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R Delbourgo and Dongsheng Liu

PhysicsDepartm ent,University ofTasm ania,

GPO Box 252C Hobart,Australia 7001

(M arch 26,2022)

Abstract

It is possible to express allthe strong and electrom agnetic interactions of

ground state hadrons in term s of a single coupling constant and the con-

stituentquark m asses,m ud ’ 0:34 G eV,m s ’ 0:43 G eV and m c ’ 1:5 G eV,

byusingspin-
avourrelativisticsuperm ultiplettheory.W eshow thatthispro-

ducesresultswhich aregenerally accurateto within 10% .W ethereby predict

widthsand couplingsofrecently and soon-to-be discovered heavy hadrons.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Itisalm ost30 yearsago sinceSU(6)theory [1]and itsrelativisticgeneralization [2]was

conceived,beforeeven thebirth ofquantum chrom odynam ics(QCD).Nowadaysitislargely

forgotten that,apartfrom weak interactions,itwasspectacularly successfulatpredicting

the strong and electrom agnetic decays ofhadrons. Further,it was realized in 1966 that

the predictions could only be regarded as ‘tree-level’ore�ective interactions between the

hadronic states rather than a fully-
edged description, since unitarity provided de�nite

correctionswhich broke the spin-
avoursym m etry. However,thanksto the work ofIsgur

and W ise [3],today the sym m etry is envisaged as applying to hadrons at equalvelocity

containing one heavy quark,since the QCD Lagrangian possessessuch a sym m etry in the

heavy m ass lim it [4]. The current description popularly treats the light m eson through

chiralperturbation theory even though previoushistory indicatesthatthey areequally well

described by spin-
avoursym m etry,weak interactionsnotwithstanding,provided thatthe

quarksareaccorded theirconstituentm assesratherthan the currentquark values.In this

paperwe shalltakethese constituentore�ective m assesto bem ud ’ 0:34 GeV,m s ’ 0:43

GeV and m c ’ 1:5 GeV,values which accord quite wellwith m ass form ulae and spin-

splittings.

Because a greatdealofexperim entaldata hasbecom e available since 1966 with which

to testrelativistic superm ultiplet schem es,we shallrevisitsom e ofthese early predictions

to testhow wellthey pan outand,upon satisying ourselvesthatthey generally lie within

about 10% ofthe data,we willextrapolate to the heavy hadrons where they should be

even m oresecureaccording to heavy quark lore.W eintend to concentrateon processesand

featuresthataream enabletoexperim entaltestingsoon and willavoid weak decays:an area

whereunderstandably m ostoftherecentresearch on heavy quarksisfocussed,becausethat

is where the bulk ofthe data is to be found. The im m inent arrivalofbeauty and charm

factoriesprom isesan explosion ofresultsevery bitasim pressive asthe late 60’sand early

70’sproved to beforthestrangehadronicstates,and notpurely in thec�cand b�b sector.
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Instead ofrelying on tables ofClebsch-Gordan coe�cients for the higher groups,we

willbase our analysis on a sim ple m ultispinor construction which produces the required

sym m etry relationsfrom �rstprinciples. These statesaretabled in the appendix,listed in

term softhem ultispinors.Itisverysim pletoread o�theanswersasneeded orprogram them

into algebraic com puter packages like M aple,to check oractually determ ine the requisite

m atrix elem ents.Thisprocedurenow goesunderthenam eofthe‘traceform ula’[5].

In the next section we shallset out the form alism . Our treatm ent ofthe quarks is

deliberately naive aswe wish to see how m uch one can learn sim ply by boosting up from

rest the com posite wave-functions describing the hadrons,without taking account ofany

additional, �ner e�ects. Our com parisons with the experim entaldata are given in the

following three sections and the results indicate that subtler QCD corrections are rather

m inor,which ispuzzling given ourpresentknowledge ofQCD.

II.M U LT ISP IN O R STAT ES

W e m ake the assum ption,com m on to allquark m odels,that the hadrons are bound

colourless S-wave states,ofquark and antiquark form esons,ofthree quarks forbaryons.

W e take it that these hadrons consist ofthe various quarks m oving in tandem ,with the

sam e velocity and,in keeping with ournaiveperspective,weshallneglectvirtualgluonsby

supposing thattheirm ain function,apartfrom keeping the pieces together,isto give the

quarkstheircom posite(dynam ical)m asses.Neglecting therelativem otion between quarks,

which m ustofcourseaveragetozero,thestatescan beexpressed asproductsofm ultispinors.

W ethereforerepresenttherestfram ebaryonicstatesby 	 (A B C ),with 2N (N + 1)(2N + 1)=3

com ponents,whereN isthenum berof
avoursand A � �a.a standsforthe
avourindex

and � isthespinorindex;� hasonly 2 e�ective com ponentsbecause oftheon-shellspinor

equation,which reads(
 � v� 1)u(v)= 0.

W e can decom pose the m ultispinor into SU(N )�SU(2) com ponents in the traditional

way:

3



	 (A B C ) =  (abc)(��
)+

p
2

3

�

 [ab]c[��]
 +  [bc]a[�
]� +  [ca]b[
�]�

�

: (1)

Ournorm alization is�xed by

�	 (A B C )	 (A B C ) = � (abc)(��
)
 (abc)(��
)+ � [ab]c[��]


 [ab]c[��]
;

and onem ay verify thatthetotalnum berofcom ponentsm atch up:therearethespin 3/2

SU(2)spinors,sym m etricin 
avourindices(abc),havingN (N + 1)(N + 2)=6com ponents,as

wellasthespin 1/2 SU(2)spinorsofm ixed sym m etry [ab]c,with N (N 2� 1)=3 com ponents.

See the appendix forextra details,listing the m ultispinors relations to the particle states

them selves.A sim ilartreatm ent,when applied tothem esons,yieldsthevector-pseudoscalar

superm ultiplet:

�B
A = �

b
a�

�

5� + ~�
b
a �

~�
�
�:

Then,upon boostingup thequarksfrom rest,thewavefunctionsassum etheirrelativistic

form (v denotestheincom ing hadron 4-velocity):

	 (A B C )(v)= [P+ v
�C]��u
�


(abc)
(v)+

p
2

3

�

[P+ v
5C]��u[ab]c
(v)+ [P+ v
5C]�
u[bc]a�(v)+ [P+ v
5C]
�u[ca]b�(v)
�

: (2)

�B
A (q)=

h

�P+ v(
5�
b
5a(q)� 


�
�
b
�a(q))

i

; q= �v; (3)

where P+ v � (1+ 6v)=2 isthe positive energy projector. Ofcourse the vector�eldsu� and

�� obey theconstraints,
�u� = v�u� = v��� = 0.

Thism uch isa directgeneralization from SU(6)to SU(2N )ofthe old treatm ent. Now

historically thequarksweregiven thesam em ass| thiswasoneofthecriticism softheearly

work| butthatassum ption isquiteunnecessaryaswehavelearned from heavyquarktheory.

Alloneneedsto appreciateisthatthequarkshaveto betravelling with thesam evelocity,

so thattheform ulae(2)and (3)apply perfectly wellto unequalm assquarks[6].Therefore

one can readily substitute p=m forv,where p isthe total4-m om entum ofthe hadron and

m isitstotalm ass,withoutgoing wrong.
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Theprocesseswhich weshallexam ine,including thecharm ed and bottom hadrons,have

theirorigin in thestrong three-pointvertices

L = F�(q1)�(q2)�(q3)+ G	(p 0)�(q)	(p); (4)

whereF and G are‘universal’coupling constants.W ith ourconvention,� hasm assdim en-

sions[M ]2 and	hasdim ension [M ]3=2,becausethecom ponent�eldspossesstheconventional

dim ensionsofFerm iand Bose �elds. Therefore G � [M ]�1 and F � [M ]�2 are dim ension-

fulcouplingsand wewillbefaced with interpreting them beforecom paring ourresultswith

physicalam plitudesand decayrates.Thepointisthatthenaiveview which weareadopting

takesthehadron m assasthesum oftheconstituentm asses(spin-splitting being neglected

in the�rstinstance);thisissom etim esa farcry from thephysicalm assand wecannotgloss

overthisproblem .

The electrom agnetic interactionsin Section V willbehandled through thevectordom -

inance m odel| albeit with som e �nesse| and thus follow from the strong vertices above.

W hetherwe are dealing with pseudoscalarorvectorm esons,the subsidiary conditionsen-

surethatthereisan overallfactorofthesum oftheparticipatinghadron m assesm ultiplying

the couplingsF and G. Consequently we shallregard dim ensionlessg = 3G�=4,where �

is the sum ofthe m asses as the proper universalm eson-baryon coupling and f = F��

as the proper universalm eson-m eson coupling,from the point ofview ofthe rest fram e

SU(2N )�SU(2N )sym m etry.Theconsequencesofthisareexplained shortly.

III.R ELAT IN G T H E ST R O N G IN T ER A C T IO N S

To uncover the relations between the strong interactions ofthe spin com ponents,one

only needsto insertthe expansions(2)and (3)into (4)and take tracesasrequired by the

spinoralgebra.Thism echanicalprocessleadsto thefollowing e�ective interactions:

1� ! 0� + 0�

L311 =
1

2
f
�

(q2 � q3)
�[��(q1)�5(q2)�5(q3)]� + 2 cyclicperm sin q

�

; (5)
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where[X Y Z]� � X b
a[Y

c
bZ

a
c � Z c

bY
a
c ]istheantisym m etric
avourcom bination,consis-

tentwith Bosestatistics.

0� ! 1� + 1�

L133 = f(�����q
�

2q
�
3[�5(q1)�

�(q2)�
�(q3)]+ =� + 2 cyclicperm sin q); (6)

where[X Y Z]+ � X b
a[Y

c
bZ

a
c + Z c

bY
a
c ]isthesym m etric
avourcom bination;thisalso is

in keeping with Bosesym m etry.

1� ! 1� + 1�

L333 =
1

2
f([(q2 � q3)���� + (q3 � q1)���� + (q1 � q2)����+

(q2 � q3)�(q3 � q1)�(q1 � q2)�=6�
2][��(q1)�

�(q2)�
�(q3)]+ + q perm s

�

; (7)

where we have taken the vectorsto possesscom m on m ass�.Noticethe sim ilarity of

the�rstpartofthisexpression to theYang-M illsvertex.

1=2+ ! 1=2+ + 0�

L221 =
1

2
g(1+ v� v

0)[�u(p0)
5�5(q)u(p)]D �S+ 2F=3 ; (8)

wheretheF;D ;S com binationscorrespond theinternalsym m etry com binations:

F + 3S � [3�u[bc]a�dau[bc]d + �U (bc)a
�
d
aU(bc)d]=4; (9)

D � 3S � [�u[bc]a�dau[bc]d � �U (bc)a
�
d
aU(bc)d]=4; (10)

and U(bc)a � u[ab]c+ u[ac]b; (11)

hailing from SU(3)days. The m ultispinorU possessesm ixed sym m etry too;instead

ofbeing antisym m etricin its�rsttwo indiceslikeu,itissym m etricin them .Justlike

u,U obeysthecyclicity relation

U(ab)c + U(bc)a + U(ca)b = 0:
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1=2+ ! 1=2+ + 1�

Here we express the interactions in term s ofthe electric and m agnetic form factor

com binations,which m ultiply thevectorsE � � (v+ v0)�=2and M � � �����

�
5v

�v0�=2

respectively:

L223 = g

�
�

2m
[�u(p0)E ��

�
u(p)]F + 3S + [�u(p0)M ��

�
u(p)]D �S+ 2F=3

�

: (12)

The signi�cant point is that the two form factors (electric and m agnetic, directly

associated with helicity am plitudes)arerelated and theoverallcoupling isconnected

to thepseudoscalarinteraction.

3=2+ ! 1=2+ + 0�

Thereisbutonepossibleinternalindex contraction and onegetstheinteraction,

L421 = g�u[ab]c(p0)v0��d5au(bcd)�(p)=
p
2 (13)

wheretheincom ingspin 3/2particleisaRarita-Schwingerspinorcarryingm om entum

p,sym m etric in itsinternalindices.

3=2+ ! 1=2+ + 1�

In generaltherewould bethreeindependenttransition am plitudesherebutthespin-


avoursym m etry relatesthem allvia thee�ective coupling,

L423 = g�����v
�
v
0��u[ab]c(p0)��da u

�
(bcd)=

p
2: (14)

The signi�cance ofthiswillbecom e apparentwhen we study the radiative decaysof

theexcited baryons.

3=2+ ! 3=2+ + 0�

In this case we would norm ally expect two independent couplings but they becom e

united in
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L441 =
3

4
g(���(1+ v� v

0)� v�v
0

�)�u(p
0)(abc)�
5�

d
5au

�
(bcd)(p): (15)

Itism uch hardertoobtaindatathatteststhisrelationbetween thecouplings.However

theinternalindex contraction isatleastunique.

3=2+ ! 3=2+ + 1�

In thiscaseweshould expect�veindependentform factorsbutthey allcollapseinto

L443 =
3

2
g(��� � v�v

0

�=(1+ v� v
0))�u(abc)(p0)[(�=2m )E � + M �]u(bcd)(p)�

d�
a : (16)

Fortunately thereissom eexperim entaldata with which to check thisinteraction.

IV .T EST IN G T H E ST R O N G IN T ER A C T IO N S

Because our interactions (5) - (16) apply purely to strong interactions, the data for

checkingthem outissom ewhatlim ited.W eneed tolookatprocesseswherethecouplingsare

readily extracted eitherdirectly from strong decaysorelsefrom residuesofdom inantpoles

in scattering processes. Ifwe concentrate �rston the strong decays,there isconsiderable

data on thewidthsofthevectorm esonsand on thestrangebaryonicexcitations.However

thereislittleinform ation aboutthecharm ed m esonsand baryonsand whatexistsisrather

sensitiveto them assesofthecharm ed and bottom excited states[7].In som einstancesthe

m assesarenotyetwell-determ ined so weshallprovidea rangeofpredictions,depending on

whatweassum e forthem asses,with a littlenousfrom m assform ulae.

Theresultsconcerning purely m esonicprocesseshavebeen published elsewhere[8]so we

shallonly sum m arise the�ndingshere.W em akethesim plifying approxim ation that

� ’ s�s; ! ’ (u�u + d�d)=
p
2;  ’ c�c

for1� m esons,butpay properheed tothem ixing anglesfor0� states.Vectorm eson decays

into two pseudoscalarsindicate thatthe corresponding coupling constantgV P P = f varies

slowly with the m ass. This is not altogether surprising from the point ofview ofheavy
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quark sym m etry,since f m ultiplies a m om entum factor,according to (5). Rewriting in

term s ofvelocities,we anticipate som e m ass dependence,via a quark loop for instance;

since this is typically governed by the sum ofthe m asses as we have seen,itsuggests we

should divide out the m ass factor and look for the constancy ofthe ratio gV P P =
P
� in

those processes. The data seem s to bearoutthis guess fairly well: for���,K�K�,�K �K

decays,gV P P equals4:25;4:57 and 4:90,respectively.Correspondingly,them asssum ratios

3m ud;2m ud + m s;m ud + 2m s provide the ratios1.02,1.11 and 1.20 (using the constituent

quark m assesm entioned in the introduction)and seem to accountforthe SU(3)variation

ofgV P P .Extrapolating to the charm ed decaysD �D�,we would expectgV P P here to equal

som ething like4:25� (m c+ 2m ud)=3m ud ’ 8:9,which liesbelow theexperim entalbound of

10:2 butwillsurely betested beforevery long.

Electrom agnetic decays o�er m ore clues ifone is prepared to apply vector dom inance

concepts;we shalldiscuss those processespresently. M eanwhile,turning to strong baryon

decays,thereisawealth ofinform ation from thespin 3/2sector.Asidefrom Clebsch-Gordan

coe�cients,which can beread o� from thetablesattheend,an interaction like (13)leads

to a decay width,

�= � 3
g
2(1+ v� v

0)=96�m 4
m

0
; (17)

where �(m 0;m ;�)�
q

[m 2 � (m 0+ �)2][m 2 � (m 0� �)2]isthe standard triangle function,

proportionalto the m agnitude ofthe decay productthree-m om entum in the rest-fram e of

thedecaying particle(m assm ).Afterextracting thephysicalphasespacefactorsfrom (17)

wem aydeterm inethecouplinggforavarietyofdecays.Theresultsaream azinglyconstant:

allofthe decays � ! N�;� � ! ��;� � ! �� and � � ! ��,yielding g ’ 21,to within

1% ! This encourages us to predict the widths forthe charm ed counterparts,��

c and ��0
c ,

provided theparticipating m assesareprecisely known,which they arenot.Asm (��

c)varies

from 2.50 GeV to 2.54 GeV the width �(� �

c ! �c�)� 4:5 to 8.5 M eV,iswhatwe would

predict;thefavoured m assand width are2.53 GeV and 7.1 M eV.Sim ilarly,asm (��0
c )runs

from 2.62 to 2.65 GeV,wepredictthat�(� �0
c ! �c�)willvary between 0.10 M eV and 0.85
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M eV,them ostlikely valuebeing about0.68 M eV,corresponding to m (��0
c )= 2:645 GeV.

Oneotherstrongcharm ed decay isthatofthespin 1/2particle,�c ! �c�,butbeforewe

considerthat,letusexam inesom ebetterknown couplingsthatfollow from poledom inance

ordispersion relationsin strongscatteringprocesses.Firstand forem ostthereistheon-shell

pion nucleon coupling (g�0pp)which ispredicted to equal

g�N N = g(1� m
2
�=4m

2
N )� 5=6

p
2 ’ 12:4;

which can be com pared with the known value 13.4: a 10% error seem s quite reasonable

considering the extrapolation involved here. Sim ilarly the kaon couplingsare predicted to

be

gK N � = g
(m N + m �)2 � m 2

K

4m N m �

�
1

6
p
2
’ 2:4;

gK N � = g
(m N + m �)2 � m 2

K

4m N m �

�

p
6

4
’ 12:2:

Theinform ation from KN scattering (which isvery sensitiveto how thedispersion integrals

areevaluated)concentrateson thequantity (g2K N � + 0:85g2K N �)=4� and givestherange9 -

17 foritsvalue.Ourprediction of12.3 liescom fortably within thatrange.

M oving up to the�c,them odelpredicts

g��c� c
= g

(m � c
+ m � c

)2 � m 2
�

4m � c
m � c

p
6

’ 8:6

and in turn leadsto a strong decay width prediction,

�(� c ! ��c)’ 28 keV:

Unfortunately thepresentdatatablesdonotquoteareliablevalueforthat.Thesituation is

m uch worseforthebottom m esonsand itwillprobably bea good whilebeforeany sensible

num bersareforthcom ing forthosestates.

Before leaving strong interactions, it is worth m aking som e brief rem arks about the

vector m eson couplings to the baryons. These are obtained from (12) and include the �
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m eson charge coupling. At zero m om entum transfer,g� is related to the pion coupling

through

g�N N

g�N N

=
5

3

 
2m

2�

!  

1�
m 2

�

4m 2
N

!

’ 5;

upon substituting m = 3m ud and � = 2m ud. Thisgivesapproxim ately g�N N ’ g�N N =5 ’

2:7,agreeing fairly wellwith isospin universality of� couplings,which requiresthatg�pp =

g���=2 ’ 3. Although we have little direct evidence for other strong vector couplings to

otherbaryonic states,we do have a large poolofdata on electrom agnetic interactions. So

weturn to thisnext.

V .R ELAT IN G A N D T EST IN G T H E ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC IN T ER A C T IO N S

Asm entioned in theintroducton,weshallusethevectordom inancem odelwhen coupling

the photon to the hadrons. In principle we m ust couple the photon to allpossible 1��

vector m esons,and this could include the ‘ = 2 excitations ofthe ground state m esons,

not to m ention radialexcitations. However as these have considerably higher m ass than

the ground state particles,it is su�cient for our purpose to m ediate the electrom agnetic

interaction by the ‘= 0 states,nam ely the m eson superm ultipletitself.W e believe thatit

willnotgreatly dam agetheaccuracy ofourevaluationswhich arerelatively crudeanyhow.

Now,the norm alprocedure isto take the m atrix elem entofthe electrom agnetic currentJ

to be

hV (k)jJem� j0i= e�
�

�(k)�
2
V =gV ;

where gV isthe strong coupling ofthe vectorm eson V to the hadrons. Ofcourse,because

weareassum ing 
avoursym m etry,wehave3g� = g! = �g� = 2g forany hadron.

The strong currentisa m atrix in 
avourspace Jd
a and we need only selectthe charge

projection,(2J11 � J22 � J33 + 2J44)=3 to ascertain therelevantpartofthestrong interaction.

However there is one subtle point about our application ofthe vector dom inance m odel

11



(VM D)which isworth pointingout.Ithastodowith thequestion ofwhich form factorsare

dom inated by thevectorm eson pole,becausethatchoicecan m akea substantialdi�erence

to theresults.

Suppose forinstance thatwe write the strong vectorcurrentelem entin the traditional

m anner,

X � = g�u(p0)[
�F1 + i���q
�
F2]u(p):

Then ifwereto apply VM D blindly,theelectrom agneticcurrentwould beeX �=(1� q2=�2),

whereF1;F2 areevaluated on them eson m assshell(q2 = �2).Howeverifoneexpressesthe

strong vectorcurrentelem entin thealternativeway,

Y� = g�u(p0)[E �FE + M �FM ]u(p);

then one m ay contem plate another VM D version for the electrom agnetic current at non-

vanishing m om entum transfer,viz. Y�=(1� q2=�2);where FE ;FM are worked out on the

m eson shell.To appreciatethedi�erence,considertheidentity,

i�u0���q
�
u = �u0[q2E � + 4m 2

M �]u �
2m

4m 2 � q2
:

Thereissubstantialdi�erence between applying VM D to theleft-hand-side(iem ultiplying

by �2=(�2 � q2))and doing the sam e atthe m eson pole on the right-hand-side. Therefore

wem ustdeclarehow weproposeto handlethis.BecausetheSachsform factorsFE ;FM are

directly related to helicity am plitudes and are physically proportionalto one another,we

willapply VM D to theelectric-m agneticdecom position.Thischoicethen dictatesthatthe

isovectorelectrom agneticinteraction between equalm assferm ions,say,is

hv0jJ�jvi=
1

2
e�u0[E � + (2m =�V )M �]u�

1

1� q2=�2V
: (18)

Sim ilarly fortheisoscalarcontribution.Them ethod predictsthatthem agneticm om entis

2m =� in m agnetonscorresponding to thatparticle,tim esa characteristic Clebsch-Gordan

coe�cient. Since it is m easured in quark m agnetons e=m ,we can say that the m agnetic
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m om ent is given as e=� m agnetons, where � willvary with the m ediating m eson m ass

(nam ely the sum ofits quark constituents). One ofthe im m ediate consequences is that

the proton m agnetic m om ent, in nucleon m agnetons,equals m proton=m ud ’ 2:75. M ore

generally wem ay calculatethem agneticm om entofthespin 1/2baryonsthrough thelinear

com binationD �S+2F=3arisinginthesum ofthecom ponents(2J11�J
2
2�

m ud

m s

J33+2
m ud

m c

J44)=3;

m ultiplied by theproton m agneticm om ent.W ehave collected these resultsin TableIV in

the Appendix and also listed the experim entalvaluesforcom parison. Allin all,the �tis

reasonable,bearing in m ind thatcalculating m agnetic m om entsisa delicate businessand

thatwe have no param etersapartfrom constituentquark m asses,which are already �xed!

Theworstprediction isfor�0 which isoutby 20% .Thefuturewillproducedeterm inations

ofm om ents for charm ed and m aybe even bottom baryons,but for the present we m ust

rem ain ignorantaboutthevalidity oftheourpredictionsforthem .

Ofcourse we also have predictions for the spin 3/2 baryons and for electrom agnetic

transition elem ents(3/2 to 1/2),butthedata arelim ited.Oftheexcited baryonstheonly

estim ated m agnetic m om ent is for the � resonance. The Particle Data Group [9]state

that the � + + m om ent lies between about 4 and 7,while we (really SU(4)) predict that

it equals 5.5;not a very stringent test. However a lot m ore is known about the electro-

m agnetic � + -p transition: here one �nds the decay rates expressed in term s of3/2 and

1/2 helicity am plitudes. The absolute m agnitude ofthe width �� + p
 = 0:78 M eV,im plies

g�p
 ’ 0:69 while the superm ultiplet prediction is
p
6e ’ :73� :04,which issatisfactory.

Furtherm ore,from (16)onem ay work outtheratio between thetwo helicity am plitudesto

be S3=2=S1=2 =
p
3 :1. The experim entalratio being 1:82� :10,thisisanothergood pre-

diction.Unfortunately thereisa dearth ofdata fortransition elem entsbetween thestrange

baryons,exceptforthetransition m om ent�� � which isquoted in theTableIV.Butthe

situation issureto changewith tim e.
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V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveseen thatallthem ain featuresofstrongand elctrom agneticinteractionscan be

understood by relativistically boosting up from restspin-
avoursym m etricvertices.Apart

from thevery odd case,alltheresultscan bedescribed by justonecoupling constantg and

threee�ectiveconstituentm assesforthequarks.They aregenerally correctto within 10% ,

and often they are better than that. This puts the lie to the claim that the light m eson

sectorshould behandled di�erently from theheavy quark sector,although wewould bethe

�rstto adm itthatitisnoteasy to understand why. Afterall,the nonstrange and quark

dynam icalm asses� 300 to 450 M eV arecom parableto theQCD m assscale�.

W ehavestayed away from weak interactions,becauseitisnecessary tocom prehend how

theweak bosonsZ and W link with thestrong superm ultiplets.W hileonecan seehow the

vector com ponents ofthe weak current can be dom inated by the ‘ = 0 m esons,the axial

com ponentshould couple to the excited ‘= 1 m eson superm ultiplet;thisbringsin a new,

independentcoupling constant.(A properquark m odelwillrelate thisto theground state

coupling ofcourse.) ThusgV and gA aredistinctcouplingsaccording to ourperspectiveand

theirratio isnotgiven by 5/3 via theaxial-pseudoscalarD/F ratio,asiscom m only stated.

Thebulk oftherecentresearch activity hasnaturallybeen focussed on weak decays,because

these channelspredom inate,notstrong norelectrom agnetic channels. W e therefore intend

to generalise the work presented in thispaperto those processes,asthe next logicalstep

and seehow farwecan gowith only oneextra strong vertex associated with the�rstorbital

excitation ofthem eson superm ultiplet.
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TABLES

TABLE I. M ixed sym m etry (�� type) states u[ab]c associated with the spin 1/2+ baryons.

M ultispinorsare antisym m etric in [ab]from which factotherstatesare im m ediately deduced.

ab# c! 1 2 3 4

12 p=
p
2 n=

p
2 �=

p
3 �+c =

p
3

13 �+ =
p
2 �0=2+ �0=2

p
3 � �0=

p
2 � �+c =

p
3

14 �+ +
c =

p
2 �+

c =2+ �+c =2
p
3 �+ 0c =2� �+c =2

p
3 � �+ +cc =

p
2

23 �0=2� �=2
p
3 �� =

p
2 � �� =

p
2 � �0c=

p
3

24 �+
c =2� �+c =2

p
3 �0

c=
p
2 �00c =2� �0c=2

p
3 � �+cc=

p
2

34 �0+c =2+ �+c =2
p
3 �00c =2+ �0c=2

p
3 
00

c =
p
2 
+ +

cc =
p
2

TABLE II.Alternative m ixed sym m etry (�� type)statesU (ab)c associated with thespin 1/2+

baryons.M ultispinorsarenow sym m etricin (ab)whereupon otherstatesareim m ediately deduced.

M ultispinorswith equicom ponentindicesU(aa)c = 2u[ca]a can beread o� from Table I.

ab# c! 1 2 3 4

12 p=
p
2 � n=

p
2 � �0 � �c

13 �+ =
p
2 �0=2�

p
3�0=2 �0=

p
2 �0+c

14 �+ +
c =

p
2 �+

c =2+
p
3�+c =2 �+ 0c =2+

p
3�+c =2 �+ +cc =

p
2

23 �0=2+
p
3�=2 � � =

p
2 � �� =

p
2 � �00c

24 �+
c =2+

p
3�+c =2 �0

c=
p
2 �00c =2+

p
3�0c=2 �+cc=

p
2

34 �0+c =2�
p
3�+c =2 �00c =2�

p
3�0c=2 
00

c =
p
2 � 
+ +

cc =
p
2
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TABLE III. Sym m etric statesu(abc) associated with the spin 3/2+ baryons.Asterisked states

in the table are obviously obtainable from the otherentriesvia the com plete sym m etry in 
avour

indices.

ab# c! 1 2 3 4

11 � + + � + =
p
3 ��+ =

p
3 ��+ +

c =
p
3

12 * � 0=
p
3 ��0=

p
6 ��+

c =
p
6

13 * * ��0=
p
3 � ��+c =

p
6

14 * * * ��+ +cc =
p
3

22 * � � ��� =
p
3 ��0

c =
p
3

23 * * ��� =
p
3 ��0c =

p
6

24 * * * ��+cc =
p
3

33 * * 
� 
�0
c =

p
3

34 * * * 
�+
cc =

p
3

44 * * * 
+ +
ccc
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TABLE IV. M agnetic m om ents of spin 1/2 baryons, com pared with experim entally found

values. The quantities are theoretically determ ined by the constituent quark m ass ratios,

m n=m s ’ 0:79;m n=m c ’ 0:23:W e have included a few charm ed states although the m agnetic

m om entdata forthem are notyetavailable| denoted by ?. W hen no errorsare quoted they are

very sm all.

Baryon Theory Experim ent

p 2.75 2.79

n -1.84 -1.91

� -0.72 � 0:61� :01

�+ 2.69 2:46� :01

�0 � � -1.59 � 1:61� :08

�� -0.98 � 1:16� :02

�0 -1.58 � 1:25� :01

�� -0.66 -0.65

�+c 0.20 ?

�+ +
c 2.38 ?

�+
c � �+c -1.59 ?

�+c 0.20 ?
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