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

Up to the present,m ostground state charm baryonscontaining one c-quark,from �+
c

to 
0
c,havebeen observed [1].Therehavebeen m uch e�ortsto �nd excited charm baryons

and recently the experim entalevidencesfor��
c(2530)[2],�

�
c(2593)and ��

c(2625)[3{6]are

reported. Although their quantum num bers are not identi�ed yet,the spin-parity ofthe

��
c(2530)is interpreted asj� = 3

2

+ ,and ��
c(2593)and ��

c(2625)decaying to �+
c �

+ �� are

regardedascandidatesforj� = 1

2

� and 3

2

� excited states,respectively,inaccordancewiththe

quark m odelpredictions[7{12].The sm allm asssplittingsbetween ��
c(2530)and �c(2453)

and between ��
c(2593) and ��

c(2625) are consistent with the heavy quark spin sym m etry

[13,14],according to which the hadronscom e in degenerate doubletswith totalspin j� =

j‘�
1

2
(unlessj‘,thetotalangularm om entum ofthelightdegreesoffreedom ,iszero)in the

lim itoftheheavy quark m assgoing to in�nity.

On theotherhand,theexcited heavy baryonshavebeen extensively studied notonly in

variousquark/bagm odels[7{12,15]butalsoin heavy hadron chiralperturbation theory [16]

and in the bound state approach ofthe Skyrm e m odel[17{20]. In the bound state m odel,

the heavy baryonsaredescribed by bound statesofheavy m esonsand a soliton [21,22].A

naturalexplanation oflow-lying �(1405)isoneofthesuccessofthebound state approach

[23],where thisj� = 1

2

� state isdescribed by a loosely bound S-wave K m eson to soliton.

Thesam epicturewasstraightforwardly applied to theexcited ��
c(

1

2

� )in Ref.[17].Thelack

oftheheavy quark sym m etry in this�rsttrialislatersupplied by treating theheavy vector

m esonson thesam efooting astheheavy pseudoscalarm esons[22],and a genericstructure

oftheheavy baryon spectrum oforbitally excited statesisestablished [18].

However,theseworksweredoneundertheapproxim ation thatboth thesoliton and the

heavy m esonsare in�nitely heavy and so they siton top ofeach other. Itisevident that

thisapproxim ation cannotdescribe wellthe orbitally and/orradially excited statesdue to

theignoranceofany kinetice�ects.In Ref.[19],thekinetice�ectsfortheexcited statesare

estim ated by approxim atingthestaticpotentialsfortheheavy m esonstothequadraticform

with the curvature determ ined atthe origin. Such a harm onic oscillatorapproxim ation is

valid onlywhen theheavym esonsaresu�ciently m assivesothattheirm otionsarerestricted

to a very sm allrange. The situation is im proved in Ref.[20]by m aking an approxim ate

Schr�odinger-like equation and by incorporating the lightvectorm esons. In a recentpaper

[24],wehaveobtainedalltheenergylevelsoftheheavym eson boundstatesbysolvingexactly

theequationsofm otion from a given m odelLagrangian withoutusing any approxim ations.

(See also Refs.[25,26].) In thispaper,we quantize those statesby following the standard

collective coordinatequantization m ethod to investigate theexcited heavy baryon spectra.

In thenextsection,webriey describeourm odelLagrangian and theway ofsolving the

equationsofm otion to obtain thebound states.Then,in Sec.III,wequantizethesoliton{

heavy-m eson bound system based on thestandard collectivecoordinatequantization m ethod

and derivethem assform ula.Theresulting m assspectra of�c,�c,�b,and �b baryonsare

presented in Sec.IV and com pared with therecentexperim entalobservationsand with the

quark m odelpredictions.Som edetailed expressionsaregiven in Appendix.
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II.T H E M O D EL

W e willwork with a sim ple e�ective chiralLagrangian ofGoldstone m esonsand heavy

m esons[27]:

L = LSM
M + D ��D

��y � m 2
�
�� y � 1

2
�� ���� y

�� + m 2
� ��� ��� y

�

+ fQ (�A
��� y

� + ��
�A

��y)+ 1

2
gQ "

���� (��
��A ��

� y
� + ��

�A ��
� y
��):

(2.1)

Here,LSM
M isan e�ectivechiralLagrangian ofGoldstonepionspresented by an SU(2)m atrix

�eld U = exp(i� � �=f�),which issim ply taken astheSkyrm em odelLagrangian,

L
SM

M =
f2�

4
Tr(@�U

y
@
�
U)+

1

32e2
Tr[U y

@�U;U
y
@�U]

2
; (2.2)

with thepion decay constantf� and theSkyrm eparam etere.W ith thehelp oftheSkyrm e

term ,itsupportsastablebaryon-num ber-1solitonsolutionunderthehedgehogcon�guration

U0(r)= exp[i� �̂rF(r)]; (2.3)

whereF(r)satis�estheboundary conditions,F(0)= � and F(1 )= 0.

Theheavy pseudoscalarand vectorm esonscontaining a heavy quark Q arerepresented

by anti-isodoublet �elds � and � �
�,with their m asses m

�
and m

� �,respectively. As an

exam ple,in caseofQ = c,they areD and D � m eson anti-doublets,

�= (D 0
;D

+ ) and �� = (D � 0
;D

� +): (2.4)

Thechiraltransform ationsofthe�eldsarede�ned as

� ! L�hy = h�Ry;

�;� �
� ! �h y;��

�h
y;

(2.5)

where � �
p
U = exp(i� � �=2f�),L 2 SU(2)L,R 2 SU(2)R ,and h is an SU(2) m atrix

depending on L,R,and �.The�eld � de�nesvectorand axialvector�eldsas

V� =
1

2
(�y@�� + �@��

y);

A � =
i

2
(�y@�� � �@��

y):
(2.6)

Then,thecovariantderivativesareexpressed in term sofV� as

D ��= �(
 

@� +V
y
�); (2.7)

and a sim ilar equation for��
�,which de�nes the �eld strength tensorofthe heavy vector

m eson �eldsas� �
�� = D ��

�
� � D ��

�
�.

In our Lagrangian,we have a few param eters,f�,e,m �,m � �,fQ ,and gQ ,which in

principlehavetobe�xed from them eson dynam ics.W ewillusetheexperim entalvaluesfor

theheavy m eson m asses.In orderforthequantized soliton to �tthenucleon and � m asses

[28],the pion decay constanthasbeen adjusted down to f� = 64:5 M eV (with e = 5:45).
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However,recently itisshown that,taking into accounttheCasim ire�ectoftheuctuating

pionsaround the soliton con�guration [29],one can getreasonable nucleon and � m asses

with theem piricalvalueofthepion decayconstant(�93M eV).Asforthecouplingconstants

fQ and gQ ,thereisnosu�cientexperim entaldatato�x them .W hatisknown tousisthat,

in orderfortheLagrangian to respecttheheavy quark sym m etry,they should berelated to

each otheras

lim
m Q ! 1

fQ =2m � � = lim
m Q ! 1

gQ = g; (2.8)

and the nonrelativistic quark m odelprediction on the universalconstant g is �0:75 [27],

while the experim entally determ ined upper bound is g2<� 0:5 [30]. W e willtake fQ and

gQ asfree param eterswith keeping the relation (2.8)and the nonrelativistic prediction in

m ind.The param eterdependence oftheresultswillbe discussed in detailin Sec.IV.The

Lagrangian (2.1)isthe sim plest version ofthe heavy m eson e�ective Lagrangian and one

m ay includethelightvectorm eson degreesoffreedom such as� and ! [26,31]and thehigher

derivativeterm sto im provethem odelpredictions.

Theequationsofm otion fortheheavy m esonscan beread o� from theLagrangian (2.1)

as

D �D
��y + m 2

�
�y = fQ A

��� y
� ;

D ��
� ��y+ m 2

� ��� �y= �fQ A
��y + gQ "

���� A ��
� y
��;

(2.9)

with an auxiliary condition forthevectorm eson �elds

m
2

� �D ��
� �y= �D �D ��

� ��y
� fQ D �(A

��y)+ gQ "
����

D �(A ��
� y
��); (2.10)

which reduces to the Lorentz condition @��� y
� = 0 in case ofthe free vector m eson �elds.

To avoid any unnecessary com plicationsassociated with theanti-doubletstructureof� and

��
�,wework with �

y and �� y
� .W hen thestatichedgehog con�guration ofU0 issubstituted,

thevectorand axialvector�eldsbecom e

V � = (V 0;V )= (0;�i(� � r̂)�(r));

A � = (A 0;A )= (0;1
2
[a1(r)� + a2(r)̂r� �̂r]);

(2.11)

where�(r)= [sin2(F=2)]=r,a1(r)= (sinF)=r and a2(r)= F 0� (sinF)=r.

Then,theproblem becom esto�nd theclassicaleigenm odes(especially thebound states)

ofthe heavy m esons m oving under the static potentials form ed by the soliton �eld. The

equationsareinvariantunderparity operationsand the\grand spin" rotation generated by

theoperator

K = J + I= L + S + I; (2.12)

where L,S,and I are the orbitalangular m om entum ,spin,and isospin operator ofthe

heavy m esons,respectively. This allows us to classify the eigenstates by the grand spin

quantum num bers(k;k3)and theparity �.W ewilldenotethesetofquantum num bersby
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fng (� f�n;k;k3;�g,�n isa quantum num ber to distinguish the radialexcitations). Fora

given grand spin (k;k3)with parity � = (�1)k� 1=2,the generalwave function ofan energy

eigenm odecan bewritten as

�y
n(r;t)= e

+ i"n t’n(r)Y
(� )

kk3
(̂r); �

� y

0;n(r;t)= e
+ i"n ti’

�
0;n(r)Y

(� )

kk3
(̂r);

� � y
n (r;t)= e+ i"n t

h

’�1;n(r)r̂Y
(� )

kk3
(̂r)+ ’�2;n(r)LY

(� )

kk3
(̂r)+ ’�3;n(r)G Y

(� )

kk3
(̂r)

i

;

(2.13)

whereG � �i(̂r�L)andY
(� )

kk3
(̂r)isthe(iso)spinorsphericalharm onicobtainedbycom bining

theeigenstatesofL and I.Thewavefunctionsshould benorm alized sothattheeigenm odes

carry a unitheavy avornum ber(C = +1 and B = �1). The norm alization condition is

given in Appendix.Notethedi�erentsign convention oftheenergy in theexponentforthe

tim e evolution ofthe eigenm odesand that’�
3
(r)[’�

2
(r)]isabsentin case ofk� = 1

2

+ (1
2

� ).

Substituting Eq. (2.13)into the equationsofm otion (2.9)and auxiliary condition (2.10),

onecan obtain coupled di�erentialequationsfortheradialfunctions,’(r)and ’ �
�(r)(� =

0;:::;3).(SeeRef.[24]form oredetails.)

Given in Fig. 1 is a typicalenergy spectrum ofbound heavy m eson states obtained

by solving the equations num erically with experim entalheavy m eson m asses (m D = 1867

M eV,m D � = 2010M eV and m B = 5279M eV,m B � = 5325M eV),f� = 64:5M eV,e= 5:45,

and fQ =2m � � = gQ = �0:75. W e present the binding energies de�ned as �" = m
�
� ".

Com paring itwith the energy spectrum obtained in the in�nite heavy m asslim it[18],one

can seethatthe\parity doubling"artifactisrem oved by thecentrifugalenergy contribution

and there appearm any radially excited states. As a trace ofthe heavy quark sym m etry,

the energy levelscom e in nearly degenerate doubletswith grand spin k� = k‘ �
1

2
(unless

k‘ = 0)and parity � = (�1)k‘ [18],whereK ‘ � K � SQ with theheavy quark spin SQ .The

energy levelsareobtained in thesoliton-�xed fram e,which m ustbea crudeapproxim ation.

The soliton-recoile�ectsshould be incorporated in orderforthe bound state approach to

work wellwith heavy avors.In thiswork,however,wewillproceed withoutincorporating

the soliton-recoile�ects. W e willdiscusssom e possible m odi�cationsofthe resultsin Sec.

IV,leaving therigorousand detailed investigationsto ourfuturestudy.

III.Q U A N T IZAT IO N

Thesoliton{heavy-m eson bound system described so fardoesnotcarry any good quan-

tum num bersexceptthegrandspin,parity,and baryon num ber.In ordertodescribebaryons

with de�nite spin and isospin quantum num bers,we should quantize the system by going

to the nextorderin 1=N c [21]. Thiscan be done by introducing collective variablesto the

zero m odesassociated with theinvarianceofthesoliton{heavy-m eson bound system under

sim ultaneousisospin rotation ofthesoliton togetherwith theheavy m eson �elds:

�(r;t)= C(t)�0(r)C
y(t);

�(r;t)= � bf(r;t)C
y(t);

��
�(r;t)= ��

bf;�(r;t)C
y(t);

(3.1)

where �2
0
� U0 and C(t) is an SU(2) m atrix. The subscript \bf" is to denote that they

are the �elds in the body-�xed (isospin co-m oving) fram e. (Hereafter,we willdrop it to
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shorten thenotation and alltheheavy m eson �eldsappearing in equationsarethosein the

body-�xed fram e unless speci�ed.) Assum ing su�ciently slow collective rotation,we will

work in theBorn-Oppenheim erapproxim ation wherethebound heavy m esonsrem ain in an

unchanged classicaleigenm ode.

Introduction ofthecollectivevariablesasEq.(3.1)leadsusto an additionalLagrangian

ofO (1=N c),

L� 1 =
1

2
I!

2 + ! � � ; (3.2)

wheretheangularvelocity ! ofthecollective rotation isde�ned by

C
y _C � i

2
� � !; (3.3)

and I isthem om entofinertia ofthesoliton [28].Theexplicitform of� is

� =

Z

d
3
r
n
i

2
(_�T V �

y
� �T V

_�y + _�� i
T V �

� iy
� �� i

T V
_�� iy)

+ i

2
[�� iT V D

i�
� y

0 � (D i��
0
)T V �

� iy]

� 1

2
fQ (�T A �

� y

0 + ��
0
T A�

y)� i

2
gQ "

ijk�� ifT V ;A
jg+ �

� ky

� 1

2
gQ "

ijk[(D i�� j)T A�
� ky+ �� kT AD

i�� jy]
o

;

(3.4)

wherefA;B g+ � AB + B A and

T V � 1

2
(�

y

0��0 + �0��
y

0)= t1(r)� + t2(r)̂r� �̂r;

T A � 1

2
(�

y

0��0 � �0��
y

0)= t3(r)(� � r̂);
(3.5)

with t1(r)= cosF,t2(r)= 1� cosF,and t3(r)= sinF. Note thatitisnothing butthe

isospin currentoftheheavy m esonsinteracting with Goldstonebosons(m odulo thesign)as

discussed in Ref.[18].

The spin operatorJ and isospin operatorI ofthe system can be obtained by applying

theN�othertheorem to theinvarianceoftheLagrangian underthecorresponding rotations:

Ia = D ab(C)R b;

J = R + K bf;

(3.6)

whereR istherotorspin conjugateto thecollective variables,

R =
�L

�!
= I! + � : (3.7)

K bf isthe grand spin operatorofthe heavy m eson �elds(in the isospin co-m oving fram e)

and D ab(C)[�
1

2
Tr(�aC�bC

y)]isthe adjointrepresentation ofthe collective variables. Note

thatthegrand spin operatorplaystheroleofthespin operatorfortheheavy m esons,that

is,theirisospin istransm uted into a partofthespin.

The physicalheavy baryon stateswith spin-parity j� and isospin ican be obtained by

com biningtherotorspin eigenstatesand theheavy m eson bound statesofgrand spin k with

thehelp oftheClebsch-Gordan coe�cients:

6



ji;i3;j
�
;j3ii=

X

k3

hi;j3� k3;k;k3jj;j3iji;i3;j3� k3gj�n;k;k3;�i; (3.8a)

with k = jj� ij;jj� ij+ 1;:::;i+ j.Here,ji;m 1;m 2g (m 1;m 2 = �i;�i+ 1;:::;i)denotes

theeigenstateoftherotor-spin operatorR a:

R 2ji;m 1;m 2g= i(i+ 1)ji;m 1;m 2g;

R z ji;m 1;m 2g= m 2 ji;m 1;m 2g;

Iz ji;m 1;m 2g= m 1 ji;m 1;m 2g;

(3.8b)

and j�n;k;k3;�iisthesingle-particleFockstateoftheheavy m eson �eldswhereoneclassical

eigenm odeofthecorresponding grand spin quantum num berisoccupied:

K 2
bf
j�n;k;k3;�i= k(k+ 1)j�n;k;k3;�i;

K bf;z j�n;k;k3;�i= k3 j�n;k;k3;�i:
(3.8c)

Asan artifactoflarge N c feature ofthe Skyrm e m odel,one m ay have baryon stateswith

higherisospin i� 2. W e willrestrictourconsiderationsto the heavy baryonswith i= 0

(�Q )and i= 1 (�Q ).To beprecise,in Eq.(3.8),onem ay have to sum overthepossiblek

as

ji;i3;j
�
;j3ii=

X

k;k3

�khi;j3� k3;k;k3 jj;j3iji;i3;j3� k3gj�n;k;k3;�i; (3.9)

with theexpansion coe�cients� k tobedeterm ined by diagonalizingtheHam iltonian.How-

ever,asfarasthe heavy baryon statesare concerned,the m ixing e�ectsare rathersm all.

It is shown in Ref.[18]that there is no m ixing even when two states becom e degenerate

in the m Q ! 1 lim it. (Such a m ixing e�ectplaysthe m ostim portantrole in establishing

theheavy quark sym m etry in thepentaquark baryons[32].) Thus,wewillinvolveonly one

single-particleFock statein thecom bination (3.8).

Thephysicalbaryonsshould betheeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian and theirm assescom e

outaseigenvalues.TheHam iltonian can beobtained bytakingtheLegendretransform ation

with the collective variables and the heavy m eson �elds taken as dynam icaldegrees of

freedom .Up to theorderof1=N c,wehave

H = H
+ 1 + H

0 + H
� 1
; (3.10a)

where H m (m = +1;0;�1)isthe Ham iltonian ofO (N m
c ). The Ham iltonian ofthe leading

orderin N c isthesoliton m ass[28]:

H
+ 1 = M sol; (3.10b)

and H 0 istheHam iltonian oftheheavy m eson �eldswhich yieldstheeigenenergy "n when

actson thesingle-particleFock statejfngi:

H
0
jfngi= "n jfngi: (3.10c)

Finally,theHam iltonian oforderof1=N c arising from thecollectiverotation isin a form of

7



H
� 1 =

1

2I
(R � � )2: (3.10d)

W ewilltakethe1=N c orderterm asaperturbation.Then,them assoftheheavy baryon

state(3.8)isobtained as

m (i;j� ) = M sol+ "n +
1

2I
hhi;j� j(R � � )2 ji;j�ii; (3.11)

where"n istheeigenenergy oftheheavy m eson bound stateinvolved in theconstruction of

the state ji;j�ii.Ifonly one single-particle Fock state j�n;k;k3;�iisinvolved in Eq.(3.8),

wecan writethem assform ula in a m oreconvenientform as

m (i;j� ) = M sol+ "n +
3

8I
+

1

2I
[cnj(j+ 1)+ (1� cn)i(i+ 1)� cnk(k+ 1)]: (3.12)

Here,wehaveused theW igner-Eckarttheorem to expresstheexpectation valueof� as

h�n;k;k0
3
;� j� j�n;k;k3;�i� �cnh�n;k;k

0
3
;� jK bfj�n;k;k3;�i; (3.13)

which de�nesthe\hyper�nesplitting" constantcn.Theexplicitexpressionsforcn aregiven

in Appendix. In evaluating the expectation value of� 2,we have used the factthat� is

theisospin operator(with oppositesign),which im plies

�
2
jn;k;k3;�i=

3

4
jn;k;k3;�i: (3.14)

IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

As for the �Q baryons that are constructed with the i = 0 rotor spin state and one

single-particleFock statej�n;k= j;k3;�i,them assform ula can befurthersim pli�ed as

m
� Q (j)

= M sol+ "n +
3

8I
= m N + m � + �" n; (4.1)

where m N isthe nucleon m ass(m N = M sol+ 3=8I)and �" n = "n � m �. Thus,the m ass

spectrum of�Q baryonsisexactly thesam easFig.1 with replacing the�"= 0 lineby the

m N + m � threshold.However,the�Q spectrum obtained with theparam etersofFig.1(Set

1)isnotatthe levelofbeing com pared with experim ents. Ascan be seen in Fig. 1,the

binding energy (� 380 M eV)and them asssplitting (� 200 M eV)between the�rstexcited

��
c and the ground state are too sm allcom pared with the experim entalvalues,� 520 and

� 310 M eV,respectively. However,we can easily im prove the situation by adjusting the

param eterswithin a reasonablerange.Table Isum m arizestheparam etersetsthatwe will

exam ineand theparam eterdependence of�c spectra areshown in Fig.2.

W hatwewanttohaveism oredeeply bound stateswith widerlevelsplittings,which can

beachieved ifwehaveadeeperandnarrowerinteractingpotentialsintheequationsofm otion

fortheheavy m esons.Oneway ofobtaining such potentialsin a given m odelLagrangian is

to taketheem piricalvalueforf� instead off� = 64:5 M eV.Sincethesoliton wavefunction

F(r)isonlyafunction ofadim ensionlessvariablex = ef�r(inthechirallim it),thefunctions

8



a1(r)and a2(r)appearing in potentialsscale with the factoref�.Furtherm ore,the soliton

m assM soland them om entofinertia I com eoutin theform of[28]

M sol= ~M f�=e and I = ~I=(e3f�); (4.2)

with dim ensionlessquantities ~M and ~I thatareindependentofe and f�.Ifweareto have

a correct �-N m ass splitting (3=2I),we have to �x the value ofe so that e 3f� does not

change. Thiscondition yieldse = 4:82 when f� = 93 M eV,which im pliesthatthe soliton

m assbecom esso heavy as1.4 GeV.W eexpectthattheCasim irenergy ofuctuating pions

[29]can reduceitdown to0.87GeV.In thiswork,foracom parison,we�x thenucleon m ass

to 940 M eV forallparam etersets.Com pared with f�=64.5 M eV and e=5.45,ef� becom es

1.3 tim es largerand thus the potentialbecom es deeper and narrower by the sam e factor.

Thisisshown by thedashed lineofFig.3.Thechangein f� alone(Set2)helpstheground

�c m assto com edown to 2339 M eV with the��
c-�c m assdi�erencebeing 270 M eV.

Anotherway ofim proving theresultsissim ply to takea largerjgQ jvalue(with putting

aside the experim entalupperlim iton jgQ jfora while),which m akesthe potentialdeeper.

The dotted line in Fig. 3 is what obtained by varying gQ and fQ =2m � � to �0:92 while

keeping f�=64.5 M eV (Set3). Surprisingly,thisnearly 20% change in coupling constants

resultsin about50% enhancem entin thebinding energy,while them asssplitting isnotso

m uch im proved com pared with thatofSet1.By thesam eway,wetaketheem piricalvalue

for f� and vary gQ so that the ground �c m ass becom es close to the experim entalvalue,

which isachieved with gQ � �0:81 (Set4).Thisparam etersetyieldscom parable �c m ass

spectrum to theexperim ents,which looksquite encouraging.Furtherm ore,ifwe break the

heavy quark spin sym m etric relation,fQ =2m D � = gQ ,between the two coupling constants,

wecan obtain m orerealisticm asssplitting between ��
c(

1

2

� )and ��
c(

3

2

� ).Asan exam ple,we

choosegQ = �0:70 and fQ =2m D � = �0:85 with f� = 93 M eV (Set5).Unfortunately,these

coupling constantsarenotcloseto therecentestim atesof�0:2� �0:5 [33].W eregard this

factasan indication ofthe im portantrole ofhigherordercorrectionssuch aslightvector

m esons.

In Fig.4,wepresentourresultson�c spectrum (obtained with param eterSet5)together

with theexperim entalvaluesand theotherm odelcalculations;SM (Skyrm em odelwith the

heavy pseudoscalarm esonsonly)[17],QM 1 (quark m odel)[7],QM 2 [8],and QM 3 [9].Our

result can com pete with the quark m odelcalculations quantitatively. Especially,one can

notice thatitbecom esm uch m ore im proved com pared with the �rsttrial,SM [17],in the

Skyrm em odel.Onem ay im provetheresultby adjusting alltheparam etersforthebest�t.

W hatwe have done in thiswork isjustto vary two coupling constantsaround the values

given by thenonrelativisticquark m odelprediction and theheavy quark sym m etricrelation,

i.e.,fQ =2m � � = gQ = �0:75.Asforthe otherparam eters,we used the em piricalvalue for

f� with e being �xed by �-N m asssplitting,and experim entalvaluesfortheheavy m eson

m asses.

Given in Fig. 5 are the spectrum of�c ofour prediction (obtained with Set 5) and

the otherm odelcalculations. Asa reference line,the ground state of�c isadopted. Our

resultisagain com parable to the others. However,the splitting between ��
c [�c(

3

2

+
)]and

�c appearstoo sm allcom pared with theexperim entaldata.Notethatthesam eistruefor

the quark m odelsexceptQM 2. Itisalso interesting to note thatone cannotim prove this

9



situation sim ply by m aking the hyper�ne constantc largerin any way. By elim inating cn
and I in them assform ula (3.12),weobtain a m odel-independentrelation

m � �
c
� m � c

= (m � � m N )�
3

2
(m � c

� m � c
): (4.3)

(Thesam em odel-independentm assrelation holdsin thenonrelativisticquark m odelofDe

R�ujula,Georgi,and Glashow [34].) Thus,when ourm odelsuccessfully reproducesallthe

experim entalvaluesform N ,m �
,m

� c
,and m

� c
,weget

m � �
c
� m � c

� 40 M eV (4.4)

asourbestprediction. Itisonly the halfofthe value evaluated with the recent��
c(2533)

[2].

W e presentthe �b m assspectrum obtained with thisparam etersetin Fig. 6 with the

otherm odelcalculations.Theparam etersetused forthecharm baryonsdoesnotwork well

in the bottom sector;Set5 yieldsthe ground �b m assas5492 M eV which is� 150 M eV

below the experim entalvalue. W e m ay repeat the sam e process ofvarying the gQ (with

keeping theem piricalvalue93 M eV forf�)to �tthe� b m assof5641 M eV.W ealso expect

thattheheavy quark sym m etry relation (2.8)holdswellin thebottom sector.Thisprocess

leadsusto gQ = fQ =2m B � = �0:65 (Set6). The results with thisparam etersetare also

given in Fig. 6. The m asssplitting (� 180 M eV)between the excited ��
b and the ground

state �b appearsm uch sm allerthan thatofthe �c given in Fig. 4,while the quark m odel

calculationsshow nearly independentm asssplittingswhethertheheavy constituentisa c-

quark(� 370M eV)orab-quark(� 330{390M eV).Togetherwith thedi�erencesin coupling

constants�tting thecharm baryonsand thebottom baryons,thisapparentdi�erencein the

m asssplittingiscertainlyatoddswith theheavyquarkavorsym m etry.Such aheavyquark

avorsym m etry isexpected to besom ehow broken becauseofthem assdi�erence between

the c-quark and b-quark. However,since both are m uch heavier than the typicalscale of

thestrong interaction (�Q CD � 200 M eV),theactualam ountofthesym m etry breaking in

naturethatoccursattheorderof�Q CD=m Q would notbeso large.

Such a behaviorcan be seen also in the �b spectrum given in Fig. 7. Since there isno

experim entaldataforthe�b baryons,wecan only com pareourresultswith thequark m odel

predictions.Onecan �nd thatthem asssplitting between theground � b and the�b(
1

2

+
)is

180 � 190 M eV,which iscom parableto thequark m odelpredictions.Also thesm allm ass

splitting (� 10 M eV)between �b(
1

2

+
)and �b(

3

2

+
)isstillconsistentwith the quark m odel

predictions.However,asin the�b spectrum ,theexcitation energy (� 170 M eV)of�b(
1

2

�
)

appearsagain sm allerthan thequark m odelvalues(� 280 M eV).

It m ay be the ignorance ofthe soliton-recoile�ect in our work that causes the larger

break down oftheheavy quark avorsym m etry than whatisactually im plied in them odel.

In order to see this,let us go back to Fig. 1. W e can see thatthe kinetic e�ect reduces

the binding energy ofthe lowest D (B ) m eson bound state by 410 (240) M eV from its

in�nitely heavy m asslim it�" 1 = � 3

2
gF 0(0)� 790 M eV [24]. Note thatthe ratio ofthe

kinetic e�ects (410=240 � 1:7)and the ratio ofenergy splittingsbetween the �rstexcited

state and the ground state (� 300=200)are very close to the square rootofthe (inverse)

m assratio (
p
2:6 � 1:6).Onecan easily understand thisfeaturein the harm onicoscillator

approxim ation. Thus,in ourworking fram e,the factthatB m esonsare 2.6 tim esheavier

10



than D m esons becom es directly reected in the results. A sim ple way ofestim ating the

soliton-recoile�ect is to use the \reduced m ass" ofthe soliton{heavy-m eson system , as

discussed in Refs.[20,24].W ith thesoliton m assabout1 GeV,thereduced m assesoftheD

m esonsand B m esonsbecom e � 2=3 GeV and � 5=6 GeV,respectively. Then,the use of

thesesm allreduced m assescan widen theenergy splittingsand theirsm allratio � 5=4 will

notbreaktheheavyquarkavorsym m etry soseriously.(SeealsoFig.4ofRef.[24].) On the

otherhand,itwillrequirestrongerpotentialsto overcom ethelargerkineticenergies,which

should besupplied by including thelightvectorm esonsand/orhigherderivativeterm sinto

theLagrangian [31].

In sum m ary,we have studied the heavy baryon spectrum in the bound state approach

to theSkyrm e m odelby using the exactly-solved heavy m eson bound statesofa given La-

grangian.Ourresultsarequalitativelyand/orquantitativelycom parabletotheexperim ental

observationsand thequark m odelcalculationsin thecharm /bottom sector.Thenearly de-

generatedoubletsin thespectrum areconsistentwith theheavy quark spin sym m etry,and

ourwork hasagreatim provem entcom pared with the�rsttrial[17]ofthism odel.However,

theabsence ofthesoliton-recoilin ourfram ework breakstheheavy quark avorsym m etry

m ore than the m odelreally im plies. To be consistentwith both the heavy quark spin and

avorsym m etry,such a soliton-recoile�ectshould beincorporated into thepicture.
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A P P EN D IX :

In thisAppendix,wepresentthenorm alization condition oftheheavy m eson �eldsand

theexplicitform ofthehyper�neconstants.Asdiscussed in Sec.II,theheavy m eson �elds

are norm alized to give a unitheavy avor num ber. Fora given grand spin k with parity

� = (�1)k� 1=2,thiscondition can bewritten explicitly as

1=

Z

drr
2
n

2"n[j’j
2 + j’

�
1
j
2 + �� j’

�
2
j
2 + �� j’

�
3
j
2]

+ (’
� 0y

0 ’
�
1
+ ’

� y

1 ’
� 0
0
)+ (’

� y

0 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
0
)��� + (’

� y

0 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
0
)

�
1

r
+ � �

�

��

� gQ [(’
� y

1 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
1
)a1�� + (’

� y

1 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
1
)a1�� + j’

�
2
j
2(a1 + a2)��

+ j’
�
3
j
2(a1 + a2)�� + (’

� y

1 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
1
)a1�� ]

o

; (A1)

wheretheconstants�� ,�� ,and � arewritten in term sofk as
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�+ = (k� 1=2)(k+ 1=2);

�+ = k� 1=2;

+ = �+ =�+ = 1=(k+ 1=2);

�� = (k+ 1=2)(k+ 3=2);

�� = �(k+ 3=2);

� = �� =�� = �1=(k+ 1=2):

(A2)

Thec-valuede�ned in Eq.(3.13)can bewritten as

h�n;k;k3;� = (�1)k� 1=2 j� j�n;k;k3;� = (�1)k� 1=2i

= c
n
�Y

(� )y

kk3
�Y

(� )

kk3
+ c

n
‘Y

(� )y

kk3
LY

(� )

kk3
+ c

n
gY

(� )y

kk3
G Y

(� )

kk3
(A3)

� �cnh�n;k;k3;� = (�1)k� 1=2 jK bfj�n;k;k3;� = (�1)k� 1=2i;

wherethefunctionalscn�,c
n
‘,and c

n
g areobtained by inserting Eqs.(2.11),(2.13),and (3.5)

into Eq.(3.4).Theirexplicitexpressionsareasfollows:

c
n
� =

Z

drr
2
n

"n(j’j
2 + j’

�
1
j
2)(t1 + t2)+ "nj’

�
2
j
2[(t1 + t2)�� + t2�� ]

+ "nj’
�
3
j
2[(t1 + t2)�� + t2�� ]+ "n(’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)��

+ 1

2
(’

� 0y

0 ’
�
1
+ ’

� y

1 ’
� 0
0
)(t1 + t2)

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
0
)f�[(t1 + t2)�� + t2�� ]� +

�
1

r
+ ��

�

�� g

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
0
)f�� �� +

�
1

r
+ ��

�

[(t1 + t2)�� + t2�� ]g

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)(a1 + a2)(t1 + t2)�� �

1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k2 + k
y

2’
�
2
)t3��

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k3 + k
y

3’
�
2
)t3�� +

1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k2 + k
y

2’
�
3
)t3(2+ �� )

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k3 + k
y

3’
�
3
)t3��

o

; (A4)

c
n
‘ =

Z

drr
2
n

"nj’j
2
t2� + "nj’

�
1
j
2(2t1 + t2)� + "nj’

�
2
j
2
t2� (1� �� � �� )

+ "nj’
�
3
j
2[(2t1 + t2)�� � t2� �� ]+ "n(’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)(1� � �� )

� 1

2
(’

� 0y

0 ’
�
1
+ ’

� y

1 ’
� 0
0
)(2t1 + t2)�

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
0
)f�t2(1� �� � �� )

2

� +

�
1

r
+ ��

�

(1� � �� )g

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
3 + ’

� y

3 ’
�
0)f�� (1� � �� )+

�
1

r
+ ��

�

[(2t1 + t2)�� � t2� �� ]g

� 1

2
fQ (’

y
’
�
0
+ ’

� y

0 ’)t3� �
1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
1
)a1t1�

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
1
)a1t1(1+ � )

� 1

2
gQ [j’

�
2
j
2 + j’

�
3
j
2(1+ � )](a1 + a2)(t1 + t2)

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)(a1 + a2)(t1 + t2)�� +

1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 k1 + k
y

1’
�
1
)t3�

+ 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k2 + k
y

2’
�
2
)t3(1+ � )(1+ �� )

+ 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k3 + k
y

3’
�
2
)t3(1+ �� )�

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k2 + k
y

2’
�
3
)t3(2+ �� )�

+ 1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k3 + k
y

3’
�
3
)t3[1+ �� (1+ � )]

o

; (A5)
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c
n
g =

Z

drr
2
n

"nj’j
2
t2� + "nj’

�
1
j
2(2t1 + t2)� + "nj’

�
2
j
2
t2[1+ � (1� �� � �� )]

� "nj’
�
3
j
2[(2t1 + t2)�� + t2(� �� � 1)]+ "n(’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)� ��

+ 1

2
(’

� 0y

0 ’
�
1
+ ’

� y

1 ’
� 0
0
)(2t1 + t2)�

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
2 + ’

� y

2 ’
�
0)f�t2[1+ � (1� �� � �� )]� +

�
1

r
+ ��

�

� �� g

+ 1

2
(’

� y

0 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
0
)f�2� �� �

�
1

r
+ ��

�

[(2t1 + t2)�� + t2(� �� � 1)]g

+ 1

2
fQ (’

y
’
�
0
+ ’

� y

0 ’)t3� �
1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 ’
�
2
+ ’

� y

2 ’
�
1
)a1t1(1+ � )

+ 1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
1
)a1t1� +

1

2
gQ j’

�
3
j
2(a1 + a2)(t1 + t2)�

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 ’
�
3
+ ’

� y

3 ’
�
2
)(a1 + a2)(t1 + t2)(1� �� )�

1

2
gQ (’

� y

1 k1 + k
y

1’
�
1
)t3�

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k2 + k
y

2’
�
2
)t3[� + �� (1+ � )]

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

2 k3 + k
y

3’
�
2
)t3[� (1+ �� )� 1]

+ 1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k2 + k
y

2’
�
3
)t3[1+ � (2+ �� )]

� 1

2
gQ (’

� y

3 k3 + k
y

3’
�
3
)t3(1+ � )��

o

: (A6)

Thefunctionalsk1,k2,and k3 arede�ned by

D � �
� y= ifk1(r)r̂Y

(� )

kk3
+ k2(r)LY

(� )

kk3
+ k3(r)G Y

(� )

kk3
g; (A7)

which gives

k1 = �’
�
2

�
1

r
+ ��

�

�� � ’
�
3
��� ;

k2 = ’
�
1

�
1

r
+ ��

�

�

�

’
� 0
3
+
1

r
’
�
3

�

; (A8)

k3 = ’
�
1
�� �

�

’
� 0
2
+
1

r
’
�
2

�

:

To obtain thoseform ulas,wehaveused theconjugateform ofEq.(2.13):

�(r;t)= e
� i"t

’
y(r)Y

(� )y

kk3
(̂r);

��
0(r;t)= �e

� i"t
i’

� y

0 (r)Y
(� )y

kk3
(̂r);

� �(r;t)= e� i"t
h

’
� y

1 (r)Y
(� )y

kk3
(̂r)r̂+ ’

� y

2 (r)Y
(� )y

kk3
(̂r)L � ’

� y

3 (r)Y
(� )y

kk3
(̂r)(G � 2̂r)

i

;

(A9)

wherealltheoperatorsacton theright-hand side.

Then from Eq.(A3),wecan writecn as

cn =
1

q

k(k+ 1)(2k+ 1)
fc

n
�hn;k;�k�kn;k;�i+ c

n
‘hn;k;�kLkn;k;�i (A10)

+ c
n
ghn;k;�kG kn;k;�ig;

wherethe\reduced m atrix elem ents" arecalculated as

13



hk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2k�kk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2i=

s

(k+ 1)(2k+ 1)

k
;

hk;� = (�1)k� 1=2k�kk;� = (�1)k� 1=2i= �

s

k(2k+ 1)

k+ 1
;

hk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2kLkk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2i= (k� 1

2
)

s

(k+ 1)(2k+ 1)

k
; (A11)

hk;� = (�1)k� 1=2kLkk;� = (�1)k� 1=2i= (k+ 3

2
)

s

k(2k+ 1)

k+ 1
;

hk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2kG kk;� = (�1)k+ 1=2i= � 1

2
(k+ 3

2
)

s

2k+ 1

k(k+ 1)
;

hk;� = (�1)k� 1=2kG kk;� = (�1)k� 1=2i= 1

2
(k� 1

2
)

s

2k+ 1

k(k+ 1)
;

and theothersarezero.

Asa speci�cexam ple,thec-valuesforthek� = 1

2

�
statesaregiven below:
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FIG .1. Energy levels of k� bound heavy m eson states obtained with f� = 64:5 M eV,

e = 5:45, m D = 1867 M eV, m D � = 2010 M eV, m B = 5279 M eV, m B � = 5325 M eV, and

fQ =2m � � = gQ = � 0:75. The dash-dotted line is the binding energy obtained in the in�nite

m asslim it.
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with only pseudoscalarheavy m eson)[17],Q M 1 (Q uark M odel)[7],Q M 2 [8],and Q M 3 [9]arealso

given.
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TABLES

TABLE I.Param etersets.f� isin M eV unitand the othersare dim ensionless.

f� e gQ fQ =2m � �

Set1 64.5 5.45 � 0:75 � 0:75

Set2 93.0 4.82 � 0:75 � 0:75

Set3 64.5 5.45 � 0:92 � 0:92

Set4 93.0 4.82 � 0:81 � 0:81

Set5 93.0 4.82 � 0:70 � 0:85

Set6 93.0 4.82 � 0:65 � 0:65
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