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Abstract

W e present a phenom enological analysis of the strong couplings of the

negative-parity L = 1baryonsfrom theperspectiveofthelarge-N c expansion.

In the large-N c lim it the m ass spectrum and m ixing pattern ofthese states

are constrained in a very speci�c way.Them ixing anglesare com pletely de-

term ined in thislim it,with predictionsin good agreem entwith experim ent.

In the com bined large-N c and SU(3) lim its the pion couplings of the �ve

negative-parity octetsto theground state baryonsare given in term sofonly

3 independent couplings. The large-N c predictions for the ratios ofstrong

couplingsare tested againstexperim entaldata.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The large-N c expansion [1]proved to be a valuable guide for a qualitative and even

quantitativeunderstandingofgaugetheories.In thepastfew yearsitsapplication tobaryons

in QCD pioneered by W itten [2,3]hasbeen substantiated and greatly expanded in a series

ofpapers by Dashen,Jenkins and M anohar (DJM ) and others [4,5](and references cited

therein).

Inarecentpaper[6]westudied thestrongcouplingsoftheorbitallyexcited baryonsinthe

fram ework ofthelarge-N c expansion,extending theresultsobtained by DJM in thes-wave

sector.Thegeneralstructure ofthepion couplingsto these stateshasbeen derived from a

setofconsistency conditionswhich follow from requiring the totalscattering am plitude to

satisfytheW itten scalingrules.Theanalysispresented in [6]assum ed onlyisospin sym m etry

and wasforthem ostpartlim ited to baryonscontaining only u and d quarks.The present

paperisa continuation to [6]and itsaim istwo-fold: �rst,to extend the resultsof[6]by

incorporating SU(3)sym m etry and second,to present a phenom enologicalanalysis ofthe

existing experim entaldata from theperspective ofthelarge-N c expansion.

In Section II we dem onstrate that the com bined large-N c and SU(3) lim its ofQCD

providevery strongconstraintson thestructureofthem assspectrum and m ixingpattern of

theL = 1 lightbaryons.A setofrelationsarederived am ong strong transition am plitudes

between p-wave and s-wave baryons in Sec.IIIwhich are then com pared againstavailable

experim entaldata. These relationsare shown explicitly to agree with those derived in the

quark m odelwith arbitrary num berofcolorsin thelim itN c ! 1 .ForN c = 3 they reduce

to the usualSU(6) predictions ofthe quark m odel[7,8]. However,the large-N c approach

turnsoutto be both lessand m ore predictive than the SU(6)-based. On the one hand it

predictswell-de�ned valuesforthem ixing angles(which areleftcom pletely arbitrary in the

quark m odel)buton theotherhand,due to the sm allvalueofthenum berofcolorsin the

realworld,itsapplicability to the decupletstatesislim ited. One ofthe large-N c relations

am ong S-wave pion couplings appearsto be badly violated and we discuss a few possible

explanations,oneofwhich involvesa di�erentquark m odelassignm entfortheobserved S11

states.W esum m arize ourconclusionsin Sec.IV.

II.SU (3) SP IN -FLAV O R ST R U C T U R E O F T H E EX C IT ED B A RY O N S

Thestructureofthebaryon spectrum in thelarge-N c lim itcan beobtained by exam ining

the sym m etry properties of the states under perm utations of two quarks. The ground

state s-wave baryons transform according to the com pletely sym m etric representation of

the perm utation group shown in Eq.(2.1). Forbaryons containing two avors this m eans

thattheirspin-avorwavefunction m usttransform likethetotally sym m etricrepresentation

ofSU(4),which is decom posed into representations ofSU(2)isospin � SU(2)spin with I =

J. The analogous decom position ofthe totally sym m etric representation ofSU(6) into

representationsofSU(3)flavor� SU(2)spin,relevantforthebaryonscontaining3lightavors

is shown in Eq.(2.1). ForN c = 3 this representation contains the fam iliar spin-1/2 octet

and thespin-3/2 decupletbaryons.
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The spectrum ofthe p-wave baryonscan be obtained in a sim ilarway from sym m etry

considerations. In the realworld with N c = 3 the spin-avor wavefunction ofthe L = 1

lightbaryonstransform saccording to them ixed sym m etry representation 70 ofSU(6).Its

decom position into spin-avorm ultipletstakestheform [9]

= (1;S =
1

2
)� (10;S =

1

2
)� (8;S =

1

2
)� (8;S =

3

2
): (2.2)

Afteradding the orbitalangularm om entum L = 1 the resulting statesreproduce the ob-

served spectrum ofthep-wavelightbaryons[13].

W e would like in the following to constructthe generalization ofthisprocedure to the

case ofarbitrary N c. The corresponding representation ofSU(6) is obtained by adding

additionalboxesto the�rstlineoftheYoung diagram .Itsdecom position undertheavor-

spin SU(3)�SU(2)subgroup can beobtained asdescribed in [6]forthecorrespondingSU(4)

representation.Onestartswith theproductofSU(6)representations

N c�1
z }| {

� � � 
 =

N c

z }| {
� � � �

N c�1z }| {

� � � (2.3)

The decom position ofthe sym m etric representation on the left-hand side is known from

Eq.(2.1). Subtracting from the product on the left-hand side the representations of

SU(3)�SU(2) corresponding to the sym m etric representation on the right-hand side we

obtain
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B
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2
� 1
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C
A +

0

B
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@

N c�1z }| {

� � � ;S =
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2
� 1;

N c

2

1

C
C
A :

The physicalm ultiplets with well-de�ned spin J are obtained by adding the orbital

angularm om entum ~J = ~S + ~L with L = 1.

The �rst three SU(3) representations on the right-hand side of (2.4) correspond for

N c = 3 to 1,10 and 8 respectively.Theothersarenew and appearonly forN c > 3.Their

isospin contentforeach valueofthestrangenessnum berK = ns=2 can beread o� from the

corresponding weightdiagram sand isgiven below forthe�rstfew representations.
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1

2
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1

2
)+ � � � (2.5)

! (K = 0;I =
3

2
)+ (K =

1

2
;I = 1;2)+ (K = 1;I =

1

2
;
3

2
;
5

2
)+ � � � (2.6)

! (K = 0;I =
1

2
)+ (K =

1

2
;I = 0;1)+ (K = 1;I =

1

2
;
3

2
)+ � � � (2.7)

! (K =
1

2
;I = 1)+ (K = 1;I=

1

2
;
3

2
)+ � � � : (2.8)

Allthe otherSU(3)m ultiplets in (2.4)contain,forK = 0,isospin m ultiplets with I � 2.

Let us consider now in turn the sectors with di�erent values ofthe strangeness num ber

K = ns=2.

A .K = 0

W e list in Table 1 the lowest-lying K = 0 p-wave light baryons containing only u;d

quarks. They are contained in the SU(3)representations(2.5,2.6,2.7)which willbe called

in thefollowing 1,10 and 8 respectively,corresponding to theirdim ension forN c = 3.

State (I;JP ) � (I;S) (SU(3);SU(2))

N(1535) (1
2
;1
2

�
) 1 (1

2
;1
2
) (8;2)

N(1520) (1
2
;3
2

�
)

N(1650) (1
2
;1
2

�
) 0

N(1700) (1
2
;3
2

�
) 2 (1

2
;3
2
) (8;4)

N(1675) (1
2
;5
2

�
)

�(1620) ( 3

2
;1
2

�
) { (3

2
;1
2
) (10;2)

�(1700) ( 3

2
;3
2

�
) {

Table 1.Thep-wavelightbaryonscontaining only u;d quarksand theirquan-

tum num bers.

The entries in the last three colum ns ofthis table require som e explanation. Usually

these states are labeled by the quark m odelquantum num bers (I;S), the totalisospin

and spin ofthe quarks. The assignm ents shown in Table 1 forthis quantum num ber are

theconventionalones[13].Ofcourse,in NatureS isnota good quantum num bersand the

physicaleigenstatesof(I;J)arelinearcom binationsofstateswith di�erentvaluesofS.This

m ixingisusually considered tohaveadynam icalorigin and istreated in aphenom enological

way.

The large-N c treatm entofthese statesdiscussed in [6]suggests a di�erentpicture. In

thisapproach thephysicalstatesareclassi�ed into towersofstates,each labelled by a spin

vector�.Them em bersofagiven towerhavequantum num bers(I;J)which areconstrained

by thecondition jI� Jj� � and aredegeneratein thelarge-N c lim it.1=N c correctionswill

in generalrem ovethisdegeneracy and willsplitthestatesofthetower.

The connection between the tower states and the (I;S) quark m odelstates has been

given in [6]forstatescontaining only u and d quarks(Eq.(3.23)in [6])
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jI;(PL)�;Jm �i= (2.9)

(�)I+ P + L+ J
X

S

q
(2S + 1)(2�+ 1)

(
I P S

L J �

)

j(IP)S;L;Jm �i:

HereP = 1istheso-called P-spin introduced in [6]torelateI and S forquark m odelstates

transform ing underthem ixed sym m etry representation ofSU(4).Forthe p-wave statesin

Table1onehasL = 1.Onecan seethatin generalthetowerstatesdonothavewell-de�ned

valuesofS and therelation (2.9)yieldsthefollowing m ixing m atrices.

Thesector(I;J)= (1
2
;1
2
).

jI =
1

2
;�= 0;J =

1

2
i= �

1
p
3
jI =

1

2
;S =

1

2
;J =

1

2
i+

s
2

3
jI =

1

2
;S =

3

2
;J =

1

2
i (2.10)

jI =
1

2
;�= 1;J =

1

2
i=

s
2

3
jI =

1

2
;S =

1

2
;J =

1

2
i+

1
p
3
jI =

1

2
;S =

3

2
;J =

1

2
i (2.11)

Thesector(I;J)= (1
2
;3
2
).

jI =
1

2
;�= 1;J =

3

2
i= �

1
p
6
jI =

1

2
;S =

1

2
;J =

3

2
i+

s
5

6
jI =

1

2
;S =

3

2
;J =

3

2
i (2.12)

jI =
1

2
;�= 2;J =

3

2
i=

s
5

6
jI =

1

2
;S =

1

2
;J =

3

2
i+

1
p
6
jI =

1

2
;S =

3

2
;J =

3

2
i (2.13)

An exam ination ofthe m ass spectrum ofthe I = 1

2
states in Table 1 suggests their

association into towers ofstates with the shown values of�. The relations (2.10-2.13)

give then a prediction for the m ixing m atrices ofthese states, which can be com pared

with experim entaldata. Adopting the de�nitions of[12]the m ixing ofthe N states is

param etrized as

N (1650)= cos�N 1
jS =

3

2
i� sin�N 1

jS =
1

2
i (2.14)

N (1535)= cos�N 1
jS =

1

2
i+ sin�N 1

jS =
3

2
i (2.15)

and

N (1520)= cos�N 3
jS =

1

2
i+ sin�N 3

jS =
3

2
i (2.16)

N (1700)= � sin�N 3
jS =

1

2
i+ cos�N 3

jS =
3

2
i: (2.17)

W eobtainfrom (2.10-2.13)thefollowingpredictionsforthem ixingangles�N 1
= 0:615;�N 3

=

1:991.The�tof[12]to thestrong decaysofthesestatesgavetheresults�N 1
= 0:61� 0:09

and (�N 3
)fit1 = 3:04 � 0:15,(�N 3

)fit2 = 2:60 � 0:16. The result for �N 1
is in excellent

agreem entwith the data. The disagreem ent on �N 3
can probably be ascribed to �nite-N c

corrections. Indeed,due to the �ctitiousnature ofthe P-spin (which becom esapparentin

the factthatthe statesS = I = N c=2 are forbidden),one expectsthe deviationsfrom the

large-N c m ixing (2.9)to belargestforS,I approaching theirm axim alvaluesN c=2.
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The I = 1=2 states ofthe towers belong to SU(3) \octets" whose Young diagram is

shown in (2.7). There are �ve such octets,two with J = 1=2,two with J = 3=2 and one

withJ = 5=2.Thelarge-N cm assspectrum oftheK = 0towersconstrainsthereforethem ass

spectrum oftheseoctets,which arepredicted to bedegeneratein pairswith J = (1=2;3=2)

and J = (3=2;5=2),corresponding to � = 1 and 2 in the K = 0 sectorrespectively. This

is very di�erent from the picture suggested by the quark m odel,where one expects these

octetsto fallinto two groupswith J = (1=2;3=2)and J = (1=2;3=2;5=2),corresponding to

the two values taken by the totalquark spin S = 1=2;3=2. One problem with the quark

m odelpictureistheinversion ofthetwo levelswith J = 3=2 and J = 5=2,which isdi�cult

to understand by assum ing a spin-orbitinteraction alone[9,10].

The m ixing ofthe octetswith identicalvaluesofJ can be predicted from the m ixings

in the K = 0 sector(2.10-2.13). These relationscan be extended to allthe statesin these

m ultipletsas

j8;J =
1

2
i� = 0 = �

1
p
3
j8;J =

1

2
iS= 1=2 +

s
2

3
j8;J =

1

2
iS= 3=2 (2.18)

j8;J =
1

2
i� = 1 =

s
2

3
j8;J =

1

2
iS= 1=2 +

1
p
3
j8;J =

1

2
iS= 3=2 (2.19)

and

j8;J =
3

2
i� = 1 = �

1
p
6
j8;J =

3

2
iS= 1=2 +

s
5

6
j8;J =

3

2
iS= 3=2 (2.20)

j8;J =
3

2
i� = 2 =

s
5

6
j8;J =

3

2
iS= 1=2 +

1
p
6
j8;J =

3

2
iS= 3=2: (2.21)

The notation j8;Ji� doesnotim ply thatallthe states ofthe 8 belong to a �-towerbut

only labelstheSU(3)representation in term sofitsK = 0 m em bers.

Unfortunately,no unam biguoustowerassignm entscan bem adefortheexcited I = 3

2
�

baryons. Because ofthe sm allvalue ofN c in the realworld the towerstructure forI = 3

2

is incom plete. For exam ple,instead ofa totalnum ber oftwo states with (I;J) = (3
2
;1
2
)

expected in thelarge-N c lim it,thereisonly onesuch state.To �llup alltheI =
3

2
m em bers

ofthetowerswith �= 0;1;2,additionalstateswould berequired with (I;S)= ( 3

2
;3
2
);(3

2
;5
2
),

which however do notappearforN c = 3. Thisproblem did notexist fors-wave baryons

and hasasconsequence an unfortunate lossofpredictive powerforthe large-N c expansion

when applied to theexcited baryons.

B .K = 1/2

Theobserved and expected p-wavebaryonswith onestrangequark arelisted in Table2,

togetherwith theirquantum num bers.In thequark m odelthesestatesarelabelled by (I;S)

with S thetotalspin ofthequarksin thebaryon.Asdiscussed above,physicalstatesarein

generallinearcom binationsofquark m odelstateswith di�erentvaluesofS.The large-N c

expansion com bined with SU(3)sym m etry can beused to predictthism ixing.

From thepointofview oflarge-N c QCD theobserved K = 1=2statesfallinto7towersof

states,threetowerswith �= 1=2,threetowerswith �= 3=2 and onetowerwith �= 5=2.
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Although the tower structure is com plete only for the lowest value ofthe isospin I = 0,

we can use SU(3)sym m etry to assign the � statesin the octetswell-de�ned valuesof�.

However,justasin thecaseoftheI = 3=2 statesin theK = 0 sector,thiscannotbedone

in an unam biguousway forthedecupletbaryons.Thereforewecannotm akepredictionsfor

thecouplingsofthesestates.

States with the sam e quantum num bers willm ix in the generalcase. W e param etrize

thism ixing in theI = 0 sectorasin [12]in term sofsix angles.FortheJ = 1=2 stateswe

introducethreeangles�1i with i= 1;2;3 as

0

B
@

�(1670)

�(1800)

�(1405)

1

C
A =

0

B
@

c11c12 s11c12 s12

�s11c13 � c11s13s12 c11c13 � s11s12s13 s13c12

s11s13 � c11c13s12 �c11s13 � s11c13s12 c13c12

1

C
A

0

B
@

�11

�31

Singlet
11

1

C
A ; (2.22)

with c11 = cos�11;s11 = sin�11,etc.

The quark m odelstates on the RHS are denoted as�2S;2J. In the SU(3)lim it two of

the anglesvanish �12 = �13 = 0,asthere isno m ixing between the singletand octet. The

third angle �11 can be determ ined by noting thatsom e ofthe I = 0 states� belong to the

sam eSU(3)\octets" astheK = 0 states.Therefore(2.18-2.21)can beused to obtain their

relation to thequark m odelstateswith well-de�ned S and we�nd �11 = 0:615.

State (I;JP ) � (I;S) (SU(3);SU(2))

�(1405) (0; 1

2

�
) 1

2
(0;1

2
) (1;2)

�(1520) (0; 3

2

�
) 3

2

�(1670) (0; 1

2

�
) 1

2
(0;1

2
) (8;2)

�(1620) (1; 1

2

�
) (1;1

2
)

�(1690) (0; 3

2

�
) 3

2
(0;1

2
)

�(1670) (1; 3

2

�
) (1;1

2
)

�(1800) (0; 1

2

�
) 1

2
(0;3

2
) (8;4)

�(1750) (1; 1

2

�
) (1;3

2
)

�(?) (0; 3

2

�
) 3

2
(0;3

2
)

�(?) (1; 3

2

�
) (1;3

2
)

�(1830) (0; 5

2

�
) 5

2
(0;3

2
)

�(1775) (1; 5

2

�
) (1;3

2
)

�(?) (1; 1

2

�
) { (1;1

2
) (10;2)

�(?) (1; 3

2

�
) {

Table 2.Thep-wavehyperonscontainingonestrangequark and theirquantum

num bers. (I;S)denote the usualquark m odelassignm entsofthe statesand �

givestheirlarge-N c towerassignm ent.

The sectorJ = 3=2 can be treated in an analogousway. The m ixing ofthese statesis

param etrized in term softhreeangles�3i de�ned as

0

B
@

�(1690)

�(?)

�(1520)

1

C
A = R(�31;�32;�33)

0

B
@

�13

�33

Singlet
13

1

C
A (2.23)
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wheretheunitary m atrix R isde�ned in analogy to theonein (2.22).W e�nd forthiscase,

in thelim itofSU(3)sym m etry,�31 = 1:991;�32 = �33 = 0.Sim ilarpredictionscan bem ade

in thelim itofSU(3)sym m etry forthem ixing m atrix ofthe� states.

The experim entalsituation with these anglesisnotvery clear. The �tof[12]gave six

di�erent possible solutions forthe �1i and foursolutions for�3i. The values taken by the

angles �i2,�i3 in these solutions do not com e close to the SU(3) value (0),which can be

explained by a sizable violation ofSU(3) sym m etry. This im plies in turn the existence

ofsim ilarlarge deviationsfrom the SU(3)-based prediction for�i1. However,the large-N c

predictionsfordecaysoftowerstatesto bepresented in thenextSection do notdepend on

a precise knowledgeofthem ixing m atrix.

III.ST R O N G D EC AY S

Letus�rstrecapitulatetheresultsobtained in [6]forstrongdecaysofexcited baryonsin

thelarge-N c lim itby assum ing only isospin sym m etry.Excited baryonscan decay tos-wave

baryonsthrough pion em ission in S-waveand D -wave.Therespectivecouplingsarerelated

to m atrix elem entsoftheaxialcurrenttaken between towerstates(�! � 0)

hJ
0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
j�q05

1

2
�
a
qjJI;m ;�i= N

�
chJ

0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
jY

a
jJI;m ;�i (3.1)

hJ
0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
j�qi5

1

2
�
a
qjJI;m ;�i= N

�
cq

j
hJ

0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
jQ

ij;a
jJI;m ;�i (3.2)

+ N
�
c�ijkq

j
hJ

0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
jR

k;a
jJI;m ;�i

with q� the m om entum ofthe current. �=0 for a decaying state transform ing under the

m ixed sym m etry representation ofSU(4). The operatorsY a and Q ij;a param etrize the S-

wave and D -wave pion couplings respectively. Their m atrix elem ents are determ ined,at

leading orderin N c,by fourreduced m atrix elem entsc(�
0;�);c 1�3 (�

0;�)

hJ
0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
jY

a
jJI;m ;�i= c(� 0

;�)
p
2I+ 1(�)I�J��

0

�JJ0�m m 0

(
I0 1 I

� J � 0

)

hI
0
�
0
jI1;�ai (3.3)

hJ
0
I
0;m 0

;�
0
jQ

ka
jJI;m ;�i= (�)J+ I+ J

0
+ I0

q
(2J + 1)(2I+ 1) (3.4)

�
X

y= 1;2;3

cy(�
0
;�)

8
><

>:

� 0 I0 J0

� I J

y 1 2

9
>=

>;
hJ

0
m

0
jJ2;m kihI0�0jI1;�ai:

In thefollowingwewillextend theseresultstothecaseofSU(3)sym m etry.Asexplained

above,we willrestrictourconsiderationsto octetand singletstates. There are �ve octets

and two singlets,which willberepresented by SU(3)tensorsconstructed asin [4].

Thespin-1/2octetwhoseK = 0m em bersbelong tothe�= 0towerwillberepresented

by thetensor(B1)
i
j1j2���j�

with oneupperand �= (N c� 1)=2lowerindices.Thetwo spin-1/2

and 3/2 octetswhose K = 0 m em bers belong to the � = 1 tower are represented by the

tensors (B2)
i
j1j2���j�

and (B3)
i
j1j2���j�

respectively. Finally,the two spin-3/2 and 5/2 octets

whose K = 0 m em bersbelong to the � = 2 towerwillbe assigned the tensors(B 4)
i
j1j2���j�

and (B5)
i
j1j2���j�

respectively.
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Thespin-1/2 and 3/2 singletbaryonsareeach represented by a SU(3)tensorwith �� 1

lowerindices(S1)j1j2���j�� 1
and (S2)j1j2���j�� 1

.The nonvanishing com ponentsofthese tensors

forthe� statesareS 33���3= 1.ForN c = 3 thesetensorsgo overinto SU(3)scalars,asthey

should.

The s-wave baryonsarerepresented by the usualoctettensorBi
j1j2���j�

(forthe spin-1/2

baryons)and thedecuplettensorT
i1i2i3
j1j2���j�� 1

(forthespin-3/2 baryons).

The couplings ofthe Goldstone bosons are described by interaction Lagrangians built

out ofthe SU(3) tensors introduced above. The part containing the S-wave couplings is

written in term sofseven SU(3)invariantsM 1;2;N 1;2;L1;2;P1 as

LS = M 1tr(�B�A
�
B1)+ N 1tr(�B�B1A

�) (3.5)

+ M 2tr(�B�A
�
B2)+ N 2tr(�B�B2A

�)

+ L1tr(�T��A
�
B
�

3
)+ L2tr(�T��A

�
B
�

4
)

+ P1tr(�B�A
�
S1):

The nonlinear axialcurrent �eld A � is de�ned by A � = i=2(�y@�� � �@��
y) with � =

exp(iM =f�) and f� = 132 M eV.The m atrix M contains the Goldstone boson �elds and

isgiven by M = 1p
2
�a�a.

TheD -wavecouplingsoftheGoldstonebosonsaredescribed byan analogousLagrangian

containing twelve SU(3)invariants

LD = m B M 3tr(�BA
�
5B

�

3
)+ m B N 3tr(�B5B

�

3
A �) (3.6)

+ m B M 4tr(�BA
�
5B

�

4
)+ m B N 4tr(�B5B

�

4
A �)

+ M 5tr(�B(D �A � + D �A �)B
��

5
)+ N 5tr(�BB

��

5
(D �A � + D �A �))

+ m TL3tr(�T�A
�
5B1)+ m TL4tr(�T�A

�
5B2)

+ iL5tr(�T
�(D �A � + D �A � + t.t.)B�

3
)+ iL6tr(�T

�(D �A � + D �A � + t.t.)B�
4
)

+ L7i"���tr(�T
�(D �

A
� + D

�
A
�)vB

��

5
)+ m B P2tr(�B5A �S

�

2
):

W eextracted factorsofm B ;m T in thede�nition ofsom ecouplingssuch thattheirexpansion

in powersof1=N c startswith a term ofO(1).Theform ofthetraceterm s\t.t.",needed to

projectouta pureD -wave,isgiven in theAppendix.In theseexpressionsonly theLorentz

indicesarewritten explicitly.ThetracesovertheSU(3)indiceshavethefollowing form :

a)octet-octetcoupling

tr(�BAB1)= �Bb1b2���b�
a A

a
c(B1)

c
b1b2���b�

; tr(�BB1A)= �Bcb2���b�
a (B1)

a
db2���b�

A
d
c

b)octet-decupletcoupling

tr(�T AB1)= "
�� �T b1b2���b�� 1

��� A
�

�(B1)
�
b1b2���b�� 1

c)octet-singletcoupling

tr(�BAS)= �Bb1b2���b�
a A

a
b1
Sb2���b� :

The interplay ofthe large-N c predictions (3.3,3.4) with the SU(3) sym m etry leads to

signi�cant sim pli�cations in the structure ofthe Lagrangian (3.5,3.6). Thus,the S-wave

9



pion couplings ofthe excited baryon octets to ground state baryons are described in this

lim it by just one com m on reduced m atrix elem ent (instead of�ve,assum ing only isospin

invariance)and in theD -wave sectoronly two independentcouplingsarerequired (instead

ofseven).

Theseadditionalrelationscan bederived by writingrepresentativetransition am plitudes

in two alternativeways,using theSU(3)and SU(2)relationsrespectively.W eobtain in this

way thefollowing m odel-independentpredictionsfortheS-wavecouplings

M 1 = O (1=N c) (3.7)

M 2

L1

= �
2
p
3
+ O (1=N c) (3.8)

L2 = O (1=N c) (3.9)

and fortheD -wavecouplings

L3 = O (1=N c) (3.10)

M 3

L5

= �
8

3
+ O (1=N c) (3.11)

M 3

L4

= �
2
p
3
+ O (1=N c) (3.12)

M 4

L6

= �
4

3
+ O (1=N c) (3.13)

M 4

L7

= 4

s
2

5
+ O (1=N c) (3.14)

M 5

L7

= �
2

3
+ O (1=N c): (3.15)

The N param eters in the Lagrangians (3.5,3.6) contribute to the pion couplings only to

subleading order(although they contributeto thesam eorderasM to thekaon couplings).

Therefore, in order to obtain inform ation about them , knowledge ofthe pion couplings

to next-to-leading order in 1=N c is required. This willhave to be obtained from m odel

calculations.

In practice the 1=N c correctionsto the predictions(3.7-3.9),(3.10-3.15)can be sizable.

In thefollowing wecom parethesepredictionsagainstavailableexperim entaldataon strong

decaysofthese states. To avoid additionalcom plicationsrelated to SU(3)breaking e�ects

and am orecom plex m ixingstructure,wewillrestrictourselvestopion decaysofnonstrange

excited baryons.

The relation (3.8)between S-wave am plitudescan be tested by exam ining the ratio of

decay widths

(R 1)th =
�(N (1535)! [N �])

�(N (1520)! [��] S)
= 5:227

M 2

2

L2

1

= 6:969: (3.16)

W e used on the RHS the theoreticalexpression forthe widthstogetherwith the coupling

ratio (3.8).Theexperim entalvalueofthisratio is[13]

(R 1)exp = 6:625+ 18:35�4:46 : (3.17)
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NotallrelationsforS-wavecouplingswork aswell.Forexam ple,oneexpectsfrom (3.7)the

coupling M 1 to besuppressed by 1=N c relativeto M 2.However,thecorresponding ratio of

decay widths

(R 2)th =
�(N (1650)! [N �])

�(N (1535)! [N �])
= 1:58

M 2

1

M 2

2

(3.18)

takestheexperim entalvalue(R 2)exp = 0:58� 4:88,which isatleastafactorof4largerthan

theoneobtained with thenaiveestim ateM 2

1
=M 2

2
’ 0:1.

Thesituation with theprediction (3.9)islessclear,asthePDG doesnotquotebranching

ratiosforthe decay m ode N (1700)! [��] S;D . The S-wave m ode appearshowever to be

suppressed in com parison totheD -waveone[11],inagreem entwith thelarge-N c expectation

from (3.9).

Thisanalysis can be extended to the D -wave couplings. The following ratiosofdecay

widthscan beused to test(3.11),(3.12),(3.14)and (3.15).

(R 3)th =
�(N (1520)! [N �]D )

�(N (1520)! [��] D )
= 2:151

M 2

3

L2

5

= 15:30; (R 3)exp = 3:57� 6:01 (3.19)

(R 4)th =
�(N (1520)! [N �]D )

�(N (1535)! [��] D )
= 4:216

M 2

3

L2

4

= 5:62; (R 4)exp � 4:4 (3.20)

(R 5)th =
�(N (1675)! [N �]D )

�(N (1675)! [��] D )
= 4:595

M 2

5

L2

7

= 2:042; (R 5)exp = 0:66� 1:00 (3.21)

(R 6)th =
�(N (1700)! [N �]D )

�(N (1675)! [��] D )
= 0:883

M 2

4

L2

7

= 5:651; (R 6)exp = 0:055� 0:2: (3.22)

W e do notpresenta com parison with data forthe ratio (3.13)because ofthe lack ofdata

on N (1700)! [��] D .

Thedeviationsoftheseratiosfrom thelarge-N c predictionscan beunderstood partly as

aconsequenceofthe�nitevalueofN c and partly becauseofthesensitivity oftheseratiosto

theprecisevalueofthem ixing angle�N 3
.W ewillusein thefollowing thequark m odelwith

N c = 3 to illustratetheim portanceofthe1=N c corrections.ThecouplingsoftheN
� states

are related in the quark m odelto the reduced m atrix elem entsT (I0;SI)introduced in [6].

Theirexplicitform ulasforarbitrary N c are(norm alized to(3.50)of[6]in thelarge-N c lim it)

T (
1

2
;
1

2

1

2
)= �

2
p
2

3

v
u
u
t (N c� 1)(N c+ 3)

N c(N c+ 2)
I ; T (

1

2
;
3

2

1

2
)= �

2

3

s
N c� 1

N c+ 2
I ; (3.23)

T (
3

2
;
1

2

1

2
)=

2

3

v
u
u
t (N c+ 3)(N c+ 5)

N c(N c+ 2)
I ; T (

3

2
;
3

2

1

2
)= �

2

3

p
5

s
N c+ 5

N c+ 2
I

with I a com m on overlap integral.W eobtain forexam plefortheratio (3.8)oftheS-wave

couplings

M 2

L1

= �2

s
2

3

T (1
2
;1
2

1

2
)cos�N 1

+ T (1
2
;3
2

1

2
)sin�N 1

T (3
2
;1
2

1

2
)cos�N 3

+ T (3
2
;3
2

1

2
)sin�N 3

: (3.24)
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In the large-N c lim it and for the m ixing angles given in Sec.II.A the value ofthis ratio

reducesto (3.8).ForN c = 3 itgives[7,8]

M 2

L1

=

s
2

3

2cos�N 1
+ sin�N 1p

2cos�N 3
�
p
5sin�N 3

(3.25)

= �0:689(�N 3
= 1:991); �0:763(�N 3

= 2:6); �1:105(�N 3
= 3:04):

The num ericalvalues shown are com puted with the large-N c value for�N 1
= 0:615 which

wasseen to agree wellwith the experim entalone. Forthe largestvalue of�N 3
= 3:04,the

ratio (3.25)predicts(R 1)th = 6:382 which isin good agreem entwith theexperim entalvalue

(3.17).

Theratio M 1=M 2 dependsonly on theangle�N 1
and isgiven by

M 1

M 2

=
�T (1

2
;1
2

1

2
)sin�N 1

+ T (1
2
;3
2

1

2
)cos�N 1

T (1
2
;1
2

1

2
)cos�N 1

+ T (1
2
;3
2

1

2
)sin�N 1

(3.26)

! �
2sin�N 1

� cos�N 1

2cos�N 1
+ sin�N 1

= (�0:056)� (�0:241); (N c = 3):

In thelastlineweused theexperim entalvalue�N 1
= 0:61� 0:09 [12].Thisyieldsin turn a

resultfortheratio(3.18)(R 2)th = 0:005� 0:092,which isstillsm allerthan theexperim ental

value(R 2)exp = 0:58� 4:88.W ewillreturn laterto a discussion ofthisdiscrepancy.

Sim ilarresultsareobtained fortheratiosofD -wavecouplings.Forexam ple,weget

M 3

L5

= �
4

3

2
p
5T (1

2
;1
2

1

2
)cos�N 3

�
p
2T (1

2
;3
2

1

2
)sin�N 3q

5

2
T (3

2
;1
2

1

2
)cos�N 3

� 2
q

2

5
T (3

2
;3
2

1

2
)sin�N 3

: (3.27)

Taking in thisexpression N c = 3 gives

M 3

L5

= �
4

3

�2
p
10cos�N 3

+ sin�N 3p
10cos�N 3

+ 4sin�N 3

(3.28)

= �1:972(�N 3
= 1:991); 12:217(�N 3

= 2:6); 2:493� 4:112(�N 3
= 3:04� 0:15):

Thisratioisparticularly sensitivetothem ixing angle�N 3
asthephysicalvalueofthisangle

liesin thevecinity of2.47,wherethedenom inatorvanishes.Theratio R 3 corresponding to

�N 3
= 3:04� 0:15 isstilllargerby abouta factorof2 than the experim entalvalue (3.19).

Sim ilar large values forR 3 appear to be predicted also in other quark m odelcalculations

[12].

Theratio (3.15)ofthecouplingsoftheJP = 5=2� stateisgiven in thequark m odelby

M 5

L7

= �
2

3

p
5
T (1

2
;3
2

1

2
)

T (3
2
;3
2

1

2
)
= �

2

3

s
N c� 1

N c+ 5
: (3.29)

ForN c = 3thisim plies(R 5)th = 0:510which isin reasonableagreem ent(although som ewhat

sm aller)with theexperim entalresult(3.21).

Finally,theratio (3.14)isgiven by
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M 4

L7

=
8

3
p
3

p
10T (1

2
;1
2

1

2
)sin�N 3

+ T (1
2
;3
2

1

2
)cos�N 3

T (3
2
;3
2

1

2
)

(3.30)

which forN c = 3 reducesto

M 4

L7

=
4

3
p
15
(cos�N 3

+ 2
p
10sin�N 3

)= 1:847(�N 3
= 1:991); (3.31)

0:491� 1:142(�N 3
= 2:6� 0:16); (�0:449)� (0:209)(�N 3

= 3:04� 0:15):

For �N 3
= 3:04� 0:15 this gives (R 6)th = 0:038 � 0:178 which is in agreem ent with the

experim entalvalue(3.22).

Perhaps the m ost puzzling disagreem ent between the large-N c predictions and exper-

im ent concerns the large experim entalvalue ofthe ratio R 2 (3.18). Am ong the possible

explanationsforthisdisagreem ent,we can m ention:a)wrong assignm entsofthe � quan-

tum num bersfortheS11 states;b)alargedeviationofthem ixingangle�N 1
from itspredicted

value�N 1
= 0:615;c)thepresenceofathird S11 statein theregion around 1.6GeV.The�rst

possibility entailsassigning �= 1toN (1650)and �= 0toN (1535),which resultsinto the

prediction �N 1
= �0:955.Thiswould givein turn a valuefortheratio (3.18)(R 2)th = 67:47

which is alm ost a factorof5 largerthan the one obtained with the dim ensionalestim ate

M 1=M 2 ’ N c = 3. The second alternative b) requires the angle �N 1
to be ofthe order

of�0:08 or 1:04. Furtherm ore,the large splitting between the m em bers ofthe � = 1

tower in the case a) together with the large disagreem ent in the value of�N 1
with other

determ inations[12]com bineto m akethesetwo possibleexplanationsratherunattractive.

Recentanalysesofthe�N scattering data [14]show evidencefora new J P = 1=2� state

with a m assof1712 M eV.Sinceitsm assisvery closeto thatofN (1650),itispossiblethat

thedata quoted by thePDG [13]referring to thelatterin factcum m ulatesoverthedecays

ofboth states. Itisinteresting to note thatthe new state hasa sm allbranching ratio for

decaysintotheN �m ode,ofabout20% [14],which �tsthelarge-N c prediction forthe�= 0

state.Itistem pting thereforeto identify thisstatewith theJ = 1=2 m em berofthe�= 0

tower.Itisnotyetclearwhatthequark m odelinterpretation ofeach ofthethreeS11 states

is(forexam ple,in [15]itisproposed to interpretoneofthem asa bound state�K ,seealso

[16]).Furtherinvestigation ofthese statesisrequired to help settle thisapparentpuzzle of

thelarge-N c expansion.

C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have analyzed in thispaperthe phenom enologicalconsequencesofthe large-N c ex-

pansion forthe L = 1 orbitally excited baryons,following from the form alism described in

[6]. These statesare organized into towers ofstates,whose couplingsto the ground state

baryonsarerelated in a sim pleway.In thelarge-N c lim itthem em bersofa given towerare

degenerate,which yieldsconstraintson the m assesofthese stateswhich are distinctfrom

those ofthe quark m odelwith SU(6) sym m etry. Quite rem arkably,the m ixing angles of

the�ve octetsofL = 1 excited baryonsarecom pletely predicted in thecom bined large-N c

and SU(3) lim its. Unfortunately,because ofthe sm allvalue ofthe N c param eter in the

realworld,wecannotaccom odatethedecupletstatesintothepicturesuggested by large-N c

QCD.Despitetheseshortcom ings,webelievethatthisapproach could beused (m uch in the
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sam eway asdonein [17]fortheground statebaryons)asthestartingpointforasystem atic

study ofthe1=N c and SU(3)breaking correctionsforthesestates.
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A P P EN D IX A :

W e present in this Appendix the partialwave decom position for the decay 3=2� !

(3=2+ ;0� )which can proceed through both S-and D -wave.Theinvarianttransition m atrix

elem entisdecom posed as

M = �u�(p0)

(

cD

 

q�q� + 2~q2
m 2

P

m 2

P + 4m P m S + m 2

S � q2
g��

!

(A1)

+cS

 

g�� +
2

(m S + m P )
2 � q2

q�q�

! )

u
�(p);

with ~q thepion 3-m om entum in therestfram eofthedecaying particle.The m assesofthe

initialand �nalparticlesaredenoted asm P and m S respectively.Thepartialdecay widths

aregiven by

�S =
1

8�
c
2

S

(m S + m P )
2 � q2

m 2

P

j~qj (A2)

�D =
1

2�
c
2

D

m 2

P [(m S + m P )
2 � q2]

(m 2

P + 4m P m S + m 2

S � q2)2
j~qj

5
: (A3)
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