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S} Abstract

o Using 805 pb? of e"e~ annihilation data taken with the CLEO-c detectog€3770), /s = 3770 MeV, we report the first measure-
ments of the electromagnetic form factors of th =0, =+, 20, =, andQ~ hyperons for the large timelike momentum transfer

"5 of |Q% = 142 Ge\2. The form factors for the dlierent hyperons are found to vary by nearly a factor two. Itoisnfl that

O IGm(A9)] = 1.66(24)x |Gw(Z)|. TheA® and=® hyperons have the samids quark content, but dier in their isospin, and therefore
the spin of theud quark pair. It is suggested that the spatial correlatiorigdby the singlet spin—isospin configuration in th&is

(O an example of strong diquark correlations in #f& as anticipated by #& and Wilczek. Improved measurements of the branching

() fractions ofy(2S) — pp and hyperon—antihyperon pairs are also reported.

—

Electromagnetic form factors of hadrons at large momentunin 1977, Kdrner and Kurodal[5] made predictionsedé™ —

1 transfer provide valuable insight into their quark-gludrus-  y* — BB cross sections for nucleons and hyperons for timelike
ture. However, except for the proton and the neutron, forrmomentum transfers ranging from threshold@d| = 16 Ge\?
factors of none of the other baryons have been measured it the framework of the Generalized Vector Dominance Model

£Iarge enough momentum transfers to provide a sensitive l0oiGVDM). These predictions were not constrained by any ex-
into their inner structure. perimental measurements and turn out to be factors 10 to 80
<« . In 1961 Cabibbo and Gatto![1] first proposed that the electarger than what we measure in this paper. Recently, Dalkaro
> tromagnetic form factors of hadrons can be studied'ey an- et al. [6] have made predictions of form factors of ffeandx
nihilation for timelike momentum transfer? < 0, by mea- for momentum transfers from threshold{ = |Q| ~ 2.4 GeV,
suring hadron pair-production cross sections. They adedca or |Q? ~ 5.8 Ge\?, using a phenomenological model for the
™ the measurement of the form factors of nucleons and “stfangebaryon-antibaryon interaction.
OO. baryons,B = p, A, X, andE, even before their quark struc-  Prior to the measurements reported in this letter, only two
O ture was realized, by measuringe*e” — BB). In the present experimental measurements of hyperon pair productiorscros
=1 context of QCD and the quark-gluon structure of hadrons, isections and form factors existed in the literature. In 1990
is particularly interesting to measure form factors of hyms  DM2 [[7] reported upper limits for the cross sections, of
_ . Which may be expected to reveal thiéeets ofSU(3) breaking,  ;(gte~ — on‘)’ Eogo’ and Aogo) at VS = 2.4 GeV, or
> assuccessively one, two, and three of thelopn quarksinthe |2 = 58 Ge\2. The only other measurement was made in
< hucleon are replaced by strange quarksNnX), =, and<2, re- 2007 by BaBar|[8] using the method of initial state radiation
e ehancec s SIOE TMA! (5% toprockcn?X, S andh"S pas o el
sureme,nts This mome‘ntum transfer corresponds to a spati ~ 3 GeV, 0rlQ?] = 9 GeV~. Good statistical precision was
resolution 6f~ 0.05 fm and provides deep insight into possi- tained near threshold,_ but because of the very rape)'¢
) . fall-off of the cross sections, b@? ~ 9 Ge\?, only upper
ble short-range correlations between the quarks. Amorggthe limits could be set.
the most important are diquark correlations, which havenbee In this Letter. we report measurements of the form factors of
extensively discussed in the pést [2], and whose importance . ’ b 20 w0 vt — —0 _
low-energy QCD dyamics has been more recently emphasiz%:cs]arged. and_ neutral hyperoris= A% X", %%, E°, 2%, andQ
or the timelike momentum transfer ¢®? = 14.2 Ge\? [9].

by .‘]éfe 3] and Wilczeki[4]. The dferences in qua_rk configu- These measurements constitute the world’s first measutemen
rations between éierent hyperons make them an ideal labora- . .
of hyperon form factors with good precision and for a large

tory to study such correlations, a dramatic example of wkch
momentum transfer.

. . . 0

ggoﬁ/;,%i(:obnﬁtgs ii/ceta?(fa:jsionsfr:g ﬂg;ﬁiﬁgﬁ’g@g?ﬁp;gd We use data taken with the CLEO-c detector, Which has been

Theoretical studies of hyperon form factors are very scarcedescnbed elsewhere [10], 4(3770), Vs = 3.77 GeV, with the
integrated luminosity” = 805 pbr'. In order to use data taken

aty/(3770) to determine hyperon form factors it is necessary to
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the resonance. We do so by using the pQCD prediction thad—0.81) or “good endcap” (cas= 0.85-0.93) regions that do
the hadronic and leptonic decays/dhS) states scale similarly not contain one of the few noisy calorimeter cells, are irst®n
with the principle quantum number. This relation was suc- tent with the projection of a charged particle track, andehav
cessfully used by us recently to measure form factors ofgiontransverse energy deposition consistent with that of artrele
and kaons at thg(3770) andy(4160) [11]. In the present case, magnetic shower. We reconstruét— yy decays by requiring
it leads to that photon candidate pairs have mass withino3 the known
M(x%), and then kinematically fitting them tol(z°). The n°

B(¥(3770)— gluons— hyperons) candidates are initially assumed to originate from therade

B(I/¢, ¥(2S) — gluons— hyperons) tion point, however ther® candidates used to reconstrit
_ _B(y(3770)— y" — electrons) (1) and=° candidates are refit with the assumption that they origi-
B/, ¥ (2S) — y* — electrons) nate at the decay vertex of their parent hyperon.

Using the measured branching fractions for thiy, We identify primary hyperons by requiring that their decay

w(2S) [12], and the present work, we find th&(y(3770) — vertex be displaced from the interaction pointhy2 mm, and
hyperons),< 4% 10~ for all hypero,ns and they lead to the ex- that their mass be withind of its nominal value forA®, and
pected number of events3lp, 0.9 A° ’022+ 50 =- 0,050 within 30 of its nominal value for all other hyperons. For those

: . A 0 i . )
and 003 Q™ for resonance decays of t#€3770) in the present hypl)ler?trgsc\j/vthlc.:th decay mltoza ' eac(;v.\ caandztte 'i kinemat
measurements. In other words, the contributions of strang d |caty ' ? of stno:jnlr;a mafss anthls_r(:qwr(:_ 0 a'wtetz yineca
cays are negligibly small in all decays, and the observedtsve vertex at a greater distance from the interaction point tha

; _ . f the primary hyperon.
at 4/s = 3770 MeV arise from the decagse™ — v* — BB. 0 o . . -
We also use CLEO-c data taken at th2S), Vs = The A” hyperons are reconstructed by kinematically fitting

3.686 GeV, with luminosity = 48 plr?, which corresponds to two oppositely charged tracks to a common vertex. The higher

N(¥(2S)) = 245 x 10°, to measure the branching fractions for momentum tra_ck Is identified as a p_roton, and the lower mo-
the decays/(2S) — BB. The large yield from resonance pro- mentum track is assumed to be a pion. TBhehyperons are

—_ i i 4 i 0
duction of BB pairs from the)(2S) enables us to test the quality rec%qjtrtucted by }:_(t)mbmmg prg]totn ;wﬁﬁcand:‘dart;s. The
of our event selection criteria, and to determine contridmsto cant laa eds are refl Sss%mlq?] tha ety cotmfe ro - ng
systematic uncertainties. vertex and are combined wi e proton to form Btecandi-

date.
For decays at both thg(2S) andy/(3770) we reconstruct the o - .
hyperons in their following major decay modes (with branch- Thex” hyperons are reconstructed by combining‘ecandi-

. . : : _ date with a photon candidate. The photon candidate is redjuir
ng fractloons [12] “Stoed n %arenthesesi).o N %ﬂ (63.9%), to have an epnergy greater than 50 I\EI)eV We séféa:tandid;?:]s
¥t — pr” (51.6%),2° —» A% (100%),=~ — A7 (99.9%), ] . i .
20— A% (99.5%),Q- — A%K~ (67.8%). We find that re- ggl%;);/sr[efzﬁlrmg their masses to be withio- ®f the nominal

The=" andQ- hyperons are reconstructed by combining a
A° candidate with a charged track identifiedasandK™, re-

constructing back-to-back hyperons and anti-hyperonsseho
decay vertices are separated from the interaction pointtges
in essentially background free spectra, as described ildet )
below. spectively. .
Charged particles are required to hawess| < 0.93, where The 2° hyperons are reconstructed similarly to te hy-
¢ is the polar angle with respect to tiee beam. We iden- Peron, with the proton replaced by candidate.
tify charged hadrons using the energy loss in the drift chemb _Having identified single baryons, we construct #ie” —
(dE/dx), and the log-likelihood.R'“H, information from the BB baryon-antibaryon pair events which are produced at rest.
RICH detector. We use the combined likelihood variable, forTo reconstruct these events, we select baryon-antibargios p
particle hypothesdsj = r, K, p, with a total momentum ok 50 MeV. If an event has multiple
RICH AE/dx\2 RICH dE/dx\2 baryon—antibaryon pair candidates that pass these aritesa
ALij = 2L+ (Y = [2In LT R takgthe pairwit)rll th:smallest total momeeltum. This eliréna
We identify protons by requiring that the measured properbackgrounds from events with additional particles, anddgie
ties of the charged particle be more like a proton than eithean essentially background-free sample of events.
a charged pion or kaon, i.&AL,, < 0 andALyk < 0. Kaons To determine the reconstructioffieiency of the above event
from the decayQ~ — AYK~ suffer from a large combinato- selections, we generate Monte Carlo events using a GEANT-
rial background, and we requireLx, < -9 andALxp < —9.  based detector simulation. For the decayyg2S) to spin—
For thepp final state, proton event selection includes muon re-1/2 baryon pairs 4, X, =), we generate events with the ex-
jection and smaller acceptandepsd| < 0.8, as described in pected angular distribution of 4+ cos 6. For the spin—2
Ref. [11]. To eliminate potential backgrounds from eleap Q™ hyperon, we generate events with the angular distribution
we use the variabl&cc/p, wherep is the track momentum [sin %(1 + 3co9) + cosg(l — 3 cow)]? expected for spin 1>
measured in the drift chamber, aBdc is the shower energy 3/2+ 3/2.
in the calorimeter associated with the track. Electronsehav As mentioned earlier, because the resonance decays
Ecc/p ~ 1, and we require protons to hakgc/p < 0.85. ¥(2S) — BB have large yields, they are best suited to illustrate
Any number of photons are allowed in an event. Photon canthe intermediate steps in our analysis. The first step isen-id
didates are calorimeter showers in the “good barrel” gces tify single hyperons as described before. The second step co
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and find them to be: 0.1% in the signal region, and therefore

E 70F + .. . . .
gigz @ A’ S oot ® 2| 100 @2 negligible. We define the signal region %6B) = 0.99- 1.01,
S 200k S ig @ zg with numbers of events in it d¥yae We estimate the number
%Zoo» 230, § 10 of events,Ng, due to form factor contribution under the peaks
G 100 3 ig G 29 : by extrapolating the form factor we measure/é8770), tak-
S8 1 TooTon s ose 1 o Tos dseoss 1 Tor Tos ing account of luminosi y an iency erences, an e
& i P P t of | t dfiec difi d th
250 X(\) X(E) 18 X(=) expected §/s)*° variation of the form factor. We calculate the
ook @@= 838’ ©=° ale ®mQ radiative correction, (% ¢), using the method of Bonneau and
S Solt Shp i 3 i — ithin 19
S 150t S25 siz Martin [13]. We obtain (1 6) = 0.77 within 1% for all baryons
2100 1 g2 2 2 at both they(2S) andy(3770). The Born cross sections are cal-
e il g1t 3q culated agrg = (Nuata—Nir)/es L(4/(2S)) (1+6), and the branch-
i, T T R SO A A D ing fractions asB(y(2S BB) = (Ngata— N N(¥(2S)).
0(?96 098 1 1.02 1.04 &96 098 1 1.02 1.04 &96 098 1 1.02 1.04 g (w( ) - ) ( data ﬁ)/EB (lﬂ( ))

X() X(=% X(@) The results_ are summarized in Talple 1, including those for
¥(2S) — pp. The first uncertainties iorg and$ are statistical,
and the second uncertainties are estimates of systemate-un

Figure 1: Distributions of baryon—antibaryon events acfion of, X(B) = tainties as described below. Our results forji2S) branching
(E(B) + E(B))/ /s, in ¥(2S) data. The vertical lines indicate the signal region fractions are in agreement with the PDG averalgés [12] and pre
X =099~ 101 vious small luminosity CLEO results [14], and have gengrall
smaller errors. Fid.12 illustrates the distributionspf events

g:;‘gg:(a) v(2S) gl;g:“’) v(3770) for (a) w(2S) — pp, anEI. (b) at they(3770). In Fig[2(b), the
S000 Siook Ve ISR yield ofy(2S) — ppis also shown.
2 soof % 8of We apply the same event selections to the decays at the
£ 600 ceop Ji ¥(3770) as we do for(2S) decays. TheX(B) distributions
Shiu] Sk VA for decays at the/(3770) are shown in Fig.]3. Clear peaks
ghestatisd ol e are seen for each decay mode with yields ranging from 105 for
X(p) X(p) AOXO to 3 forQ"Q'. The few events seen in the neighbor-

hood ofX ~ 0.98 are consistent in number with being from the
decay of they(2S) populated by initial state radiation (ISR).
Figure 2: Shows event distribution(p) = [E(p) + E(p)l/ VSfor (2)¥(2S) = The number of eventd\, in the regionX(B) = 0.99 - 1.01,

pp, and (b)pp decays a#/(3770). Allowed total momentum has been increased . Lo =
from < 50 MeV to< 150 MeV in order to show clearly the contribution from are used to calculate the cross SeCtlon%ée e - BB) -

¥(2S) ISR excitation aty’s = 3770 MeV. Ng/(1 + 6)es L(3770), whereeg are the MC-determinedfie
ciencies atys = 3770 MeV, (1+ 6§) = 0.77 is the radia-
tive correction, and£(3770) = 805 pb! is the luminosity at

25F 0 16F + 12F 0
S @ A g o= 814 ©Z \/s= 3770 M_eV.
S S 1o S g For the spin—f2 baryons, the proton and the hyperdn<,
£ 10 g 3 g9 andZz, the well known relation between the cross sections and
3 s : sS4 S 2 0 the magnetic form factoG?,(s)l, and the electric form factor
Pos0.98 ioﬁu‘)z e edss 1 torioe  woss 1 O1.62 T.04 |GE(S)| is
X(A%) X(=") X(z")
25F — 8f 0 5F . 5
0 @= | vt ©= | w M Q B 4raBe B 2 B2
8 20} g o g4 of = IGRM(9P + (2mB/9IGE(IP]  (2)
2 = P 0 3s M B E
2 15F Z 5 I 3
8 st g 2 g4 where« is the fine structure constargg is the velocity of
P&sdos 1 torton @950.58' T ThrThe  Pesoss 1 1o51on the baryon in the center-of-mass system, amgis its mass.

NED) X(=%) X(Q) The statistics of the present measurements do not allow us

to determine|GE,,| and |GE| separately. We therefore evalu-

Figure 3: Distributions of baryon-antibaryon scaled epeX(B) = [E(B) + ate lGEA(S)' under two commonly used extreme assumptions,

E(gl§)]/\/§, in vs = 3770 Meil/ data. Thi/a vertical IinZs indicate the signal |GE(S)|/|GB|’\3/|(S)| =0 Emd 1. The resu_lts gorrespondlng 0

regionX = 0.99— 1.01. IGEl = IGy| are shown in Tablgl2. Thefeciencies for théGy|
and|Gg| components are determined assuming dos 6 and
sir? 6 angular distributions, respectively. In Fig. 4, we alsatplo

sists of constructing baryon—antibaryon pairs. The distions  the values 0fGE‘,,| derived with the assumptidﬁ;El = 0. They

of the resultingBB pairs is shown in Fig.]1 fog(2S) decays are between 10% and 15% larger than those obtained with the

as a function oX(B) = [E(B) + E(B)]/ V'S, which should peak assumptionGE| = [GE,|.

at X(B) = 1. Clear peaks are seen for all decays with essen- For the spin—2 Q~, there are four form factor&go, Ge,

tially no background. We have studied large samples of gener Gy, andGyz [15]. Following Korner and Kuroda [5], Eq. 2

MC data to determine potential backgrounds from other decayis valid if it is understood tha{GF| includes the contribu-

3



N

e (%)

o (pb)

Bx10*

p | 4475(78) 16.0(10)

B Naata

A® | 1901(44)
30 | 439(21)
T+ | 281(17)
= | 548(23)
=0 | 112(11)
Q| 27(5)

7.9(7)
1.1(3)
2.2(3)
2.9(4)
0.4(2)
0.2(1)

63.1
20.7
7.96
4.54
8.37
2.26
2.32

196(3)(12) .0B(5)(18)
247(6)(15) .75(9)(23)
148(7)(11) .25(11)(16)
165(10)(11) .31(15)(16)
176(8)(13) .65(12)(20)
135(13)(10) .G2(19)(15)

31(6)(3)

.87(9)(5)

Table 1: Cross section and branching fraction results/(86) — BB.

B MB Ng eg, % O'g, pb |Gl,\3/||><102

p 279 | 215(15) 713 046(3)(3) 083(3)(Q)
A° —061]105(10) 211 080(8)(5) 118(6)(4)
0 (0.79)| 15(4) 836 029(7)(2)  071(9)(3)
St 246 | 29(5) 468 099(18)(6) 132(13)(4)
== —065| 38(6) 869 Q71(11)(5) 114(9)(4)
=0 -125| 528 230 035j§:i§(3) 081(21)(3)
Q- -202| 32 204 016953(2) 064'02(3)

Table 2: Results for proton and hyperon form factor$Qff = 142 Ge\?,

assumingGE| = |GB|. The known uncertainties ing are all less thar2%.

Since no modern theoretical predictions for timelike form
factors of hyperons at large momentum transfers exist, we ca
only discuss our experimental results qualitatively. &wlhg
are the main observations:

(@) Thee*e” — y* — BB cross sections in Tablg 2 are 150
to 500 times smaller than the resonance cross sections in
Table[1, as was expected on the basis of Eq. 1. Clearly,
larger statistics measurements of the form factors would
be highly desirable.

(b) As illustrated in Figl#, except fdGyu(Z°)|, the measured
values of|GE | vary by approximately a factor two. The
pattern ofSU(3) breaking is not obvious, except that we
do observe that there is monotonic decrease in the form
factors as the number of strange quarks increases from one
in theX*, to two in theE, to three in the)~.

(c) Itis common practice to quote spacelike form factors for
protons a@f,,(s)/upl, based on normalization g?| = 0.
For timelike momentum transfers, no such relation be-
tweenug and|GE | is expected, and none appears to exist,
with ug as listed in Tablg]2.

The magnetic moment f@° is based on the PDG fit to quark model predictions The most significant result of the present measurementsis th
for the hyperond [12].

A% X°

uds

uud

uds

Figure 4: Magnetic form factor&E | x 102 for proton and hyperons fd@?| =
14.2 Ge\A. The closed circles correspond to the assumptkm = |GE|, and

the open circles to the assumptiKBEl =0.

IGm(A9)] is a factor 166(24) larger thaiGy (Z°)|, although the
A% andx? have the samads quark content. We note that the
3% andA® differ in their isospin, witH (%) = 1, andI(A°) = 0.
Since only up and down quarks carry isospin, this implies tha
the pair of updown quarks in theA® and ° have diterent
isospin configurations. This forcedi@irent spin configurations
for the ud quarks in theA® andX0. In the A° the ud quarks
have antiparallel spins coupled$o= 0, whereas in thg° they
couple toS = 1. The spatial overlap in th® = O configura-
tion in the A% is stronger than in th8 = 1 configuration in the
x0. This interpretation is further supported by the fact tmat i
contrast toGy (%), Gu(Z*) = 1.32(13) is essentially equal to
Gm(A% = 1.18(7). Unlike theS = 1 coupledud quarks inx°,
in £* the overall space, spin, and isospin antisymmetrization
forces to the two likeiu quarks toS = 0, like theud quarks in
isospin zeraA® leading toGy(Z*) ~ Gu(A®). Our measure-
ments at larggQ?| are particularly sensitive to such short range
correlations.

It is interesting to note that in a measurement of production
of A? andX® with polarized photons, Bradford et al. [16] had

tions of both magnetic quadrupole and octopole form fagtorsobserved large flierences in polarization observables\fand
and|GE| includes the contributions of both electric dipole and=°, and without explicitly attributing them to diquark corael

quadrupole form factors.

tions, had noted that “the filerences were perhaps not surpris-

We evaluate systematic uncertainties due to various seurcéng since the spin structure of t8 andA are diferent.”

for each hyperon pair, and add the contributions from the dif

Recently, J&e [3] and Wilczek|[4] have emphasized the im-

ferent sources together in quadrature. The uncertaintiesal  portance of diquark correlations in low-energy QCD dynam-
particle reconstruction are 1% per charged particle, 2%yper ics, and have pointed out that for the non-strange quarkiathe
2% pern®, and 1% per hyperon. There are additional uncertainvorable diquark configuration with attraction is the spnspin

ties of 2% pemp andK due to the use of RICH artE/dx infor-
mation. Other systematic uncertainties are 2% {@(2S)), 1%

singlet, making what Wilczek calls a “good” diquark in thé
as opposed to the repulsive spin-isospin triplet configoman

in £(+/s = 3770), and 0.2% in the radiative correction. Thesethe =°. This results in a significantly larger cross section for

systematic uncertainties total 6.1% faf, 7.3% forx?, 6,4%

for £+, 7.5% for=-, 7.3% for=?, and 10.2% fo€)".

the formation of theA® thanx?, as anticipated by Selem and
Wilczek [4]. We measure(A%)/o (2% ~ 3, and this results in



the factor 1.66 larger form factor for th&” thanx®. We find
that our observation of the largefidirence between the form
factors of theA® andx® can be attributed to the “good” diquark
correlation in theA°.

This investigation was done using CLEO data, and as mem-
bers of the former CLEO Collaboration we thank it for this/pri
ilege. This research was supported by the U.S. Department of
Energy. The authors also wish to thank Professors G. Miller,
S. Brodsky, and W. Roberts for helpful comments.
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