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P -wavepentaquarkswith strangeness+ 1,I = 0and J
P
= 1=2

+
arestudied in thenon-relativistic

quark m odelwith instanton induced interaction (III).W e presenttheirm asssplittingsand orbital-

spin-isospin-colorstructures.Itisfound thatdecom positionsofthe wave functionsare sensitive to

III,while the m ass splittings are insensitive. The decay ofthe lowest energy pentaquark,�
+
,is

found to besuppressed when thecontribution ofIIIisincreased.Itswavefunction isdom inated by

Ja�e-W ilczek-type con�guration atlarge III.

PACS num bers:14.20.-c,12.39.M k,12.39.Jh,12.38.Lg

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

� + (1540) was discovered in 2003 at SPring-8 [1].

Follow-upexperim entsand reanalysesofold dataclaim ed

to con�rm theexistenceof� + .O n theotherhand,there

haveappeared som eexperim entalresultswhich show no

signs of� + . Untilnow,the existence of� + is contro-

versial[2]. Peaks corresponding to ��� and � +
c were

also reported but stillunconvincing. The experim ental

resultsof� + show thatthem assisabout1540M eV,the

upperlim itofthewidth isa few M eV,theisospin I = 0,

thebaryon num berB = + 1and thestrangenessS = + 1.

Sincethem inim alquark com ponentof� + isuudd�s,� +

is called \pentaquark". The spin and the parity of� +

have not been determ ined yet. In this work, we con-

siderthecasein which thespin and theparity of� + are

JP = 1=2+ [3,4].

The m ass of � + has been investigated based on

the quark m odel [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14],

the Q CD sum rule [15, 16, 17, 18] and the lattice

Q CD [19,20,21,22,23,24,25].M ostofthem predictthe

m assism uch largerthan the observed one ’ 1540M eV.

W e,however,em ploy non-relativisticquark m odelin this

work and do notattem pt to reproduce absolute m asses

ofpentaquarks.In the non-relativisticquark m odel,ab-

solute m asses ofordinary m eson and baryons are often

adjusted to the ground state. The m asssplittingscom e

m ainly from the hyper�ne interactions, e:g:one-gluon

exchange interaction and instanton induced interaction

(III).

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 thequark m odel[26,27,28]and theQ CD sum

rule[29,30,31,32].However,m ostofthem suggestthat

the centrifugalbarrier and the sym m etry properties of

the orbital-spin-avor-colorwavefunction can notm ake

�e-m ail:shinozk@ th.phys.titech.ac.jp

the width as narrow as a few M eV.Furtherm ore,such

choicesofthe wavefunction,which areexpected to give

asm allwidth,seem quitearti�cial.In thiswork,wepoint

outthat the instanton plays an im portantrole,and III

explainswhy such choicesare favorable.Asa result,III

isshown to m akethe width of� + narrower.

The instanton isa classicalsolution ofthe Yang-M ills

equation in theEuclidean space[33],which isoneofthe

m ostim portantnon-perturbativee�ectsin Q CD.Im por-

tanceofinstantonsin low-energy hadron phenom ena can

be seen from the UA (1) sym m etry breaking. It is well

known thatthelargem assof�0indicatesthattheUA (1)

isbroken duetoanom alybutnotbyspontaneoussym m e-

try breaking[34].Itissuggested thattheanom aly com es

from the instanton in the Q CD vacuum [35,36].Instan-

ton induced interaction (III) is an e�ective inter-quark

interaction through the zero m odes ofthe light quarks

around an instanton [37].IIIm akesthem assof�0heavy,

thusreproducesthelow-lyingm eson spectrum .E�ectsof

IIIforthem assof� + havebeen investigated [9,18,38],

but they study only lim ited cases. W e treat allthe P -

wavestatesand study the decay of� + also.

In section II,we show our quark m odelHam iltonian

and enum eratealltheP -wavestatesand discussthecon-

nectionsbetween the hyper�ne interactionsand the de-

cay widths. In section III,we show the results ofthe

pentaquark m assesand widths.In section IV,we give a

conclusion and an outlook.

II. FO R M A LISM

A . H am iltonian

Ham iltonian ofthenon-relativisticquark m odel[39]is

given by

H = M 0 +
X

i

~pi
2

2m i

+ Vconf + H H F ; (1)

whereM 0 isa constantterm .m i istheconstituentm ass

ofthe i-th quark (340M eV for u;d and 500M eV for s),

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510001v1
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and ~pi isthe m om entum ofthe i-th quark. Vconf isthe

con�nem entpotential.H H F isthehyper�neinteraction.

Thecon�nem entpotentialforthepentaquark con�gu-

rationshasbeen studied in thelatticeQ CD recently [40].

The result shows string-like potentialaccording to the

colorcon�gurations.W eem ployasim plertwo-bodytype

potentialbecause �ve-body potentialis m uch harderto

treat.W e use the harm onicoscillatorpotential:

Vconf =
X

i< j

1

2
K j~ri� ~rjj

2
; (2)

where K is a constant. ~ri is the coordinate ofthe i-th

quark.The harm onicoscillatorpotentialcan be used to

reproducethe excited baryon spectrum [39,41].There-

sultsseem notsensitive to the choice ofcon�nem entfor

the hadron spectrum . W e assum e thatthe kinetic term

isSU (3)F sym m etric forsim plicity. Asa result,the or-

bitalwavefunctions,which arethe1�hw statesofthehar-

m onic oscillatorpotential,are SU (3)F sym m etric. Itis

known thattheSU (3)F breaking e�ectsfrom thekinetic

term and the wavefunction aresm allerthan those from

thehyper�neinteractions[39].TherelativeS-wavestate

of two-body is described by ��3=4 b�3=2 exp
�
� �2=2b2

�
,

where� isrelativecoordinate:� = j~r1 � ~r2j=
p
2 and bis

the sizeparam eter:b= (3K m )�1=4 .

The hyper�neinteractionsthatweuse aregiven by

H H F = (1� PIII)H O G E + PIIIH III(2) + PIIIH III(3);(3)

where H O G E is the one-gluon-exchange interaction

(O G E) [42]. H III(2) and H III(3) are the two-body and

three-body term s ofIII,respectively [43]. PIII is a pa-

ram eter which represents the portion of the hyper�ne

splittings originated from III. The hyper�ne splittings

com e only from O G E atPIII = 0,while they com e en-

tirely from IIIatPIII = 1.

The spin-spin term ofO G E isgiven by

H O G E =
X

i< j

Vij�
(3)(~rij)�

a
i�

b
i�

a
j�

b
j; (4)

where Vij isthe strength ofthe interaction between the

i-th quark and j-th quark,/ (m im j)
�1 . �bi isthe color

SU (3)G ell-M ann m atrixforthei-th quark.Fortheanti-

quark,itm eans� �b�i .�
a
i isthespin SU (2)Paulim atrix

for the i-th quark. Since O G E is the contact interac-

tion,only relativeS-wavepairsarea�ected.O G E repro-

duces the baryon and the m eson spectra except for the

pseudo-scalarm esons.W e determ ineVij phenom enolog-

ically. However,it is known that Vij is quite large if

PIII = 0 com pared with thatexpected from Q CD.Itis

favorablethatIIIcan reducethecontribution from O G E

to the hyper�ne interaction.

W e introduce IIIso thatthe spectrum ofthe pseudo-

scalar m eson also is reproduced. As a result,low-lying

hadron spectrum isreproduced.Sincetheaveragesizeof

instantons,1/3 fm ,issm allerthan thatofthe hadrons,

FIG .1: The three-body interaction am ong u;d and �s (left)

and thetwo-body interaction between u;d (right).Thelatter

isobtained by contracting s�s quark pairfrom thethree-body

interaction.

we assum e that III is approxim ately a contact interac-

tion. III contains a three-body interaction and a two-

body interaction,which arethe determ inanttype in the

avorspace. Thus,the three-body interaction ofIIIaf-

fectsonlythesystem sofu,dand squarks.Thetwo-body

qq and three-body qqq interactions ofIIIare given [43]

by

H
qq

III(2)
=

4X

i;j= 1;i< j

V
(2)

ij
�
(3)(rij)

�

1 +
3

32
�
b
i�

b
j

+
9

32
�
a
i�

b
i�

a
j�

b
j

�

; (5)

H
qqq

III(3)
=

4X

i;j;k= 1;i< j< k

V
(3)

ijk
�
(3)(rij)�

(3)(rik)

�

1

+
3

32

�
�
b
i�

b
j + �

b
j�

b
k + �

b
k�

b
i

�

�
9

320
dabc�

a
i�

b
j�

c
k

+
9

32

�
�
a
i�

b
i�

a
j�

b
j + �

a
j�

b
j�

a
k�

b
k + �

a
k�

b
k�

a
i�

b
i

�

+
27

320
dabc�

a
i�

b
j�

c
k

�
�
�
i �

�
j + �

�
j �

�
k + �

�
k �

�
i

�

�
9

64
��� fabc�

a
i�

b
j�

c
k�

�
i �

�

j�


k

�

: (6)

whereV
(2)

ij
isthestrength ofthetwo-body term between

thei-th quark and j-th quark.V
(3)

ijk
isthestrength ofthe

three-body term am ong the i-th,j-th and k-th quarks.

fabc and dabc are the SU (3)structure constantsde�ned

by [�a;�b]= 2ifabc�c,f�a;�bg = 4=3�abI+ 2dabc�c.The

two-body term is obtained by contracting a quark pair

from the three-body term asisillustrated in Fig.1.W e

obtain the relationsbetween V (2) and V (3) as

V
(2)
us = h�uuiV

(3)

uds
; (7)

V
(2)

ud
= V

(2)
us

h�ssi

h�uui
’ V

(2)
us

m s

m u

; (8)

where the m u = m d and m s are constituent quark

m asses,m u=m s = 0:6,and h�uuiand h�ssiare the quark
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condensates of u and s quarks, respectively: h�uui =

(� 225M eV)3. Because the strength ofthe three-body

term is repulsive and the quark condensate is negative,

thestrength ofthetwo-bodyterm isattractive.Sincethe

three-body term ofIIIisthethree-body contactinterac-

tion,only relative S-wave pairsare a�ected. M oreover,

the determ inanttype interaction im pliesthatthe three-

body term ofIIIa�ectsonly the avorsingletstatesfor

3q.

Theinteraction between the�squarkand au ordquark

labeled by iorj can beobtained by thechargeconjuga-

tion from Eqs.(5)and (6):

H
q�s

III(2)
=

4X

i= 1

V
(2)

is �
(3)(ris)

�

1 �
3

32
�
b
i(� �

b�
s )

+
9

32
�
a
i�

b
i�

a
s(� �

b�
s )

�

; (9)

H
qq�s

III(3)
=

4X

i;j= 1;i< j

V
(3)

ijs �
(3)(rij)�

(3)(rjs)

�

1

+
3

32

�
�
b
i�

b
j � �

b
j(� �

b�
s )� (� �b�s )�

b
i

�

+
9

320
dabc�

a
i�

b
j(� �

�c
s )

+
9

32

�
�
a
i�

b
i�

a
j�

b
j + �

a
j�

b
j�

a
s(� �

b�
s )+ �

a
s(� �

b�
s )�

a
i�

b
i

�

�
27

320
dabc�

a
i�

b
j(� �

�c
s )

�
�
�
i �

�
j � �

�
j �

�
s � �

�
s �

�
i

�

�
9

64
��� fabc�

a
i�

b
j(� �

�c
s )�

�
i �

�

j�

s

�

: (10)

W e point out that III contains the three-body term ,

which is absent in O G E. The three-body term of III

does not change the spectrum ofthree-quark baryons.

It is,however,expected that III is im portant in m ulti-

quark system swith strange quarks,such as2� system s

and pentaquarks[43,44,45,46,47,48],since they are

sensitive to the three-body term of III. O n the other

hand,the e�ects ofthe two-body term ofIII are sim i-

larto thatofO G E,since the spin dependentforcesthe

last term s ofEqs.(5) and (9) are identicalto that of

O G E [49,50].Thus,thebaryon spectrum can berepro-

duced by any com binations ofO G E and the two-body

term ofIII.In contrast,the � � �0 m asssplitting issen-

sitiveto III[51,52,53].The� � �0 m asssplitting com es

from the diagram s ofthe annihilation type ofthe two-

body term ofIII,while such diagram sareabsentin � + .

Therefore,the origin ofe�ectsofIIIforthe pentaquark

isdi�erentfrom thatfor� and �0.

Finally,we m ention the e�ects ofIII for the S-wave

pentaquarks [14]. The anti-sym m etrization of4q leads

to theuniquespin,S4q = 1.Thus,therearetwo possible

states,a state with S5q = 1=2 and a state with S5q =

3=2.E�ectofIIIappearsin theirm asssplitting.In fact,

III reduces the m ass splitting as PIII increases,given

by 225� 203PIII M eV.Thus,III m ay favor a possible

assignm entthat� + hasJP = 3=2� [11,16,23,25].

B . P -w ave states

The JP = 1=2+ pentaquarks correspond to the P -

wave states since the intrinsic parity ofthe �s quark is

negative. In order to rem ove the center-of-m ass m o-

tion and realize perm utation sym m etry of the orbital

wavefunction,weusetheharm onicoscillatorwavefunc-

tion [12,39,41]. The classi�cation ofstatesisbased on

the perm utation sym m etry in the non-relativistic quark

m odel. � + consists offour u;d quarks (4q) and an �s

quark.Theorbital-spin-isospin-colorwavefunction of4q

m ustbeanti-sym m etrized.Thewavefunction ofthe�ve

quarks(5q) m ust be colorsingletand is assum ed to be

avoranti-decuplet.

There aretwo typesofP -wave1�hw excited states.In

the�rsttypeofstates(I),the�squark isexcited,which is

associated with theexcitation ofthecenter-of-m assof4q

since the center-of-m assof5q m ustnotbe excited. The

state(I)correspondstothetotalsym m etricstatesforthe

orbitalwave function of4q. Itis known that this state

takesa uniquespin S4q = 1 sincethetotalwavefunction

m ust be the anti-sym m etric for 4q [6]. The second (II)

type is the one without the �s quark excited, while an

internalcoordinateof4q isexcited.The type (II)corre-

spondsto the[3,1]sym m etricstatesfortheorbitalwave

function of4q[12].Theanti-sym m etrization for4q leads

to no restrictionson S4q.

W e �nd that there are nine independent states with

1�hw excitation,which consistoftwo type (I)statesand

seventype(II)states.W eshow theninestatesin TablesI

and II. They are further classi�ed into �ve states with

S5q = 1=2 and four states with S5q = 3=2. They are

classi�ed by thespin-colorSU (6)representation [54,55].

The�rststatein TableIcorrespondstotheJa�e-W ilczek

(JW )state[4,56],which isde�ned in Appendix A.The

second row is a state with S4q = 0,which is in general

heavierthan theJW stateand wereferitto0�.Thethird

row iscorresponding to K arliner-Lipkin(K L)state[5,8].

The forth state hasS4q = 1,which we referto 1�. The

�fth row isthe�s-excited state(type(I)),which werefer

to �s.

W e only use the spin-spin term s ofthe hyper�ne in-

teractions for sim plicity because the LS term s and the

tensor term s are known to be weaker than the spin-

spin term s. W e point out that the spin-spin term s of

the hyper�ne interactionsdo notcouple the stateswith

S5q = 1=2 and the stateswith S5q = 3=2.

C . D ecay

Decays ofthe pentaquarks goes through a fall-apart

process [26,27,54,55],which does not require q�q pair

creation.Itisusually expected thatthedecay widthsfor

thefall-apartdecayarem uch largerthan ordinarydecays

with q�q creation.

A m easurethatisoften used to estim atethefall-apart

width istheK N -overlap [5,27,57].W ede�netheK N -
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TABLE I:the �ve stateswith S5q = 1=2. L4q isthe angular

m om entum of4q and m eans that the orbitalwave function

4q hasa de�niteperm utation sym m etry.S4q,S5q and J5q are

thespin of4q ,5q and thetotalangularm om entum of5q,re-

spectively.S4q � C 4q isthesym m etry ofthespin-colorSU (6)

of4q.Allstatesare identi�ed by these quantum num bers.

L4q S4q S4q � C 4q S5q J5q

JW 1 0 1

2

1

2

0� 1 0 1

2

1

2

K L 1 1 1

2

1

2

1
�

1 1 1

2

1

2

�s 0 1 1

2

1

2

TABLE II:the four states with S5q = 3=2. The spin-spin

term sdo notcouple thestateswith S5q = 1=2 and thestates

with S5q = 3=2.

L4q S4q S4q � C 4q S5q J5q

1 1 3

2

1

2

1 1 3

2

1

2

1 2 3

2

1

2

0 1 3

2

1

2

overlap by a projection operatorforrelativeP -waveK N

states,

O K N = S123orbS
4�s
orbA

123
colorA

4�s
colorM

123
spinA

4�s
spin; (11)

whereSorb istheprojection operatorto theground state

K or N . A color, M spin and A spin are the projection

operators to color-singlet,the spin 1/2 and the spin 0,

respectively. Note that the m atrix elem ents ofthe op-

erator,O K N ,correspond to the absolute square ofthe

K N -overlap.

Forthefourstateswith S5q = 3=2,them atrixelem ents

ofO K N arezerosincethetotalspin isdi�erentfrom K N .

Thus,they can not decay to K N unless a tensor-type

interaction isstrong.W eobtain theK N -overlapsforthe

�vestateswith S5q = 1=2 in the basesofTableI,

hO K N i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

5

192

5

192

5
p
3

192
� 5

192
�

p
10

64
5

192

5

192

5
p
3

192
� 5

192
�

p
10

64
5
p
3

192

5
p
3

192

5

64
� 5

p
3

192
�

p
30

64

� 5

192
� 5

192
� 5

p
3

192

5

192

p
10

64

�
p
10

64
�

p
10

64
�

p
30

64

p
10

64

3

32

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

:(12)

W e diagonalizethism atrix with a unitary m atrix U :

hO K N i = U
�1

0

B
B
B
@

1

4
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A
U: (13)

W e �nd that a state, which we call\K N state", has

non-zero K N -overlap,while theotherfourstates,called

\con�ned states",have no K N -overlaps.The \con�ned

states"can notdirectly fallaparttoK N ,whilethe\K N

state" is expected to couple strongly to the K N scat-

tering state. ( A m odelconclusion ofthe decay width

according to the fall-apartprocess is achieved by using

the m eson-quark-quark vertex [27].) The \K N state" is

given by an eigen-vectorofEq.(12):

jK N i=

� p
15

12
;

p
15

12
; 3

p
5

12
; �

p
15

12
; � 3

p
6

12

�

: (14)

This state corresponds to the anti-sym m etrized K and

N with 1�hw excitation : jK N i = A 1234 (N 123 
 K 4�s),

whereA 1234 isanti-sym m etrizerof4q.

Thecouplingsbetween the \K N state" and the\con-

�ned states" can be described by channelcoupling scat-

tering form alism [26, 58]. W e assum e that the pen-

taquark states are given only by the \con�ned states",

i:e:the pentaquark states are eigenstates ofthe Ham il-

tonian within the subspaceofthe \con�ned states".W e

haveto diagonalizeonly the hyper�ne interaction in the

subspaceofthe \con�ned states",resulting in

hH H F i=
0

B
B
B
B
@

E K N aK N � + aK N � �
1
aK N � �

2
aK N � �

3

aK N � + E � + 0 0 0

aK N � �
1

0 E � �
1

0 0

aK N � �
2

0 0 E � �
2

0

aK N � �
3

0 0 0 E � �
3

1

C
C
C
C
A

;(15)

where all the values are functions of PIII. E � ’s are

theeigenvaluesafterthediagonalization in the\con�ned

space".The o�-diagonalelem ents,aK N � ,correspond 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 ofthe pentaquarks can be at-

tributed to a sm allaK N � + .The otherseven states,� �
1,

� �
2,�

�
3 and thefourstateswith S5q = 3=2,areregarded

asexcited statesof� + .Allthe stateshaveJP = 1=2+ .

III. R ESU LT S

W e investigate spectrum ofthe P -wave pentaquarks

with I = 0 and JP = 1=2+ in the non-relativistic quark

m odelwith instanton induced interaction (III).W e as-

sum e that the kinetic term and the orbitalwave func-

tionsareSU (3)F sym m etricforsim plicity.Furtherm ore,

weneglectthe LS term sand the tensorterm s.
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Then,the pentaquarks are obtained by diagonalizing

thehyper�neinteraction in thesubspaceofthe\con�ned

states".Both them assesand thecouplingsareobtained

sim ultaneously.Becausethe�ve-quark con�nem entm ay

allow an extra constant,we have discuss only the exci-

tation energiesand thestructuresoftheobtained states.

Thus,we setthe m assof� + to 1540M eV.Itshould be

noted that ifwe use the con�nem ent potentialderived

from the baryon spectrum withoutadjusting a constant

term ,then theabsolutem assof� + in thism odelisabout

2G eV.PIII can bedeterm ined from the�� �0m asssplit-

ting,which gives PIII = 0:3 � 0:5 [46]. However,the

non-relativistic quark m odelgives large am biguities for

the pseudo-scalarm esons. Thus,we here treat PIII as

a free param eter.The size param eter,b,isunknown for

thepentaquarks.W euseb� 0:5fm ,which istaken from

that ofthe nucleon. It is known that the radiiofthe

S-wavepentaquarksareassm allasthatofthenucleon if

IIIisintroduced [48].ThestrengthsofO G E and thetwo-

body term ofIIIare �xed phenom enologically from the

N � � m asssplitting so thatthey reproducethebaryon

and m eson spectra exceptforthe pseudo-scalarm esons.

Thestrength ofthethree-body term ofIIIisdeterm ined

by Eq.(7).They give

hVudi= � 19M eV; hVusi= � 11M eV;

hV
(2)

ud
i= � 67M eV; hV (2)

us i= � 40M eV;

hV
(3)

uds
i= + 20M eV: (16)

The m atrix elem ents of the hyper�ne interaction,

H H F ,forthe nine statesin TablesIand IIare given in

Appendix B. Since the otherterm softhe Ham iltonian,

Eq.(1),are identicalfor the nine states,the spectrum

isdeterm ined only by thehyper�neinteraction.W e�nd

thatboth O G E and thetwo-body term ofIIIplay sim ilar

rolesin thespectrum .A sm alldi�erencecom esfrom the

�rst and second term s in Eqs.(5) and (9). Therefore,

the hyper�neinteraction ofEq.(3)isapproxim ately de-

scribed as H H F = H (2) + PIIIH III(3),where H
(2) con-

tains both O G E and the two-body term of III and is

approxim ately independentofPIII. Thus,the e�ectsof

IIIare attributed to the three-body term . W e �nd that

thecontribution ofthethree-body term ofIIIisrepulsive

and sm allerthan thoseofH (2) forthe pentaquarks.

A . Spectrum

W e show the m asses ofpentaquarks with S5q = 1=2,

in Fig.2. Since the three-body term ofIII is weakly

repulsive, the hyper�ne splittings are reduced as PIII

increases. W e set the m ass of � + to 1540M eV.Note

thatthe\K N state" isalwaysabovetheK N threshold.

Thus,the \K N state" m ay notform a resonance. The

excited states of� + lie at about 1.6G eV,1.7G eV and

1.8G eV.Ifthewidthsarenarrow,thosestatesshould be

observed.

FIG .2:The m assesofthe pentaquarkswith S5q = 1=2.The

m ass of�
+
is set to 1540M eV.�

�
1,�

�
2 and �

�
3 are excited

statesof�
+
.K N isthe \K N state",which isvery broad.

Fig.3 showsthedecom position ofthelowest� + state

in the bases ofTable I. W e �nd that the JW state is

dom inantatlargePIII,whiletheK L stateissuppressed.

Thecontributionsfrom theheavierstates,0� and 1�,are

very sm all. The PIII dependence can be understood as

follows. O G E and the two-body term ofIII are m ore

attractiveforboth theJW stateand theK L state.How-

ever,the three-body term ofIIIforthe JW state isless

repulsive than that for the K L state. The tri-quark of

theK L stateisstrongly a�ected by thethree-body term

ofIII,since the u;d and �s quarksare in relativeS-wave

states. In contrast,the JW state is less sensitive since

the �s quark is separated from the u;d quarks. Atlarge

PIII,�
+ attains nearly the m axim um JW com ponent.

Thus,we�nd thattheJW stateisa favorablestatewith

respectto III.

B . D ecay

Fig.4 shows the couplings between the \K N state"

and thepentaquarkswith S5q = 1=2.Thecouplingof� +

isvery largein the casewithoutIII,PIII = 0,while the

coupling becom esm uch weakerasPIII increases.In the

relevantrangeofPIII,the coupling isabout1/3 ofthat

atPIII = 0.Ithitszero atPIII = 0:61,where � + does

notcoupletothe\K N state",thatis,� + becom esstable

againstthedecaytoK N in thepresentm odel.AtPIII =

0:81,thesecond resonance� �
2 becom esstable.Theother

states, � �
1 and � �

3, do not becom e stable within 0 �

PIII � 1. W e pointoutthatthe couplingsare non-zero

in m ost range ofPIII,and therefore no m ore than one

pentaquark becom es sim ultaneously stable. This m ay

explain why only onepentaquarkshasbeen seen.
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FIG .3:The com position of�
+
in the basesofTable I.The

solid lineistheJW state.TheJW stateisdom inantforlarge

PIII,while the K L state issuppressed.

FIG .4:Thecouplingsbetween the\K N state" and thepen-

taquarks with S5q = 1=2. The coupling of �
+
is zero at

PIII = 0:61. At the zero point,� + can not decay to K N .

The �
�
2 isstable atPIII = 0:81.

C . T he states w ith S5q = 3=2

The spin-spin term s ofthe hyper�ne interactions do

not change the total spin and therefore do not m ix

S5q = 1=2 and S5q = 3=2. In Fig.5,the m assesofthe

S5q = 3=2 statesareplotted.They lie atabout1.6G eV,

1.65G eV,1.7G eV and above1.8G eV.O G E and thetwo-

body term ofIIIforthepentaquarkswith S5q = 1=2 are

m ore attractive than those with S5q = 3=2. Thus,the

loweststate,� + ,has alwaysS5q = 1=2. It is also seen

thatthe e�ectsofthe three-body term ofIIIare strong

in S5q = 3=2.O neseesseverallevel-crossingswhen PIII
goes from 0 to 1. The state which rises with PIII cor-

FIG . 5: The m asses of the pentaquarks with S5q = 3=2,

which are excited states of�
+
. The solid line is �

+
,which

is1540M eV.The pentaquarkslie above �
+
.

respondsto the m ostrepulsive eigen-state ofthe three-

bodyterm ofIII.Sincethespin isdi�erentfrom the\K N

states",theS5q = 3=2statesdecaytoK N onlythrough a

tensorforce,which isexpected to beweak in thepresent

quark m odel.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have investigated the spectrum of the P -wave

pentaquarks with I = 0 and JP = 1=2+ in the non-

relativistic quark m odelwith instanton induced interac-

tion (III).W e expect that e�ects ofthe two-body term

ofIIIshould appearin the I = 0 m eson channels,while

the e�ects of the three-body III m ay be im portant in

m ulti-quark system swith strangequarks.

W e �nd that there are nine 1�hw 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 , while

eightother\con�ned states" haveno K N -overlaps.The

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 pointoutthatthe decay is

notonly a fall-apartprocess,and introducechannelcou-

pling scattering between the \K N state" and the \con-

�ned states",wherethecouplingsaredeterm ined onlyby

the hyper�ne interaction under our assum ptions. Since

thefall-apartleadstothelargewidths,thenarrow widths

ofthe pentaquarks are explained by sm allcouplings of

the channelcoupling scattering.

W e�nd thatIIIreducesthecoupling between � + and

the \K N state". As the contributions of III becom e

larger,� + becom es signi�cantly stable and the dom i-

nantcom ponentof� + becom estheJW state.W ethere-

fore give a qualitative explanation ofthe narrow width
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of� + and we �nd the dynam icsthatthe JW state be-

com es naturally the dom inant com ponent. III changes

the com position of� + . In other words,III leads to a

cancellation ofthecoupling between � + and K N ,where

O G E,thetwo-body term ofIIIand thethree-body term

ofIIIarecanceled outeach other.

W e�nd thatatPIII = 0:61,� + becom esstablewithin

ourapproach.Thisvalue ofPIII isclose to the relevant

range,PIII = 0:3� 0:5,which isconsistentwith the�� �0

m asssplitting.

W epointoutthatthee�ectsofIIIstrongly depend on

theavorpartofthesystem .Forexam plea pentaquark

with I = 2, uuuu�s, is not a�ected by the three-body

term ofIII.W e conjecture thatthe avordependence is

a reason why no stablepentaquark isseen in otherchan-

nels. In order to m ake the predictions m ore realistic,

the SU (3)F breaking e�ectsofthe kinetic term and the

orbitalwave function m ust be taken into account. The

other pentaquarks in the �10F representation,N �10;� �10

and �,m ay be a�ected by the SU (3)F breaking e�ects.

Again it is probable that those pentaquarks do not be-

com e stable sim ultaneously,which m ay explain why the

otherm em bersofthe �10F representation isnotobserved.

Itisalso noted thatthem ixing between �10F and 8F rep-

resentationsisalso sensitiveto thetwo-body term ofIII,

sincethem ixingm atrix elem entsincludeavorsingletq�q

contributions.

Furthere�ectsofIIIwillappearin diquarkcorrelations

in thepentaquarks,which arenotincluded in thepresent

harm onic oscillatorwave functions. W e expect that III

m akes the diquarks com pact. The three-body term of

IIIgivesa repulsion between a diquark and the �s quark.

Thus,weexpectthattheK N -overlap isreduced and the

JW stateism orefavorable.

The tensorterm sofO G E and IIIm ustbe taken into

account in order to evaluate the m ixings ofS5q = 1=2

and S5q = 3=2. Such m ixing is favorable for a sm all

width sincetheS5q = 3=2 statesdoesnotcoupledirectly

to K N . Predictions and searches ofthe LS partner of

� + are im portant. Ifthe LS term sforthe pentaquarks

are signi�cantly weak sim ilarly to that for the P -wave

baryons,the LS partnerm ustbe observed.

Finally,we conclude that III a�ects signi�cantly not

only � and �0,butalso pentaquarks. Furtherstudiesof

the pentaquarks should help a deeper understanding of

dynam icsofQ CD.
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A P P EN D IX A :JA FFE-W ILC ZEK M O D EL

The Ja�e and W ilczek (JW )[4]proposed a picture of

the pentaquark,a resonance oftwo scalar-isoscalar di-

quarks and an �s quark. This m odelhas a unique sym -

m etry structure.

The diquark consists ofu and d quarks (2q),which

form a relative S-wave pair with the spin S2q = 0,the

isospin I2q = 0 and the colorC2q = �3. Possible sym m e-

triesin the spin� colorspaceof4q are

� = +

S4q = 0 C4q = 3

; (A1)

while possible sym m etriesin the spin� color(SC )space

ofthe two diquarksare


 = + +

SC2q SC2q

: (A2)

Thus the sym m etry ofspin� color of4q is uniquely de-

term ined :

� !

S4q = 0 C4q = 3

: (A3)

W hen the isospin sym m etry is com bined, we have

spin� color� isospin sym m etriesof4q :

� = +

SC4q I4q = 0

: (A4)

O n the other hand,possible sym m etries ofthe orbital

wavefunction (O )ofthe two diquarksare


 = + +

O 2q O 2q

: (A5)

Since the sym m etry ofthe orbitalwave function m ust

be the conjugateto thatofthe spin� color� isospin,itis

uniquely determ ined :


 !

O 2q O 2q

: (A6)

Finally,weobtain thesym m etry oftheJW wavefunc-

tion:

O 4q S4q I4q C4q SC4q

: (A7)

Itisnoted thatin the spin� avor(SI4q)space of4q,

the JW state doesnotbelong to any de�nite sym m etry.
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A P P EN D IX B :T H E M A T R IX ELEM EN T S

W e show the m atrix elem entsofO G E and IIIforthe

states with S5q = 1=2 (Table I) and the states with

S5q = 3=2 (Table II). The m atrix elem ents depend on

the orbitalwave functions. W e assum e that the orbital

wavefunctionsarethe 1�hw statesofthe harm onicoscil-

latorpotentialand SU (3)F sym m etric.

W e obtain the m atrix elem entsofO G E in Eq.(4):

hH
S5q= 1=2

O G E
i= hVudi�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

13 3 20p
3
� � �15p

10
�

3 7

3

�4p
3
� �19

3
� �35

3
p
10
�

20p
3
� �4p

3
�

46+ 63�

6

�10+ 5�

2
p
3

�25p
30
�

� �19

3
�

�10+ 5�

2
p
3

�6�19�

6

7
p
10

6
�

�15p
10
� �35

3
p
10
� �25p

30
� 7

p
10

6
�

16+ 15�

3

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;(B1)

hH
S5q= 3=2

O G E
i= hVudi�

0

B
B
B
B
@

92�63�

12

�20�5�

4
p
3

p
30

12
� 5

p
30

12
�

�20�5�

4
p
3

�12+ 19�

12

�47
p
10

12
� �7

p
10

12
�

p
30

12
� �47

p
10

12
�

�28+ 34�

6
� 5

6
�

5
p
30

12
� �7

p
10

12
� � 5

6
�

32�15�

6

1

C
C
C
C
A

; (B2)

where � = hVusi=hVudi = m u=m s. hVudi =

hVij�
(3)(~rij)iorb = Vud=

p
2�b2

3

contains the spatialin-

tegration between u and d quarks,which dependson the

sizesofthe pentaquarks.hVusiissim ilarly given.

W e obtain the m atrix elem entsofthe two-body term

ofIIIin Eqs.(5)and (9):

hH
S5q= 1=2

III(2)
i= hV

(2)

ud
i�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

444+ 249�

64

36�9�

64

15
p
3

8
� 9

32
� �135

32
p
10
�

36�9�

64

252+ 249�

64
� 3

p
3

8
� � 57

32
� �105

32
p
10
�

15
p
3

8
� � 3

p
3

8
�

180+ 219�

32

�36+ 27�

32
p
3

�135

16
p
30
�

9

32
� � 57

32
�

�36+ 27�

32
p
3

108+ 99�

32

15

4
p
10
�

�135

32
p
10
� �105

32
p
10
� �135

16
p
30
� 15

4
p
10
�

216+ 99�

32

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;(B3)

hH
S5q= 3=2

III(2)
i= hV

(2)

ud
i�

0

B
B
B
B
@

720+ 309�

128

�144�27�

128
p
3

3
p
30

128
� 9

p
30

128
�

�144�27�

128
p
3

432+ 567�

128

�141
p
10

128
� �15

p
10

128
�

3
p
30

128
� �141

p
10

128
�

144+ 411�

64
� 15

64
�

9
p
30

128
� �15

p
10

128
� � 15

64
�

432+ 63�

64

1

C
C
C
C
A

:(B4)

W eobtain them atrix elem entsofthethree-body term

ofIIIin Eq.(10):

hH
S5q= 1=2

III(3)
i= hV

(3)

uds
i�0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

69

8
0 39

p
3

8
0 �45

4
p
10

0 27

8

�27

8
p
3

0 0

39
p
3

8

�27

8
p
3

12 0 �45

4
p
30

0 0 0 0 0
�45

4
p
10

0 �45

4
p
30

0 9

4

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (B5)

hH
S5q= 3=2

III(3)
i= hV

(3)

uds
i�

0

B
B
B
@

69

32

�27
p
3

32

9
p
30

32

3
p
30

16
�27

p
3

32

243

32

�81
p
10

32
0

9
p
30

32

�81
p
10

32

135

16
0

3
p
30

16
0 0 9

16

1

C
C
C
A
; (B6)

where hVudsi = hV
(3)

ijs �
(3)(~rij)�

(3)(~rjs)iorb =

Vuds=
p
3�2b4

3

contains the spatial integration am ong

u;d quarksand �s quark.
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