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P -wave pentaquarksw ith strangeness+ 1, I = 0 and J°

= 1=2" are studied in the non-relativistic

quark m odelw ith instanton induced interaction (III).W e present theirm ass splittings and orbital-
soin—isospin-color structures. It is found that decom positions of the wave fiinctions are sensitive to
IIT, while the m ass splittings are insensitive. The decay of the lowest energy pentaquark, *, is
found to be suppressed when the contribution of IIT is increased. Its wave function is dom inated by

Ja eW ilczek-type con guration at large ITT.

PACS numbers: 1420.c, 12.39M k, 12.39.Jh, 12.38 Lg

I. NTRODUCTION

* (1540) was discovered in 2003 at SPring-8 [L].
Follow -up experin entsand reanalysesofold data clain ed
to con m the existence of * . On the otherhand, there
have appeared som e experin ental results which show no
signs of * . Untilnow, the existence of * is contro—
versial rQ]. Peaks corresponding to and ! were
also reported but still unconvincing. T he experim ental
results of * show that them ass is about 1540M &V , the
upper lin it ofthew idth isa few M €V, the isospln I = O,
the baryon numberB = + 1 and the strangenessS = + 1.
Since them inim alquark com ponent of * isuudds, *
is called \pentaquark". The spin and the parity of *
have not been determ ined yet. In this work, we con—
sider the case in which the spin and the parity of * are
J° = 1=2* {,41.

The mass of ' has been jnvest:'gated based on
the quark m odel E § -_’2 4, .9, ,;Lg :_1]_, 14,
the QCD sum mule fis, :16, .17 :18‘ and the ]atthe
ocp 9,24,21,53, 23",24 55]. M ost ofthem predict the
m ass ismuch larger than the observed one / 1540M &€V .
W e, how ever, em ploy non-relativistic quark m odelin this
work and do not attem pt to reproduce absolute m asses
of pentaquarks. In the non-relativistic quark m odel, ab—
solute m asses of ordinary m eson and baryons are often
adjasted to the ground state. The m ass splittings com e
mainly from the hyper ne interactions, eyg: one-glion
exchange Interaction and instanton induced interaction
(I1D) .

The observed width of is unexpectedly narrow,
considering that the decay of requires no pair cre—
ation. Attem pts have been m ade to explain the width
based on the quark m odel 6,27, 28] and the QCD sum
rnule 1_2-55, :_5(_5, :_?:J_:, :_3-2_1'] H owever, m ost of them suggest that
the centrifigal barrier and the symm etry properties of
the orbitalspin— avor-color wave function can not m ake

the width as narrow as a few M €V . Furthem ore, such
choices of the wave fiinction, which are expected to give
a an allw idth, seem quitearti cial. In thiswork, wepoint
out that the instanton plays an im portant role, and IIT
explains why such choices are favorabl. A s a resul, IIT
is shown to m ake the width of * narrower.

T he instanton is a classical solution of the Yang-M ills
equation in the Euclidean space t_B-Q;], which is one of the
m ost in portant non-perturbative e ects n Q CD . Im por-
tance of instantons in low -energy hadron phenom ena can
be seen from the Up (1) symm etry breaking. It is well
known that the largem ass of ° indicates that the U, (1)
isbroken due to anom aly but not by spontaneous sym m e~
try breaking B4 Tt is suggested that the anom aly com es
from the instanton in the Q CD vacuum 1;3-!_5, :_3-§]. Instan—
ton induced interaction (III) is an e ective Inter-quark
interaction through the zero m odes of the light quarks
around an instanton B]'] IIIm akesthem assof ° heavy,
thus reproduces the low -lyingm eson spectrum . E ectsof
I orthem assof * have been investigated [, 18, 38],
but they study only lin ted cases. W e treat all the P —
wave states and study the decay of * also.

In section IT, we show our quark m odel H am iltonian
and enum erate allthe P -w ave states and discuss the con—
nections between the hyper ne interactions and the de—
cay widths. In section -]It we show the results of the
pentaquark m asses and w dths. In section 'IV., we give a
conclusion and an outlook.

II. FORM A LISM
A . H am iltonian

Ham iltonian of the non-relativistic quark m odel t_B-S_i
given by

2
Xpi

. 2m g
1

H=Mg+ + Veone + Hurp s 1)

whereM ( isa constant termm . m ; is the constituent m ass
of the i-th quark (340M &V for u;d and 500M &V for s),
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and p; is the m om entum of the i-th quark. Veon s is the
con nem ent potential. H g ¢ is the hyper ne interaction.

The con nem ent potential for the pentaquark con gu-—
rations hasbeen studied in the lattice Q CD recently W¥G].
The result show s string-like potential according to the
colorcon gurations. W eem ploy a sin plertw o-body type
potential because vebody potential is m uch harder to
treat. W e use the ham onic oscillator potential:

X 1
Veont = EK ¥

i< j

2 5; @)

where K is a constant. #; is the coordinate of the i-th
quark. T he ham onic oscillator potential can be used to
reproduce the excited baryon soectrum 59', :_41]_:] The re—
sults seem not sensitive to the choice of con nem ent for
the hadron spectrum . W e assum e that the kinetic term
is SU @) symm etric for sim plicity. A s a resul, the or-
bitalwave functions, w hich are the 1hw states ofthe har-
m onic oscillator potential, are SU (3)r symm etric. It is
known that the SU (3)r breaking e ects from the kinetic
tem and the wave fiinction are sm aller than those from
the hyper ne interactions t_B-&i:] T he relative S -w ave state
of twodbody is descrbed by 3% b 3?2 exp =217,
where is relative coordinate:
the size param eter: b= GK m
T he hyper ne Interactions that we use are given by

=¥ m»F 2andbis
)1:4.

Hur = 0 Prr1)Hoge + PrrzHrre + PrrrH 1765 3)
where Hogg 1Is the oneglion-exchange interaction
©OGE) @2_3] Hirrer and Hipe) are the twobody and
threebody tem s of ITI, respectively [_4;%] P17 is a pa—
ram eter which represents the portion of the hyper ne
splittings originated from IIT. The hyper ne splittings
come only from OGE at Prrr = 0, while they com e en—
tirely from IITatPrrr = 1.
The spin—-spin term of O GE is given by
X
Hoge = Vi Dy) § 53 % @)

i< j

where Vjj is the strength of the interaction between the
i-th quark and j+th quark, / @mm;) * . % isthe color
SU (3) GelkM ann m atrix forthe i~th quark. Forthe anti-
quark, tmeans 9 . ¢ isthespin SU 2) Paulim atrix
for the i-th quark. Since OGE is the contact interac—
tion, only relative S-wave pairsarea ected. OGE repro—
duces the baryon and the m eson spectra except for the
pseudo-scalarm esons. W e determ ine Vi3 phenom enolog—
ically. However, it is known that Vi; is quite large if
Prrr = 0 com pared w ith that expected from QCD . It is
favorable that IIT can reduce the contribution from O GE
to the hyper ne Interaction.

W e introduce ITI so that the spectrum of the pseudo—
scalar m eson also is reproduced. A s a resul, low-lying
hadron spectrum is reproduced. Since the average size of
nstantons, 1/3 fm, is sn aller than that of the hadrons,

FIG . 1l: The threebody interaction am ong u;d and s (left)
and the two-body interaction between u;d (right). T he latter
is obtained by contracting ss quark pair from the threedbody
interaction.

we assum e that ITT is approxin ately a contact interac—
tion. IIT contains a threebody interaction and a two—
body interaction, which are the determm inant type in the

avor space. Thus, the threebody interaction of ITT af-
fectsonly the system sofu, d and s quarks. T he two-body
ag and threebody gog interactions of ITT are given [_ZI;%]
by
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w here V.lf) is the strength ofthe twobody term between

the i~th quark and jth quark. V_j, isthe strength ofthe
threebody term am ong the i-th, j-th and k-th quarks.
fape and dape are the SU (3) structure constants de ned
by [ a7 bl= 2ifapec or £ a7 b9 = 4=3 apl+ 2dapc . The
twobody tem is obtained by contracting a quark pair
from the threebody tem as is illustrated in Fngi.: We
obtain the relationsbetween V @ and v @ as

2 i, (3)
Vu(s ) = huuquds ; (7)
@) _ 2) hssi , 2) mg
vy = vB — oy _2; ®)
ud US haui S my,

mgy and mg are constituent quark
masses, m y=m s = 0:6, and huui and hssi are the quark



condensates of u and s quarks, respectively: huui =
( 225M eV )3. Because the strength of the threebody
term is repulsive and the quark condensate is negative,
the strength ofthe two-body tem is attractive. Since the
threebody tem of ITT is the threebody contact interac—
tion, only relative S-wave pairs are a ected. M oreover,
the determ inant type Interaction im plies that the three—
body term of ITT a ects only the avor singlet states for
3qg.

T he Interaction betw een the s quark and a u ord quark
labeled by ior j can be obtained by the charge conjiga—
tion from Egs. 6'_5) and ('_é)

4
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W e point out that ITT contains the threebody tem ,
which is absent n OGE. The threebody tem of IIT
does not change the spectrum of threequark baryons.
Tt is, however, expected that IIT is in portant in muli-
quark system s w ih strang_e arks, sud1 as 2 systems
and pentaquarks [43, 4, 45,146, 47, 48], shce they are
sensitive to the threedbody temn of ITI. On the other
hand, the e ects of the twobody term of IIT are simn +
lar to that ofOGE, since the spin dependent forces the
last tem s oqus (5 and (55 are identical to that of
OGE [_4§ ._59] T hus, the baryon spectrum can be repro—
duced by any combinations of OGE and the two-body
term of III. In contrast, the Om ass splitting is sen—
sitive to IIT [_5]_:,:5?,:_5:_%] The %m ass splitting com es
from the diagram s of the annihilation type of the two-
body term of ITI, while such diagram sare absent in  * .
T herefore, the origin of e ects of ITT for the pentaquark
isdi erent from that or and °.

Finally, we m ention the e ects of ITI for the S-wave
pentaquarks [_ifl] T he antisym m etrization of 4g leads
to the unique spin, S4q = 1. Thus, there are two possible
states, a state with Ssq = 1=2 and a state with Ssq =
3=2.E ect of ITT appears in theirm ass splitting. In fact,
ITT reduces the m ass splitting as Prrr Increases, given
by 225 203P:1r M €V. Thus, IIT m ay favor a possble
assignment that * hasJ® = 3=2 [i1,16,23,125].

B . P -wave states

The J¥ = 1=2' pentaquarks correspond to the P -
wave states since the intrinsic parity of the s quark is
negative. In order to rem ove the center-ofm ass m o—
tion and realize perm utation symm etry of the orbital
wave function, we use the ham onic oscillator w ave func-
tion {12, 39, 41]. The classi cation of states is based on
the pem utation symm etry in the non-relativistic quark
m odel. * consists of ur u;d quarks (4g) and an s
quark. T he orbitakspin-isospin—colorw ave function of4g
m ust be antisym m etrized. T he wave fiinction ofthe wve
quarks (5g) must be color singlet and is assum ed to be

avor antidecuplet.

T here are two types of P -wave lhw excited states. In
the rsttype ofstates (I), the s quark isexcited, which is
associated w ith the excitation of the centerofm assof4qg
since the center-ofm ass of 5gm ust not be excited. The
state (I) correspondsto the totalsym m etric states forthe
orbial wave function of 4q. It is known that this state
takes a unique spin Suq = 1 since the totalw ave function
m ust be the antisym m etric for 4g f_d]. The second (I0)
type is the one without the s quark excied, whilke an
Intemal coordinate of 4q is excited. T he type (II) corre—
soonds to the [B,1] sym m etric states for the orbitalwave
function of 4g [_1-21] T he antisym m etrization for 4q leads
to no restrictionson Syq-.

W e nd that there are nine independent states w ih
lhw excitation, which consist oftwo type (I) states and
seven type (II) states. W e show thenine statesn Tablks; I
and -H They are fiurther classi ed into ve states w ith
Ssq = 1=2 and four states with Ssq = 3=2. They are
classi ed by the spin-color SU (6) representation 554, 551.
The rststate in Tabl I correspondsto the Ja eW ilczek
(W ) state #, 56], which isde ned in Appendix &'. The
second row is a state with Syq = 0, which is In general
heavierthan the JW stateandwereferitto 0 . Thethird
row is corresponding to K arlinerLipkin K L) state E, '_8'].
The forth state has Syq = 1, which wereferto 1 . The

fth row is the s-excied state (type (O ), which we refer
to s.

W e only use the spin-soin temm s of the hyper ne in-
teractions for sin plicity because the LS tem s and the
tensor tem s are known to be weaker than the spin—
soin tem s. W e point out that the spin—spin tem s of
the hyper ne interactions do not couple the states w ith
Ssq = 1=2 and the statesw ith Ssq = 3=2.

C. Decay

D ecays of the pentaquarks goes through a faltapart
process QG :27, .54 .55], which does not require qq pair
creation. It isusually expected that the decay w idths for
the fallapart decay arem uch largerthan ordinary decays
w ith gg creation.

A m easure that is often used to estin ate the allapart
w idth is the K N -overlap E,gj,:_gj]. Wede netheKN -



TABLE I:the ve stateswith Ssq = 1=2. Ly4g is the angular
mom entum of 4g and m eans that the orbial wave fiinction
4ghas a de nite pem utation symm etry. S4q, Ssq and Jsq are
the spin 0of4q, 5gq and the totalangularm om entum of 5q, re—
spectively. Syq Cuq is the symm etry ofthe spin—color SU (6)
of 4q. A 11 states are identi ed by these quantum num bers.

Lyq S4q Suq Caq Ssq Jsq
JW 1 0 2 2
0 1 0 H:I 3 3
KL 1 1 E : :
1 1 1 Hj 1 1
2 2
s 0 1 EH % %

TABLE II: the four states wih Ssq = 3=2. The spih-spin
temm s do not couple the states w ith Ssq = 1=2 and the states
with Ssq = 3=2.

L4q S4q S4q C4q SSq J5q
1 1 2 :
1 1 aj 2 3
1 2 aj 2 1

2 2
0 1 EE 2 :

overlap by a pro fction operator for relative P -wave K N
states,

_ 123 o 4s 123 4s
Orn = S‘orb S‘orbA <:olorA color

123
spin

A4s

M S QD

w here Sy, is the pro fction operator to the ground state
K orN . Acwprsr M gpin and A g3, are the proction
operators to colorsinglet, the spin 1/2 and the spin 0,
respectively. Note that the m atrix elem ents of the op-
erator, Ok y , correspond to the absolute square of the
K N -overlap.

Forthe four statesw ith S5 = 3=2, them atrix elem ents
0fO g y are zero since thetotalspin isdi erent from K N .
Thus, they can not decay to K N unlss a tensortype
Interaction is strong. W e obtain the K N -overlaps for the

ve states w ith Ssq = 1=2 in the bases of Tablk i,

0 P p_1
5 5 5 3 5 10
192 192 192 192 pbA_
B 5 5 5 3 5 10
E Bz B2 12 P2 pbh
Oxy i= 53 53 5 5 3 30 5 .12
KN E 192 192 66 _ 192 p 64 12)
Q 5 5 53 5 0 X
g2 g9z 92 g9 64
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o
=
o
w
o
=
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Sy
o
N
o
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o
N
w
N

W e diagonalize thism atrix w ith a unitary m atrix U :

O%oooo1

B 0O0OOO
Ogni=U'B0000O0&U: 13)

©o900004

00000

W e nd that a state, which we call \K N state", has
non-zero K N -overlap, while the other four states, called
\con ned states", have no K N -overlaps. The \con ned
states" can not directly allapartto K N , while the \K N
state" is expected to couple strongly to the K N scat—
tering state. (A model conclusion of the decay width
according to the faltapart process is achived by using
the m esonquark-quark vertex E_Zj].) The \K N state" is
given by an eigen-vector ofEq. ¢_1;i):

12 7

127 12/

P— P— P - P — P
:KNi= 15 . 15, 3 5. 15, 3 6
12 7 12

14)
This state corresponds to the antisymm etrized K and
N wih lhw excitation : K Ni= A3 N5 Kus),
where A 1234 is antisym m etrizer of 4q.
T he couplings between the \K N state" and the \con—
ned states" can be described by channel coupling scat-
tering form alism l_2§', :_5§'] W e assum e that the pen-
taquark states are given only by the \con ned states",
ie: the pentaquark states are eigenstates of the Ham i
tonian w ithin the subspace of the \con ned states". W e
have to diagonalize only the hyper ne interaction in the
subgpace of the \con ned states", resulting in

flori= 1
Exw kN *+ 8RN , SN , &N
EaKN + E -+ 0 0 0
E arn 0 E | 0 0 éﬂﬁ)
@ agy i 0 0 E | 0 A
ak N 0 0 0 E

3 3

where all the valies are functions of Prrr. E 's are
the eigenvalues after the diagonalization in the \con ned
space". The o diagonalelem ents, ax y , correspoond to
couplingsbetween the \K N state" and \con ned states".
Note that in the present m odel, no other term s In the
Ham iltonian have o -diagonalm atrix elem ents. W e as—
sign the lowest state in the \con ned states" to *.
Then, the narrow width of the pentaquarks can be at-
trbuted to a snallakx y + . The other seven states, ,,

,r 3 and the four statesw ith Ssq = 3=2, are regarded
as excited states of ' .AIlthe stateshave J® = 1=2%.

ITII. RESULTS

W e investigate spectrum of the P -wave pentaquarks
wih I = 0 and J® = 1=2" in the non-—relativistic quark
m odel w ith Instanton induced interaction (III). W e as—
sum e that the kinetic term and the orbial wave func—
tionsare SU (3)r symm etric for sin plicity. Furthem ore,
we neglect the LS tem s and the tensor tem s.



T hen, the pentaquarks are obtained by diagonalizing
the hyper ne interaction in the subspace ofthe \con ned
states" . Both the m asses and the couplings are obtained
sin ultaneously. Because the vequark con nem entm ay
allow an extra constant, we have discuss only the exci-
tation energies and the structures of the obtained states.
Thus, we sest themass of * to 1540M &V . Tt should be
noted that if we use the con nem ent potential derived
from the baryon spectrum w ithout adjisting a constant
temm , then the absolutem assof * in thism odelisabout
2G eV .P111 can be detem ined from the Om ass split—
ting, which gives Pr;; = 03 05 [46]. However, the
non-relativistic quark m odel gives large am biguities for
the pseudo-scalar m esons. Thus, we here treat P11 as
a free param eter. T he size param eter, b, is unknown for
the pentaquarks. W euseb 0:5fm , which is taken from
that of the nuckon. It is known that the radii of the
S-wave pentaquarks are as an allasthat ofthe nuclkon if
ITT is introduced I48 T he strengthsofO GE and the two-
body tem of IIT are xed phenom enologically from the
N m ass splitting so that they reproduce the baryon
and m eson spectra except or the pseudo-scalar m esons.
T he strength ofthe threebody term of ITT is determ ined
by Eqg. ¢_7.) . They give

Wogi= 19MeV; HW,.i= 1IMeV;
w%i= emev; wPi= 4dmMev;
w % i= +20Mev: 16)

uds

The matrix elem ents of the hyper ne interaction,
Hyr , r the nine states in Tab]es'Iand-H are given in
A ppendix B Since the other tem s of the H am iltonian,
Eq. @), are identical for the nine states, the spectrum
is detem ined only by the hyper ne interaction. W e nd
thatboth O GE and the twobody tem of ITTplay sin ilar
roles in the spectrum . A an a]ldi”erenoe com es from the

rst and second tem s In Egs. (B) and @). Therefore,
the hyper ne Interaction ofEqg. (g) is approxin ately de—
scribed asHyp = H @ + PriiH 170, where H @) con—
tains both OGE and the twobody term of IIT and is
approxin ately independent ofPr1r. Thus, the e ects of
IIT are attrbuted to the threebody tem . W e nd that
the contrbution ofthe threebody term of ITT is repulsive
and sm aller than those of H @) for the pentaquarks.

A . Spectrum

W e show the m asses of pentaquarks wih Ssq = 1=2,
n Fig. lﬁ Since the threebody tem of IIT is weakly
repulsive, the hyper ne splittings are reduced as P11t
increases. We set the mass of * to 1540M &V . Note
that the \K N state" isalwaysabove the K N threshold.
Thus, the \K N state" m ay not orm a resonance. The
excited states of * lie at about 1.6GeV, 1.7GeV and
1.8G eV . If the w idths are narrow , those states should be
observed.
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FIG .2: Them asses of the pentaquarks with Ssq = 1=2. The
mass of © issetto 1540MeV. ;, , and 5 are excited
statesof * .KN isthe \K N state", which is very broad.

Fig. 3 show s the decom position ofthe Iowest * state
in thebasesofTab]eﬁ We nd that the JW state is
dom inant at largeP 111, whilke the KL state is suppressed.
T he contrbutions from the heavier states, 0 and 1 , are
very snall. The P11 dependence can be understood as
follows. OGE and the two-body temm of IIT are m ore
attractive forboth the JW state and the KL state. How —
ever, the threebody term of ITT for the JW state is less
repulsive than that for the KL state. The triquark of
the K L state is strongly a ected by the threebody tem
of ITT, since the u;d and s quarks are In relative S-wave
states. In contrast, the JW state is less sensitive since
the s quark is sgparated from the u;d quarks. At large
P:rr, © attains nearly the maximum JW com ponent.
Thus, we nd thatthe JW state isa favorable state w ith
respect to IIT.

B . D ecay

Fig. .4 show s the couplings between the \K N state"
and the pentaquarksw ith Ssq = 1=2. The couplngof *
is very large In the case w ithout ITI, P1rr = 0, while the
coupling becom esm uch weaker as P11 increases. In the
relevant range of P11, the coupling is about 1/3 of that
at P = 0. It hits zero at P;; = 061, where ¥ does
not coupleto the \K N state",thatis, * becom esstable
againstthedecay toK N in thepresentm odel. AtPr11 =
0:81, the second resonance , becom es stable. T he other
states, ; and 5, do not become stabl wihin 0
Prrr 1. W e point out that the couplings are non-zero
In most range 0of P11, and therefore no m ore than one
pentaquark becom es sin ultaneously stable. This may
explain why only one pentaquarks has been seen.
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FIG . 3: The com position of * J'nthebasesofTabJei.The
solid line isthe JW state. The JW state isdom inant for large
Prrr, while the KL state is suppressed.
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FIG .4: The couplings between the \K N state" and the pen-
taquarks wih Ssq = 1=2. The coupling of is zero at
Prrir = 061. At the zero point, © can not decay to KN .
The 2 is stable atPrir = 081.

C. The states with Ssq = 3=2

The spin—spin tem s of the hyper ne interactions do
not change the total spin and therefore do not m ix
Ssq = 1=2 and Ssq = 3=2. In Fig., the m asses of the
Ssq = 3=2 states are plotted. They lie at about 1.6GeV,
1.65GeV,1.7GeV and above 1.8GeV .0GE and the two—
body term of ITT for the pentaquarks w ith Ssq = 1=2 are
m ore attractive than those with Ssq = 3=2. Thus, the
lowest state, ¥, hasalways Ssq = 1=2. It is also seen
that the e ects of the threebody term of ITT are strong
In Ssq = 3=2. O ne sees several levelkcrossings when Py
goes from 0 to 1. The state which rises wih Pi;r cor—
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FIG . 5: The masses of the pentaquarks wih Ssq = 3=2,
which are excited states of . The solid lne is ", which
is 1540M €V . T he pentaquarks lie above *

responds to the m ost repulsive eigen-state of the three-
body term of ITI. Since the spin isdi erent from the \K N
states", the S5q = 3=2 statesdecay toK N only through a
tensor force, which is expected to be weak in the present
quark m odel

Iv. CONCLUSION

W e have investigated the spectrum of the P -wave
pentaquarks with I = 0 and J°* = 1=2' in the non-
relativistic quark m odelw ith instanton induced interac-
tion (III). W e expect that e ects of the two-body term
of IIT should appear in the I = 0 m eson channels, while
the e ects of the threebody ITT m ay be inportant in
m uliquark system s with strange quarks.

W e nd that there are nine lhw states In the har-
m onic oscillator potential. W e nd that one of them,
the \K N state", has a nite overlap with K N , whilke
eight other \con ned states" have no K N -overlaps. T he
pentaquarks can decay to K N only through the \K N
state". W e assign the lowest energy eigen-state in the
\con ned states" to ¥ . W e point out that the decay is
not only a fallapart process, and introduce channel cou—
pling scattering between the \K N state" and the \con—

ned states", w here the couplings are determm ined only by
the hyper ne interaction under our assum ptions. Since
the fallapart leadsto the largew idths, the narrow w idths
of the pentaquarks are explained by an all couplings of
the channel coupling scattering.

W e nd that III reduces the coupling between * and
the \K N state". As the contrbutions of ITI becom e
larger, * becomes signi cantly stable and the dom i~
nant com ponent of * becom esthe JW state.W e there—
fore give a qualitative explanation of the narrow w idth



of * and we nd the dynam ics that the JW state be—
com es naturally the dom inant com ponent. ITT changes
the com position of * . In other words, ITI lads to a
cancellation ofthe couplingbetween * and K N ,where
OGE, the twobody tem of ITT and the threebody term

of ITT are canceled out each other.

We ndthatatPrr = 061, ' becom esstablew ithin
our approach. This value of P17 is close to the relevant
range,Prrr = 053 0:5,which is consistent w ith the 0
m ass splitting.

W e point out that the e ects of ITT strongly depend on
the avorpart ofthe system . For exam pl a pentaquark
wih I = 2, uuuus, is not a ected by the threebody
term of ITI. W e con ecture that the avor dependence is
a reason why no stable pentaquark is seen in other chan—
nels. In order to m ake the predictions m ore realistic,
the SU (3)r breaking e ects of the kinetic term and the
orbital wave function must be taken into account. The
other pentaquarks in the 10r representation, N ,; 1o
and ,may be a ected by the SU (3) r breaking e ects.
Agaln it is probable that those pentaquarks do not be-
com e stable sin ultaneously, which m ay explain why the
otherm em bersofthe 10 representation isnot observed.
Tt is also noted that them ixing between 10r and 8¢ rep—
resentations is also sensitive to the twobody term of ITT,
sihce them ixing m atrix elem ents Include avor singlet gg
contributions.

Furthere ectsofITTw illappear in diquark correlations
In the pentaquarks, which are not included in the present
ham onic oscillator wave functions. W e expect that ITT
m akes the diquarks com pact. The threebody term of
IIT gives a repulsion between a diquark and the s quark.
T hus, we expect that the K N -overlap is reduced and the
JW state ism ore favorable.

The tensor tem s of OGE and ITT m ust be taken into
account In order to evaliate the m ixings of S5q = 1=2
and Ssq = 3=2. Such m ixing is favorable for a snall
w idth since the S5 = 3=2 states does not couple directly
to K N . Predictions and searches of the LS partner of

* are in portant. Ifthe LS tem s for the pentaquarks
are signi cantly weak sin ilarly to that for the P -wave
baryons, the LS partner m ust be observed.

Finally, we conclude that ITT a ects signi cantly not
ony and ¢ but also pentaquarks. Further studies of
the pentaquarks should help a deeper understanding of
dynam ics ofQCD .
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APPENDIX A:JAFFE-W ILCZEK M ODEL

The Ja eand W ilczek (JW ) ['fl:] proposed a picture of
the pentaquark, a resonance of two scalar-isoscalar di-
quarks and an s quark. Thism odel has a unigque sym —
m etry structure.

The diquark consists of u and d quarks 2qg), which
form a relative S-wave pair w ith the spin Syq = 0, the
isospin I,g = 0 and the color C,q = 3. Possible symm e-
tries In the spin color space of 4 are

== ﬁj :E|33+@j; @a1)

S4q= 0 C4q=

w hile possible sym m etries In the spin color (SC) space
of the two diquarks are

@2

Thus the symm etry of spin color of 4g is unigquely de—
term ined :

@A 3)

= g .5

S4q= 0 C4q—

W hen the isospin symmetry is combined, we have
soin color isospin symm etries of 4q :

= B .. q.

SC4q I4q= 0

@A 4)

On the other hand, possbl symm etries of the orbial
wave function (O ) ofthe two diquarks are

[T 11
11 [T = O 111 + O™ +EE|:
02q 02q

A5)

Since the symm etry of the orbital wave function must
be the conjigate to that ofthe soin color isosoin, it is
uniguely detem ined :

m o g7,

0 2q 0 2q

@ 6)

F inally, we obtain the sym m etry ofthe JW wave func—
tion:

a==fi==li==li= ===}

04q Sag Tag Cag SCuq

A7)

It is noted that in the spin  avor (S1i4q) space of 4q,
the JW state does not belong to any de nite sym m etry.



APPENDIX B:THE MATRIX ELEM ENTS

W e show the m atrix elem ents of O GE and III for the
states with Ss; = 1=2 (Tabk ) and the states with
Ssq = 3=2 (Tabk ;._Ep. The m atrix elam ents depend on
the orbital wave functions. W e assum e that the orbital
wave functions are the 1hw states of the ham onic oscil-

lator potentialand SU (3)r symm etric. ,
W e obtain them atrix elem ents of OGE 1n Eq. éff):

Ssq=1=2, _ .
ISHOGE i= Hyqi 1
13 3 1&% p%
B 7 4 19 35
B 3 3 3 3 3+ 10
0 4 46+ 63 10+ 5 25
B B 8% G '3 530 ; B1)
B 19 10+ 5 6 19 710
¢} 3 > 3 s 6 A
N
15 35 25 7 10 16+ 15
10 310 30 6 3
Ssq=3=2, _ .
1(')H 0GE i= Wyq4i 1
P —
92 63 205
., . o 130 5 30
B 205 12+ 19 47" 10 710
b2
B &3 =z 12 i B2)
@ 30 47" 10 28+ 34 5 X
2 _ 6 6
5 30 710 5 32 15
12 12 6 6
w here = N,si=lVygi = my=mgy. Hyuqi

@) : P-—>3 . s
Wiy © (ei5)iom = Vua= 2 ¥ contains the spatial in-
tegration between u and d quarks, which depends on the

sizes of the pentaquarks. W1 is sim ilarly given.
W e obtain the m atrix elm ents of the two-body tem
of II in Egs. {3) and ():

Ssq=3=2, _ ).
18[-1 rrer 1= W td 1
720+ 309 144 27 30 o 30

B 128 128 3 128 138
B 144 27 432+ 567 141 10 15 10 8
B 1§8i§ 128 128 128 8 B4)
8 3 30 141" 10 144+ 411 15 ¥

28 138__ 64 64

9 30 15 10 15 432+ 63

128 128 64 64

W e obtain the m atrix elem ents of the threebody tem
of ITT in Eq. (10):

U_IIII‘3) i= hvpdsi 1
59 0 393 o 45
B 8 ” _57_ 2 10
B o % #5000
BT w0 gl 69
% 0 0 0O 0 0 A
a5 5 g 9
410 4 30 4
Ssq=3=2, _ 3).
hHH;B) hvuds
0 g P P
69 27 3 9 30 3 30
3 32 3 16
E 2753 243 8110 G
B82_ 3 32 8 6
B i B6)
@ 9 30 81 10 135 0o &
2_ 32 16
3 30 9
e 0 0 Te
. 3) B
where HWyugsi = W, ) 5) @ eys) ors =
pP—23

Vugs= 3 2B contains the spatial integration am ong
u;d quarks and s quark.

Ssq=1=2. 2) .
mIII(Z) i=hv 41 1
P -
444+ 249 36 9 15 3 9 135
B 64 64 & _ 32 32" 10
B 3609 252+ 249 3 3 57 05
B 84 64 8 32 32" 10
B 153 3 3 180+ 219 36+27 135 3)
B 8 8 32 32" 3 16 30
% 9 57 36+.27 108+ 99 15
32 32 32" 3 32 2" 10 A
135 105 135 =5 +
T P P =
327 10 327 10 16 30 410 32
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