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Abstract

W e present a phenom enological analysis of the strong couplings of the
negativeparity L = 1 baryons from the perspective ofthe lJargeN . expansion.
In the JargeN . lin it the m ass spectrum and m ixing pattem of these states
are constrained in a very soeci c way. Them ixing angles are com plktely de—
temm ined in this lim it, w ith predictions in good agreem ent w ith experim ent.
In the combined largeN . and SU (3) lin is the pion ocouplings of the ve
negative-parity octets to the ground state baryons are given in term s of only
3 Independent couplings. The largeN . predictions for the ratios of strong
couplings are tested against experin ental data.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The largeN . expansion [Ii] proved to be a valuablk guide for a qualitative and even
quantitative understanding ofgauge theories. In the past few years its application to baryons
in QCD pioneered by W itten ,3]hasbeen substantiated and greatly expanded in a series
of papers by D ashen, Jenkins and M anchar O JM ) and others §,5] (and references cited
theremn).

In a recent paper [§]we studied the strong couplings ofthe orbitally excited baryons in the
fram ew ork of the lJargeN . expansion, extending the resuls obtained by D JM in the swave
sector. T he general structure of the pion couplings to these states has been derived from a
set of consistency conditions which follow from requiring the total scattering am plitude to
satisfy theW itten scaling rules. The analysispresented in [§]assum ed only isospin symm etry
and was for the m ost part lim ited to baryons containing only u and d quarks. The present
paper is a continuation to {§] and its ain is two-old: rst, to extend the results of @] by
Incorporating SU (3) symm etry and second, to present a phenom enological analysis of the
existing experin ental data from the perspective of the JargeN . expansion.

In Section IT we dem onstrate that the combined largeN . and SU (3) limis of QCD
provide very strong constraints on the structure ofthem ass spectrum and m ixing pattem of
the L = 1 light baryons. A set of relations are derived am ong strong transition am plitudes
between p-wave and swave baryons In SecIII which are then com pared against availabl
experin ental data. T hese relations are shown explicitly to agree w ith those derived in the
quark m odelw ith arbirary number of olorsin the Im it N.! 1 .ForN.= 3 they reduce
to the usual SU (6) predictions of the quark m odel [1;8]. However, the largeN . approach
tums out to be both less and m ore predictive than the SU (6)Jased. On the one hand it
predicts welkde ned values for them ixing angles which are keft com pletely arbitrary in the
quark m odel) but on the other hand, due to the an all value of the num ber of colors in the
realworld, its applicability to the decuplet states is lin ited. O ne of the largeN . relations
am ong S-wave pion couplings appears to be badly violated and we discuss a few possble
explanations, one of which involves a di erent quark m odel assignm ent for the cbserved S 14
states. W e sum m arize our conclisions in Sec.1V .

IT.SU (3) SPIN FLAVOR STRUCTURE OF THE EXCITED BARYONS

T he structure ofthe baryon spectrum in the largeN . lim it can be obtained by exam ining
the symm etry properties of the states under pem utations of two quarks. The ground
state swave baryons transform according to the com pltely symm etric representation of
the pem utation group shown In Eq.£2.1). For baryons containing two avors this m eans
that their soin— avor wavefinction m ust transform like the totally sym m etric representation
of SU (4), which is decom posed into representations of SU 2)isospin = SU (@)gpin With I =
J. The analogous decom position of the totally symm etric representation of SU (6) into
representations 0ofSU B)fiavor SU (2)gpin » relevant for the baryons containing 3 Iight avors
is shown i Eq.@d). For N, = 3 this representation contains the fam iliar spin-1/2 octet
and the spin-3/2 decuplet baryons.
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The spectrum of the p-wave baryons can be cbtained In a sin ilar way from symm etry
considerations. In the realworld with N, = 3 the spin— avor wavefunction ofthe L = 1
light baryons transform s according to the m ixed symm etry representation 70 of SU (6). Its
decom position into spin— avor m ultiplets takes the form @]
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A fter adding the orbital angularmomentum L = 1 the resulting states reproduce the ob—
served spectrum of the p-wave light baryons {13].

W e would lke in the follow ing to construct the generalization of this procedure to the
case of arbitrary N.. The corresoonding representation of SU (6) is obtained by adding
additionalboxes to the rst line ofthe Young diagram . Tts decom position under the avor-
Soin SU (3) SU (2) subgroup can be obtained as described in Eﬁ] for the corresponding SU 4)
representation. O ne starts w ith the product of SU (6) representations

z_N‘T|l_{ 7} ——{ Z_Nﬂl_{
M O O £0O O U 23)

T he decom position of the sym m etric representation on the left-hand side is known from
Eq.@dQ). Subtracting from the product on the lft-hand side the representations of
SU 3) SU (2) corresponding to the symm etric representation on the right-hand side we
cbtain

2 { !
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The physical multiplets with wellde ned soin J are obtaihed by addihg the orbital
angularmomentum J= S+ D wih L = 1.

The rst three SU (3) representations on the right-hand side of @.4) correspond for
N.= 3to1l,10 and 8 resgpectively. T he others are new and appear only forN. > 3. Their
isospin content for each value ofthe strangenessnumberK = ng=2 can be read o from the
corresponding weight diagram s and is given below for the rst few representations.
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Allthe other SU 3) multipkets In @.4) contain, orK = 0, isospin multpktswith I 2.
Let us consider now In tum the sectors with di erent values of the strangeness num ber
K = ng=2.

We list In Tabk 1 the lowestlying K = 0 p-wave light baryons containing only u;d

quarks. They are contained in the SU (3) rpresentations £.52.6/2.7) which will be called
in the ollow ing 1, 10 and 8 respectively, corresponding to their din ension forN .= 3.

| State | @;07) | | @;s) [su@);su @) |

N (1535)| G ) 1 3i3) 8;2)

N (1520)| Gi3 )

N (1650)| iz ) 0

N (1700)| G2 ) 2 %) (8;4)

N (1675)] ;2 )
(1620) | (3;3 ) { Gi3) (10;2)
(1700) | (2;2 ) {

Table 1. The p-wave light baryons containing only u;d quarks and their quan-—
tum numbers.

The entries in the last three colum ns of this tabl require som e explanation. U sually
these states are labeld by the quark m odel quantum numbers (I;S), the total isosoin
and spin of the quarks. The assignm ents shown in Tabl 1 for this quantum number are
the conventional ones 13]. O foourse, in Nature S is not a good quantum num bers and the
physical eigenstates of (I;J) are linear com binations of statesw ith di erent valuesofS . This
m ixing isusually considered to have a dynam ical origin and is treated in a phenom enological
way.

The largeN . treatm ent of these states discussed In [§] suggests a di erent picture. In
this approach the physical states are classi ed Into towers of states, each labelled by a soin
vector . Them embersofa given towerhave quantum numbers (I;J) which are constrained
by the condition T J7j and are degenerate In the largeN . 1im it. 1=N . corrections w i1l
In general rem ove this degeneracy and w ill split the states of the tower.

T he oconnection between the tower states and the (I;S) quark m odel states has been
given In 6] for states containing only u and d quarks Eqg.(323) n @)
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HereP = 1 isthe so-called P -spin introduced in [§]to relate T and S for quark m odel states
transform ing under the m ixed symm etry representation of SU (). For the p-wave states in
Tablk 1l onehasL = 1. One can see that in generalthe tower states do not have well-de ned
values of S and the relation .9) yields the follow ing m ixing m atrices.

The sector (I;J) = (%;%).
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An exam ination of the m ass spectrum of the I = % states in Tabl 1 suggests their

association Into towers of states with the shown values of . The rlations (2.10+2.13)
give then a prediction for the m xing m atrices of these states, which can be com pared
with experin ental data. Adopting the de nitions of [12] the m xing of the N states is

param etrized as

3 1
N (1650) = cos y, B = Ei sh y, B = Ei (2.14)
1. ) 3,
N (1535)= cos y, P = §1+ sih y, B = 51 (2.15)
and
1. ) 3,
N (1520) = cos y, P = §1+ sih y, B = 51 (2.16)
. 1, 3.
N (1700)= sh y,P = §1+ ws y, P = 51: 217

_______

1:991. The tof i12]to the strong decays of these states gave the results y, = 0:61  0:09
and (y,)eier = 304 015, (y,)ewr2 = 260 0:16. The result for y, is n excellent
agream ent w ith the data. The disagreem ent on y, can probably be ascribed to niteN
corrections. Indeed, due to the ctitious nature ofthe P -spin (which becom es apparent in
the fact that the states S = I = N =2 are forbidden), one expects the deviations from the
largeN . m xing 2.9) to be largest ©r S, I approaching theirm axin alvalues N .=2.



The I = 1=2 states of the towers belong to SU (3) \octets" whose Young diagram is
shown in @.7). There are ve such octets, two with J = 1=2, two with J = 3=2 and one
wih J = 5=2. The largeN . m ass spectrum oftheK = 0 towersoonstrainstherefore them ass
soectrum of these octets, which are predicted to be degenerate In pairswith J = (1=2;3=2)
and J = (3=2;5=2), corresponding to = 1 and 2 in the K = 0 sector respectively. This
is very di erent from the picture suggested by the quark m odel, where one expects these
octets to 2ll Into two groupswith J = (1=2;3=2) and J = (1=2;3=2;5=2), corresoonding to
the two values taken by the total quark soin S = 1=2;3=2. One problem w ith the quark
m odel picture is the nversion ofthe two kevelswih J = 3=2 and J = 5=2, which isdi cult
to understand by assum Ing a spin-orbit interaction alone {,10].

The m ixing of the octets w ith identical values of J can be predicted from the m ixings

S

Bi;J= }i -0 = P];—:Br'J= 1-is=1=2"‘ g:BiJ = 1-is=3=2 (2.18)
2 s 3 2 3 2

BiJ = }i =1= g:BiJ = 1-is=1=2"‘ 191——j3iJ= }is=3=2 219)
2 3 2 3 2

and
S

3 1 3 5 3

BiJ = ot -1= P—EIBPJ= Els=1=2+ %ZBPJ = Sl-3 @ 20)
3 "5 3 1 3

BiJ = 51 =2 = %ZBPJ = Els=1=2+ P—%:BiJ= 515:3:2 : 221)

The notation B;Ji does not inply that all the states of the 8 belong to a -tower but
only labels the SU (3) representation in term s of tsK = 0 m em bers.

U nfortunately, no unam biguous tow er assignm ents can bem ade for the excited I = %
baryons. Because of the an all value of N . in the real world the tower structure for I = %

is .ncom plete. For exam pk, instead of a total number of two states with (I;J) = €;3)
expected In the largeN . 1im i, there isonly one such state. To llup allthe I = % m em bers
ofthetowerswith = 0;1;2,additionalstateswould be required with (I;S) = (;2); €;2),

which however do not appear for N, = 3. This problem did not exist for s-wave baryons
and has as consequence an unfortunate loss of predictive pow er for the largeN . expansion
when applied to the excited baryons.

B.K=1/2

T he observed and expected p-w ave baryons w ith one strange quark are listed in Tablk 2,
togetherw ith their quantum num bers. In the quark m odelthese states are Jabelled by (I;S)
with S the totalsoin ofthe quarks in the baryon. A s discussed above, physical states are In
general lnear com binations of quark m odel states w ith di erent values of S. The largeN .
expansion com bined with SU (3) symm etry can be used to predict thism ixing.

From thepoint ofview of largeN . QCD the cbserved K = 1=2 states fall into 7 towers of
states, three towerswith = 1=2, threetowerswih = 3=2 and onetowerwith = 5=2.



A Tthough the tower structure is com plte only for the lowest value of the isogoin I = 0,
we can use SU (3) symm etry to assign the states in the octets wellkde ned values of
However, just as in the case ofthe I = 3=2 states in the K = 0 sector, this cannot be done
in an unam biguous way for the decuplet baryons. T herefore we cannot m ake predictions for
the couplings of these states.

States w ith the sam e quantum numbers willm ix In the general case. W e param etrize
thism ixing in the I = 0 sector as in {12] in tem s of six angles. For the J = 1=2 stateswe
Introduce three angles ; with i= 1;2;3 as

1 0 10 1
(1670) . C1Ci2 S11Ci12 S12 - o
8 (1800) & = 8 S11¢G13 C11813S12 G11CG13 S11S12813 S13C12 A 8 31 A (222)
(1405) S11813 C11CGi3S12 C11S13  S11C13S12 C13Ci2 Singlet;

wih ¢ = cos 137811 = sin 11, ete.

The quark m odel states on the RHS are denoted as  ,5,5. In the SU (3) lin it two of
the angles vanish 1, = 13 = 0, as there is no m ixing between the singkt and octet. The
third angle ;; can be detem ined by noting that some ofthe I = 0 states belong to the
sam e SU (3) \octets" asthe K = 0 states. T herefore (2.18221) can be used to obtain their
relation to the quark m odel statesw ith wellde ned S and we nd ;; = 0:615.

[ State | ©;3°) | | @;s) [6U B);su @) ]
1405)| ;2 ) : ©;3) 1;2)
(1520) | (0;3 ) 5
1670)| (0; 2 ) 2 ©0;3) 8;2)
w620) | @; 1) 1;3)

(1690) | (072 ) 3 0;3)

w670) | ;2 ) 1;3)

(1800) | (0; 2 ) : ©;3) 8;4)
750)| ;1) 1;3)

(?) ©0; 2 ) 2 0;2)

(?) 1; 32 ) 1;3)

1830)| (0;2 ) 2 ©;3)

1775)| @;2 ) (1;3)

(?) 13 ) { 1:3) (10;2)
(?) 1;2) {

Table 2. The p-wave hyperons containing one strange quark and their quantum
numbers. (I;S) denote the usual quark m odel assignm ents of the states and
gives their lJargeN . tow er assignm ent.

The sector J = 3=2 can be treated In an analogous way. The m ixing of these states is
param etrized In tem s of three angles 3; de ned as

1 0 1
(1690) 13
C C
@ (?) K =R (317 32/ 33)]8 33 A 223)
(1520) Singkt



where the unitary m atrix R isde ned i analgy to theone in £27).W e nd forthiscase,
In the Iim it of SU (3) symm etry, 31 = 1:991; 3, = 33 = 0. Sin ilar predictions can bem ade
in the lim it of SU (3) symm etry for the m ixing m atrix ofthe states.

T he experin ental situation w ith these angles is not very clear. The t of [12] gave six
di erent possbl solutions for the ;; and four solutions for ;. The values taken by the
angks i, 3 In these solutions do not com e close to the SU (3) value (0), which can be
explained by a sizable violation of SU 3) symm etry. This Inplies in tum the existence
of sim ilar large deviations from the SU (3)-based prediction for ;. However, the largeN .
predictions for decays of tow er states to be presented In the next Section do not depend on
a precise know ledge of the m ixing m atrix.

IIT.STRONG DECAYS

Letus rst recapiulate the results cbtained in ] for strong decays of excited baryons in
the largeN . lin it by assum ing only isogpin sym m etry. E xcited baryons can decay to swave
baryons through pion em ission n S-wave and D -wave. T he repective couplings are related

to m atrix elem ents of the axial current taken between tower states ( ! D)
00,0, 0. 0 L 4 . - 0-0, 0, Ox,a- .
hI'I;m75 & 55 qP¥Iym; i=N _hIT;m~5 ¥ FJIm; i @d)
1 .
hT%m % %y * 55 ‘aPIim; i= N hII%m % YR PIm; 1 32)

+ N, ijkqjhjoloim % "R¥PIm; i

wih g the momentum of the current. =0 for a decaying state transformm Ing under the
m ixed symm etry representation of SU (4). The operators Y ® and Q Y7 param etrize the S—
wave and D -wave pion ocouplings resgpectively. Their m atrix elam ents are determm Ined, at
leading order in N ., by four reduced m atrix elementsc( % );c1 5 ( % )

( )
°1 1

p
WT%m % Yo PIm; i=c( %) 2T+ 1( )7 ° 550 mmo P n r1; ai G3)
a
WT%m % DR Pm; i= ()7 2r+ 1) QI+ 1) 34)
. > 01°g%
o (%) S SV hT % % 2;m kinr® %g1; ai:
y=1;2;3 Ty 1 27

In the follow ng we w ill extend these results to the case 0of SU (3) symm etry. A sexplained
above, we w ill restrict our considerations to octet and singlkt states. There are ve octets
and two singlkts, which w illbe represented by SU (3) tensors constructed as in f4].

The spin-1/2 octet whose K = 0 m embersbelong to the = 0 towerw illbe represented

by the tensor (Bl)§lj2 jw:'Lth oneupperand = N . 1)=2 lower indices. Thetwo goin-1/2
and 3/2 octets whose K = 0 members belong to the = 1 tower are represented by the
tensors B2)},, ;and Bs)i, ; respectively. Finally, the two spin-3/2 and 5/2 octets

whose K = 0 meambers belong to the = 2 tower willbe assigned the tensors B )b

) . hk 3
and Bs)3 4, 4 respectively.



The spin-1/2 and 3/2 singlet baryons are each represented by a SU (3) tensor w ith 1
Iower indices (S1)4,35, 5, and S2)35 5.- The nonvanishing com ponents of these tensors
forthe statesareSi3;3 = 1.ForN.= 3 these tensors go over into SU (3) scalars, as they
should.

T he swave baryons are represented by the usual octet tensor B ji.l 5, 4 (orthe sh-1/2
baryons) and the decuplet tensor ijlji; = j, (forthe spin-3/2 baryons).

T he couplings of the G oldstone bosons are described by Interaction Lagrangians built
out of the SU (3) tensors introduced above. The part containing the S-wave couplings is
written In tem s of seven SU (3) nvardiantsM 1, ;N 1, ;L1 ;P as

Lg=M ;tr 8 A B;)+ N ;tr 8 BjA ) (3.5)
M,tr 8 A B,)+ Notr 8 B,LA )

+ Litr T A By)+ Ltr (T A By)

+ Pitr 8 A Sq):

+

The nonlinear axial current eld A isdened by A = i=2(Y@ @R YY) with =
exp( =f ) and £ = 132Me&V.Thematrix M ocontains the G oldstone boson elds and
isgiven by M = 91—5 a e,

TheD -wave couplings ofthe G oldstone bosons are descrioed by an analogous Lagrangian
containing twelre SU (3) invariants

Lp =mgM str BA sB;)+ msNstr B sBsA ) 3.6)
+ mgM str BA sB,)+ mpN,tr B sB,A )
+Mstr BO A +D A )By )+ Nstr BB; @ A +D A ))
+ meLstr (T A sBy)+ meLstr T A sB,)
+ iLstr (0 © A +D A + tt)B,)+ iLgtr C © A +D A + tt)B,)
+ L,i" tr( O A +D A )JvB,)+mpPotr B A S,):

W e extracted factorsofm ; ;m ¢ In the de nition of som e couplings such that their expansion
In powers of 1=N . startsw ith a term of O (1). The form ofthe trace temm s \tt.", needed to
proEct out a pure D -wave, is given in the Appendix. In these expressions only the Lorentz
iIndices are w ritten explicitly. T he traces over the SU (3) indices have the follow Ing fom :

a) octet-octet coupling

tr BAB;) = B2® "AZ@®.)5, »; tr BB:A)=B® "@B1), AS
b) octet-decuplet coupling
tr CAB) =" T"™ "'A B1) .y b,

c) octet—singlet coupling

signi cant sim pli cations In the structure of the Lagrangian (8.5,3.6). Thus, the S-wave



pion couplings of the excited baryon octets to ground state baryons are describbed in this
Iin it by jast one comm on reduced m atrix elem ent (nstead of ve, assum ng only isosoin
Invariance) and in the D -wave sector only two independent couplings are required (instead
of seven).

T hese additional relations can be derived by w riting representative transition am pliudes
In two altemative ways, using the SU (3) and SU (2) relations respectively. W e obtain In this
way the follow Ing m odelindependent predictions for the S-wave couplings

M ;=0 (1N.) 3.7
M, 2
— = p—+ 0 (1N.) (3.8)
L, 3

L,=0 (1=N,) (3.9)

and for the D -wave couplings

Ly= 0 (1N,) (310)
M ;
“ 2o Zioaany (311)
Ls
M 5 2
“ 3. 40 ay) 312)
Ly 3
M 4 4
—= =+ 0 (1N,) (313)
Lg 3

S
M 4 2
—— =4 —+ 0 (IN,) 314)
L, 5
M: 2
— 2= Zi0qaxy (3.15)
Ly

_____

subleading order (although they contribute to the sam e orderasM to the kaon couplings).
T herefore, In order to ocbtain inform ation about them , know ledge of the pion couplings
to next-to-leading order in 1=N . is required. This will have to be cbtained from m odel
calculations.
In practice the 1=N . corrections to the predictions (3.7-3.9), B.10-3.15) can be sizablk.
In the ollow ing we com pare these predictions against available experin ental data on strong
decays of these states. To avoid additional com plications related to SU (3) breaking e ects
and am ore com plex m ixing structure, we w ill restrict oursslves to pion decays of nonstrange
excited baryons.
The relation @.8) between S-wave am plitudes can be tested by exam ining the ratio of
decay w idths
2
Ri)m = W asss) ! N D = 5:227& = 6:969: (316)
N 1520) ' [ 1s) L?
W e used on the RH S the theoretical expression for the widths together w ith the coupling
ratio B8). The experin ental value of this ratio is 3]

R1)exp = 6625755 : 347)

10



N ot all relations for S -wave couplings work aswell. For exam pl, one expects from (3.7) the
coupling M ; to be suppressed by 1=N . relative to M ,. H owever, the corresponding ratio of
decay w idths

™ (1650) ! N ) M 2
= = 1581 318
Rz)a N (1535) ! N ) M 2 G18)

takes the experin entalvalue Rz)exp = 058 488, which isat least a factorof4 larger than
the one cbtained w ith the naive estimateM =M 3’ 0i.

T he situation w ith the prediction 3.9) is less clear, asthePD G does not quote branching
ratios for the decay mode N (1700) ! [ ]sp . The S-wave m ode appears however to be
suppressed In com parison to theD -wave one [11], in agreem ent w ith the largeN . expectation
from B.9).

T his analysis can be extended to the D -wave couplings. The follow ng ratios of decay
w idths can be used to test @.11), B.19), @14 and (.195).

N (1520) ! N 1p) 3

= = 2451—= = 1530; exp = 357 601 319

R3)m N 15200 L [ 1) 2 R 3)exp ( )
N (1520) ! N 1p) M 3

= = 4216— = 562; ox 44 320

R 1w N 535 L [ 1) 7.2 R 4)exp ( )
N (1675) ! N 1p) :

= = 4595— = 2:042; exp = 066 1:00 321

Rs)an N 675! [ 1) 2 R 5)exp ( )
17 ! 2

R = g i16(7)2)) ' [[N ]]D )) = 0883—2 = 5651; Reglep= 0055 02: (322)
. D 7

W e do not present a com parison w ith data for the ratio $13) because of the lack of data
onN @1700) ! [ 1p.

T he deviations of these ratios from the JargeN . predictions can be understood partly as
a consequence ofthe nite value ofN . and partly because ofthe sensitivity ofthese ratios to
the precise value of them ixing angle y, . W ew illuse in the ©ollow ing the quark m odelw ith
N .= 3 to illustrate the im portance of the 1=N . corrections. T he couplings ofthe N states
are related in the quark m odel to the reduced m atrix elements T (I%SI) introduced in EG].
T heir explicit form ulas forarbitrary N are (nom alized to (3.50) of [§] in the largeN . lin i)

SR s
111 2 2y 1 + 3 131 2 N 1
T Gigs) = e fe DT, pg20- 2 2 2y (323)
222 3 N N .+ 2) 222 3 N.+2
M S
u
311 2u + 3 + 5 3 31 2P—- N .+ 5
T Ciony = 2t Het et O, TCizs)= 2 5 ———1
2°22 3 N N .+ 2) 2°22 3 N+ 2

wih I a comm on overlap Integral. W e obtain for exam ple for the ratio E.8) ofthe S-wave
couplings

%’%%)Sm N1, (3_24)
yoos y, + T Gi32)sh y,

yoos i, + T ¢

L, 3T &
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In the largeN . lm it and for the m ixing angles given In SecITA the value of this ratio

reduces to B.8). ForN .= 3 it gives [1,8]
S

2008 y, + sih y,

2
- p (325)

— =
L, 200s y, 5sin y,

0:689(y, = 1991); 0:763(yn, = 2%); 1:105(y, = 304):

The num erical values shown are com puted w ith the JargeN . value for y, = 0:615 which
was seen to agree well w ith the experin ental one. For the largest value of y, = 304, the
ratio 825) predicts R1)y, = 6:382 which is .n good agream ent w ith the experin ental value
G1n.

TheratioM ;=M , depends only on the angke y, and is given by

M. T Gizz)shon, + T Gi33) 008y, 5.26)
M, TEiz3)os y, + T (G;23)shn y,

2sin y, ©Os y,
! : = ( 0056) ( 0241); Ne=3):
200s y, + s y,

In the last Iine we used the experim entalvalue , = 0:61 009 {I2]. Thisyields in tum a
result forthe ratio (.18) R,)w = 0005 0:092, which is still am aller than the experin ental
valie Rz)exp = 058 488.W ewill retum later to a discussion of this discrepancy.

Sin ilar results are obtained for the ratios of D -wave couplings. For exam ple, we get

P— p- .
M ; 42 5T €;il)cos v, 2T &;2Y)sm o,
T, gqf 3.11 T a1 ) 327
5 ET (E;EE)COS N3 2 ET (E;EE)SIO N3
Taking In this expression N. = 3 gives
M s X0 + st
oS sin
2. T Ns . N3 (328)
L5 3 10 cos N3+ 4 sin N3

1972 (y, = 1991); 12217(y, = 2:6); 2493 4:1412(y, = 304 045):

T his ratio is particularly sensitive to them ixing angle y, as the physicalvalue ofthis anglke
lies In the vecinity of 2 .47, where the denom inator vanishes. T he ratio R 3 corresponding to
N, = 304 045 is still larger by about a factor of 2 than the experin ental value 3.19).
Sin ilar large values for R 3 appear to be predicted also In other quark m odel calculations
fz21.
The ratio (3.15) ofthe couplings ofthe J° = 5=2 state is given iIn the quark m odelby

S
M s 2P -T ;32 2 N, 1
—— T 3 %0 5.51L,° = : 3.29)
Ly 3 T Giz3) 3 N.+ 5

ForN.= 3thisinplies Rs)m = 0510 which is iIn reasonable agreem ent (@lthough som ew hat
sm aller) w ith the experin ental resul @ 21).
F inally, the ratio (3.14) is given by
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M, 8 10T G;33)sh y,+ T ¢;23)cos y,
= P= 3.31 (330)
L; 3 3 T Gi33)
which forN .= 3 reduces to
M 4 - ( T )= 1847 1:991) B 31)
—— = P=(cos y, s y,)= 1 , = 1991);
Ly 3 15 " " "
0491 1:442(y, = 26 0:16); ( 0:449) (0209)(y, = 304 0:15):

For y, = 304 0:15 this gives R¢)x = 0038 0:178 which is in agreem ent wih the
experin entalvalue 323).

Perhaps the m ost puzzling disagreem ent between the largeN . predictions and exper-
in ent concems the large experin ental valie of the ratio R, 3.1§). Among the possble
explanations for this disagreem ent, we can m ention: a) wrong assignm ents of the quan-
tum num bers forthe S;; states; b) a Jarge deviation ofthem ixing angle y, from itspredicted
valie y, = 0:615; c) the presence ofa third S;; state in the region around 1.6 GeV .The rst
possibility entailsassigning = 1toN (1650) and = 0toN (1535), which resuls into the
prediction y, = 0:955. Thiswould give .n tum a value forthe ratio B8I8) R,)m = 6747
which is alm ost a factor of 5 larger than the one obtained with the dim ensional estin ate
M ;=M , ’ N.= 3. The second altemative b) requires the angke y, to be of the order
of 008 or 104. Furthem ore, the large splitting between the members of the = 1
tower In the case a) together w ith the large disagreem ent in the value of y, wih other
determ inations [12] combine to m ake these two possble explanations rather unattractive.

Recent analyses ofthe N scattering data [14] show evidence oranew JF = 1=2 state
wih amassof1712M €V . Since itsm ass is very close to that ofN (1650), it ispossbl that
the data quoted by the PDG [13] referring to the latter in fact cum m ulates over the decays
ofboth states. It is interesting to note that the new state has a am all branching ratio for
decays nto theN m ode, ofabout 20% [14], which tsthe largeN . prediction forthe = 0
state. It is tem pting therefore to identify this state with the J = 1=2 memberofthe = 0
tower. It is not yet clear w hat the quark m odel Interpretation ofeach ofthe three S;; states
is (orexam pl, in [I5] it isproposed to interpret one of them asabound state K , see also
flg]) . Further investigation of these states is required to help settle this apparent puzzle of
the JargeN . expansion.

CONCLUSIONS

W e have analyzed in this paper the phenom enological consequences of the largeN . ex—
pansion forthe L = 1 orbitally excited baryons, follow ing from the form alisn described in
[6]. These states are organized into towers of states, whose couplings to the ground state
baryons are related In a sim ple way. In the JargeN . Ilin it the m em bers of a given tower are
degenerate, which yields constraints on the m asses of these states which are distinct from
those of the quark m odel with SU (6) symm etry. Quite rem arkably, the m ixing angles of
the ve octetsof L = 1 excited baryons are com plktely predicted in the com bined largeN .
and SU (3) lin its. Unfortunately, because of the am all value of the N . param eter in the
realworld, we cannot accom odate the decuplet states into the picture suggested by largeN .
QCD .D exoite these shortcom ings, we believe that this approach could be used much in the

13



sam e way asdone in {17] for the ground state baryons) as the starting point for a system atic
study ofthe 1=N . and SU (3) breaking corrections for these states.
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APPEND IX A :

W e present In this Appendix the partial wave decom position for the decay 3=2 !
(3=2" ;0 ) which can proceed through both S—and D -wave. T he invariant transition m atrix
elem ent is decom posed as

( 5 !

m
M =u @ + 2qg° P 1
) » gag qm§+4ums+m§')q2g A1)
) !
ts g + gqgq u @);
(mS+mP)2 Cl2 ’

w ith g the pion 3-m om entum in the rest fram e of the decaying particle. The m asses of the

Iniialand nalparticlks are denoted asm p and m g respectively. T he partial decay w idths
are given by

_ 1 (Ins"'mp)z Cl2 .
5 o 313 @2)
1 m2ms+mp)? 1 .

__Cé 2P : - 2012 2:ﬁj5:
2 Mz +4mpmg+mg )

@A3)
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