For this aim, we choose the ordering for Dirac matrices as v, ¥ ¢ ¢7,. With
this ordering for the correlator, we obtain

1
T, = =)\
g & (pf —m?)(p3 —m?)

{QmA (e.p)guwFA

1
+ —(eP)gw ¥ dF> +
ma

(6,p)q v ¢F3
2m3 K

1
+ 4—2(5.p)quqy dFy + other independent structures
A
+  structures with v,at the beginning and~, at the end
or which are proportional to py,or pi, } . (7)
The magnetic dipole (G,,(¢?)), electric quadrupole (Gg(¢?)) and magnetic
octupole (Go(q?)) form factors are defined in terms of the form factors F;(q?)

in the following way [18] 23, 24 25]:

Cul®) = [F() + Ba()] (11 o7) = 2 [Falq?) + Falq®)] 7 (1 +7)

) )
Gold?) = [F(e) ~TR(¢)] — 5 [F(e) ~ TF(e)] (1 +7)
Cold®) = [R(d)+ )] 5 [(a?) + Fila)] (147), (®)

4



q22
4mA

where 7 = — At ¢*> = 0, the multipole form factors are obtained in

terms of the functions F;(0) as:

Col0) = Fi(0)+ F(0) ~ L[F(0) + F(0)]. ©

The static magnetic dipole (ua), electric quadrupole (Qa) and magnetic
octupole (Oa) moments in their natural magneton are defined in the following

way':

7 —— Gm(o)
Qa = —5Gq(0)

Os = 5=Gol0) (10)

The theoretical part of the correlation function can be calculated in light
cone QCD sum rules via the operator product expansion (OPE) in deep
Euclidean region where p?> < 0 and (p + ¢)> < 0 in terms of the photon
distribution amplitudes (DA’s). To calculate the correlation function from
theoretical or QCD side, the explicit expressions of the interpolating currents

of the A baryons are needed. The interpolating current for A™ is chosen as

1
Ny = —=e" [2(uT Cry,d")ul + (uT Cryub)de | | (11)

V3

where C is the charge conjugation operator and a, b and ¢ are color indices.
Here we should mention that in the present work, first we calculate the
correlation function for A™ then with the help of the relations which we will
present next, the correlators of A=, AT and A° will be obtained using the

correlation function of the A™. After contracting out the quark pairs in Eq.
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(@) by the help of the Wick’s theorem, we obtain the following expression for
the correlation function in terms of the quark propagators
My = Seacuve [ diac™ (O (o] | {25575 5%
— 255 S 1uSa + 285 S S — 28 1S 1,8y
+ 4SS S+ Tr(3,85% 1,577 )S§
= Tr(ySy WS ™)SE = ATr(Sy 1S )SE Y [0), (12)

where S’ = CSTC and S, 4 are the full light quark propagators, which their
explicit expressions can be found in [26] 27] (see also [22] 28]). To calculate
the above correlation function, we follow the same procedure as stated in
[22, 28] and use the photon distribution amplitudes (DA’s) calculated in
[29]. For convenience, we present those DA’s in the appendix—A.

Using the expressions of the full light propagator and the photon DA’s and
separating the coefficient of the structures (¢.p)g,., (€.p)guw ¥ 4, (€.0)0uq0 ¥
and (e.p)quq, /4 for the Fy, F,, F3 and Fy, respectively, the expressions of
the correlation function from the QCD side are obtained. Separating the
coefficient of the same structures from phenomenological part and equating
these representations of the correlator, sum rules for the F; functions are
obtained. In order to suppress the contribution of the higher states and
continuum, Borel transformation with respect to the variables p3 = p? and
p? = (p+ q)? is applied. The explicit expressions for F; are given in the
appendix—B.

At the end of this section, we would like to present some relations between
the correlation functions. Our calculations show that the coefficient of any

structure in the correlation function of the At can be written in the form

1
e = —5(2eu + ) H(u,d),
(13)



where the function H(u,d) depends on the masses and condensates of the
u and d quarks and it is independent of the charge of the quarks. Our
calculations indicate that the IT2 """ can be obtained from the ITA" by the

following replacements:

1
4" = M2 (d—u) = —§eu7{(u,u),

M = A (d o ) = —é(Qed e H(d, w),

M = A% (4 = d) = —%ecﬂ-[(d, d), (14)

We consider the massless quarks, m, = my = 0, and exact SU(2) flavor
symmetry implying (@u) = (dd). Under exact SU(2) flavor symmetry,
H(u,d) = H(d,u) = H(u,u) = H(d,d) = H and the following relations

are obtained (see also [§]):

1
HAH = —§€uH,
1
" = —5(2eu+ ca),
1
HAO = —6(26d—|—6u)%,
- 1
& = —§ed”H, (15)

From above equation, by substituting the charge of the u and d quarks,
the following exact relations between theoretical parts of the correlator of A

baryons are derived:

HA+ — A :}HA++
2

m’ = o (16)



3 Numerical analysis

Present section encompasses the numerical analysis for the, magnetic dipole,
electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments of the A baryons. The
values for input parameters used in the analysis of the sum rules for the
Fi, Fy, F3 and Fy are : {(uu)(1 GeV) = (dd)(1 GeV) = —(0.243)3 GeV?,
B(1 GeV) = 0.8(uu)(1 GeV), m3(1 GeV) = (0.8 £ 0.2) GeV? [30] and f3, =
—0.0039 GeV? [29]. The value of the magnetic susceptibility was obtained
in various papers as x(1 GeV) = —3.15+ 0.3 GeV =2 [29], x(1 GeV) =
—(2.85 £ 0.5) GeV~2 [31] and x(1 GeV) = —4.4 GeV2[32]. The residue
Aa determined from mass sum rules and is taken to be Aa = 0.038 GeV3
[7, B3, 34]. From sum rules for the Fy, F,, Fy and Fy, it follows that the
photon DA’s are also needed [29]. Their explicit expressions are also given
in the appendix—A.

The sum rules for the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole and magnetic
octupole moments also contain two auxiliary parameters: Borel mass pa-
rameter M? and continuum threshold sy. The physical quantities, i.e., mag-
netic dipole, electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments, should
be independent of these parameters. The working region for M? is de-
termined requiring that the contributions of the higher states and contin-
uum are effectively suppressed. This condition is satisfied in the region
1 GeV? < M? < 1.5 GeV?2.

The dependency of the magnetic dipole moment ua, electric quadrupole
Qa and magnetic octupole Oa moments on Borel parameter M? are pre-
sented in Figs. 1-3 at fixed value of the continuum threshold sy = 4 GeV?2.
The magnetic dipole moment is presented in its natural magneton (eh/2mac)
while the electric quadrupole (Qa) and magnetic octupole (Oa) moments are

shown in fm? and fm?3, respectively. The conversion coefficient from the nat-



Figure 1: The dependence of the magnetic dipole moment pa in its natu-
ral magneton on the Borel parameter M? at fixed value of the continuum
threshold sq
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Figure 2: The dependence of the electric quadrupole Q4 in fm? on the Borel
parameter M? at fixed value of the continuum threshold sy = 4 GeV2.
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Figure 3: The same as Fig. 4, but for the magnetic octupole O in fm?.

:Z—Z. Note that, our results

ural magneton unit to the nucleon magneton is
are practically the same in the interval sy = (3.8 —4.2) GeV? for continuum
threshold. These figures present a good stability with respect to the Borel
mass parameter. We should also mention that our results practically don’t
change considering three values of the x as presented at the beginning of this
section.

Our final results on the magnetic dipole moment pa for A baryons are
presented in Table 1. The quoted errors for the values are due to the uncer-
tainties in the determination of the input parameters, the variation of M? as
well as the systematic errors in QCD sum rules approach. For comparison,
the predictions of other theoretical approaches, lattice QCD as well as the
experiment are also presented. From this Table, we see a good consistency
among the various approaches especially when we consider the errors except

the lattice QCD prediction [I5] for magnetic moment of A™.

We also depict the results of the electric quadrupole Q@A and magnetic
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H A~ ‘ AT ‘ ATt AOD
present work || —3.17 +0.85 3.174+0.85 6.34 + 1.70 0
Exp.[3] — 3.54713£1.96 +3.93 - —
Exp.[2] - - 7.34 £2.49 -
SQM[5] -3.65 3.65 7.31 0
RQMI[0] 312 3.12 6.24 0
QCDSR[7] —2.88 £0.52 2.88 £0.52 5.76 £ 1.05 0
QCDSRI[§] —2.71+0.85 2.714+0.85 5.41 £ 1.70 0
ChQSM[9] -3.69 3.48 7.06 -0.10
HBChPT[10] || —2.95 £ 0.33 2.75£0.26 6.24 +0.52 | —0.224+0.05
PQM[12] - 3.72 8.10 -
Lattice[13] —3.224+0.41 3.22+0.41 6.43 + 0.80 0
Lattice[14] —3.22+0.35 3.26 £ 0.35 6.54 £0.73 0.079
Lattice[15] —3.90 £0.25 1.27+£0.10 6.86 +0.24 | —0.046 £ 0.003
Lattice[16] - 3.04£0.21 - -
Spectator[1§] -3.54 3.29 6.71 -0.12
Table 1: Comparison of the magnetic dipole moment pa in units of its nat-
ural magneton for different approaches like static quark model (SQM) [5],
relativistic quark models (RQM) [6], QCD sum rules (QCDSR) [7, 8], Chiral

quark-soliton models (ChQSM) [9], heavy baryon Chiral perturbation theory
(HBChPT) [10], a phenomenological quark model (PQM) which nonstatic ef-
fects of pion exchange and orbital excitation are included [12], Lattice QCD
[13), 14, [15], 16] and experiment [2] B]. The presented experimental value for
AT is the average of sum data from [2].

octupole Oax moments in Table 2. In comparison, the results of the other
approaches are also presented. From this Table, we see that the values
for the electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments are very small
in comparison with the magnetic dipole moment. Our results on electric
quadrupole moments are consistent with the predictions of the constituent
quark model with configuration mixing but no exchange currents (impulse

approximation)[19] in order of magnitude, but about one order of magni-
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| | A AT | A A7

Qa(present work) || 0.014 £0.004 | —0.014 £ 0.004 | —0.028 £ 0.008 | 0
Q18] 0 0 0 0
AP 0.032 -0.032 -0.064 0
Q1] 0.119 0.119 70.238 0
Oa(present work) || 0.003 £ 0.001 | —0.003 & 0.001 | —0.006 £ 0.002 | 0
Oa[18] 0 0 0 0
Oa20] 0.012 20.012 20.024 0

Table 2: Results for the electric quadrupole QA in fm? and magnetic oc-
tupole On moments in fm? in different approaches: LCSR(present work),
spectator quark model([I8]), constituent quark model with configuration
mixing but no exchange currents (impulse approximation), constituent quark
model with exchange currents but no configuration mixing [19] and non-
covariant quark model [20].

tude smaller than the predictions of constituent quark model with exchange
currents but no configuration mixing [19]. The [I8] predicts no electric
quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments for A baryons. Our results
on the magnetic octupole moments for these baryons are about four times
smaller than the predictions of the non-covariant quark model [20]. The neg-
ative sign in the value of the quadrupole and octupole moments of A* shows
that the quadrupole and octupole distributions are oblate and have the same
geometric shape as the charge distribution.

In conclusion, due to the very short life time, a direct measurement on
the electromagnetic moments of A systems is almost not possible in the ex-
periment and can only be done indirectly in a three-step process, where they
are created, emit a low-energy photon and then decay. Although only for
A1 and ATT systems there are some data, the theoretical, phenomenological

and lattice calculations could play very important role. In present work, we
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computed the magnetic dipole, electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole
moments of these baryons in the framework of the light cone QCD sum rules
and compared their results with the predictions of the other phenomenologi-
cal models, lattice QCD as well as the existing experimental data. The results
depict that the electric quadrupole and magnetic octupole moments are very

small in comparison with the magnetic dipole moment of these baryons.
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Appendix A

The matrix elements used in the calculations are given in terms of the photon

distribution amplitudes (DA’s) as follows [29]:

@010 = —iesta(ent, ~ ) [ aue (e, 0) + T
—ﬁ@emw {xu (»SM — qMZ—i) — (eu — qé—i)] /0 1 due™ " h. (u)

V(@) 7(2)7,4(0)]0) = eqf, ( - qq—j) / ey ()
@I O) = ~Jerfsnemane’a"s” [ duc™ye(a

(0 @10()5: G (v2)a0)10) = —iey(0) (4, — 200, [ Dese @S )
(10)[a(e)9.Giva (v)a(O)10) = ~iey a0} (1, — 51,) [ D0 S(ar)
V(@) 2(2)9:G v (v2)712754(0)[0) = €qfsGa(Endy — €0G,) / Da;e' 7000 A( ;)
(109G (0270 0)]0) = €uitalt, — 20) [ Daie sty (e

(V(D)@(2)00595Gw (v2)q(0)|0) = eq(qq) {[<5u_9u ) (gau_qix(QQzu+Qan)) qs

{ .
1
Ea — qO! v — q_ QVzﬁ + QBxV qM
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1
(56 - Qﬁ_) (gua - q_x(qua + Qqu>) v

1 o
+ (85 — QQ—) <gya — q—(q,,xa + qax,,)) qu} /’Daiel(aq+vag)4m7—2(ai>

1
_x(qﬂx’/ qu#)(gaQB €840 /Da eilagtvag) ql‘7§( )

1

—l— (qa:L'B qﬁza)({—:uqy vy /Da el (agtvayg) QxT (Oéz)} ’ (Al)

where, x is the magnetic susceptibility of the quarks, ¢, (u) is the leading
twist 2, " (u), ¥*(u), Aand V are the twist 3 and h,(u), A, 7; (i =1, 2, 3, 4)

are the twist 4 photon DA’s, respectively. The measure Dqy; is defined as

1 1 1
0 0 0

The explicit expressions of the photon distribution amplitudes (DA’s)
with different twists are [29)]:

3

r(w) = Gui (14 ¢2(w)C3 (u—1))

P(u) = 3(3(2u—1%-1)+ 3 (15w) —5w?) (3 = 30(2u — 1)* + 35(2u — 1)*)

64
P(u) = (1—(2u—1)?) (5(2u—1)* —1) g <1 + %wy - 13—6w,‘;‘) :
A(a;) = 3600q040; (1 + w; 1(7ag - 3))
V() = 540w (o — ag)gigerr,
ho(u) = —10(1+26") CF (u — ),
A(u) = 40u*@® (3k — kT +1)

+8(¢ — 3¢) [uu(2 + 13ua)

+ 2u*(10 — 15u + 6u*) In(u) + 2a*(10 — 15a + 6u°) In(a)] ,
Tilew) = —120(3¢ + () (g — ag)agagay,
To(ei) = 300g(aq — ag) (k= &%) + (G = (1 = 2a) + G2(3 — day))
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Ta(ei) = —120(3¢ — () (ag — ag)agagay,
Tilow) = 3002(og — ) (5 + £7) + (G + G (1= 2ay) + (3 — 4ay)) |
S(o;) = 30@3{(% + ) (1= ay) + (G + G (1 — ay) (1 —2ay)
+ GlBlag — ag)® — ay(1—ay)l},
Sleq) = =3005{(k — £7)(1 = ag) + (G — (1 — ay)(1 — 20)

+ Gf3(ag — O‘q)2 —ag(1 —ag)l} (A.3)

The constants appearing in the above wave functions are given as [29)]:
@2l GeV) = 0, w) = 38+18 w) = -21+£1.0, k = 02, k* = 0,
(1=04,(6=03,¢ =0and ¢ =0.

Appendix B

In this appendix, we present the explicit expressions for the functions, F(0),
FQ(O), Fg(O) and F4(O)

1 mA - [ M?*[12E,(x)M? — 5Eq(x)m3]
F 2 = = ———eM2 0
(g 0) 2mA)\2A€ ( Cu { {dd) [ 272

— 2R MM — 15}

M?[3E, () M?(8 — 15¢;) — 10Ey(x)m2]
272

+  (uw) [

- 82_1f37{54E0(x)M2 — 15mZ " (uo) } } +eq { (dd)

M?[12E,(x)M? — 5Ey(x)m?]
27m2

+ (uu) [

_ 82_1ﬁw{54Eo(x)z\42 — 15mg 1" (uo) ] } ) :

2 2 2
2 _ . ma ™3 - [ bm§ — 10Ey(x) M
Fy(¢°=0) = _—>‘2A e M2 (eu{ (dd) [ 51672
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- |: _ 5E1(£L’)M4C1 :|
1272



f3~/
324 M?

{112 — 3602}y (uo) }

21672
219 + 4110 + 24¢3) — 9Eo(x) M*A(ug + 12E; (z) My, (uo)]

3;; 742 {11m2 — 36 M*}9*(uo) ] }

[ 5m2 — 18Ey(z)M?
ed{ <“u>{ : 2167rg< :

) 1
() [ ———[5mg + 6 Eo(x) M?(—3 + 2n3 + 604 — 815 + 215 — 477 — 8ng

f3'y
324 M?

{11m2 — 36 M*}9*(ug) ]

_ M2
(dd) [ @[4%(%)(7}3 + 314 — 4ns 4+ e — 217 — 4ns

N + 2110 + 12¢3) — 3Eo(2) M?A(ug + 4Ey (z) M* ., (ug)] + } } ) ,(B.2)

2mA2 ﬁ (6 { —E1($)M4(UO — 1)U0

e M2
A 1274

Eo(z)M?
% { 101 — 8my1 — 8m + 4 (1 — 2ug) — ¥ (up) }
4 ~ _ ) ,
SIf (au) ((uu) + (dd)) [ — 10macs + 6 M?(6¢3 + 3&; + 4& — &3) } }

e —El(x)M4(U0 — 1)ug
d 244

Ey(z)M?
% [ 10m; — 8mi1 — 8mo + 42 (1 — 2ug) — 9*(uo) }
4 -
W(ﬂ@(dd) { — 10m2Cs + 6M2(6Cs + 361 + 4E> — &) } } ) (B3)

477’L2A2 6771\1172% ( e —E1($)M4(U0 - 1)Ug
A% 8t
fay Eo(x) M?

. 1872 8(n1 +1m2) — 12C2“(2) + 8ug(m — 311 — 2 + (2)
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+  (uo — 2)uoy*(uo) }

ﬁ(u@(@@ + (dd)) {— 10mZugCs + 12M2(1 + 3ugCs -+ £ _53)} }

—Ei(2)M*(ug — 1)u?
T { 1674

2
+ (UO—Q)UoW(Uo)]
b g @) | 10mbune — 1202 GuG 6 - &) | ). B

where, the functions entering the above equations are given as
1
ni = /DQZ/ d’Ufi(Oéi)(S(Oéq +’UOég — Uo),
0
1
& = /Dai/ dvg;(a;)8(oy + vay — uyp),
X 0
up
o 2k
Eyz) = 1-¢") - (B.5)
k=0

and fi() = Ala), falai) = vA(w), fa(a) = S(w), falew) = S(ai),
filai) = v8(n), folai) = galaw) = Talaw), frlaw) = vTalas), fs(ow) =
vT3(qi), folaw) = gs(aw) = Ta(cw), fio(ai) = vTa(ci), fii(cw) = vV (),
gi(ai) = Ti(a), ha(u) = hy(u), ho(u) = ¢"(u) and hy(u) = (v — uo)h,(u)
are the photon distribution amplitudes. Note that, in the above equations,

x = s9/M?, v = 1—v and the Borel parameter M? is defined as M? = 1\2{2124:\53

2
ﬁ. Since the masses of the initial and final baryons are the

same, we will set M? = M3 and ug = 1/2.

and ug =
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