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A bstract

New experin entalm easurem ents are used to test m odel ndepen—
dent sum rules for cham ed baryon m asses. Sum rules for m edium —
strong m ass di erences are found to be reasonably well satis ed w ith
Increasing accuracy, and the new m easurem ents perm it an in proved
prediction of 2778 9 M &V for the m ass of the CO . But an isospin
breaking sum rul for the . m ass splittings is still In signi cant dis—
agream ent posing a serious problem for the quark m odel of cham ed
baryons. Individual . m ass splittings are investigated, using the new
CLEO m easurem ent of the 2 m ass splitting, but the accuracy is not
yet su cient for a good test.

PACS numbers: 1240Y¥x. 1420~, 1440

M odel independent sum rules[l-3] were derived som e tin e ago for heavy—
quark baryon m asses using fairly m inin al assum ptions w ithin the quark
model. The sum rules depend on standard quark m odel assum ptions, and
an additional assum ption that the interaction energy of a pair of quarks in
a particular soIn state does not depend on which baryon the pair of quarks
isn (\baryon independence"). This is a som ew hat weaker assum ption than
11 SU (3) symm etry ofthe wave fiinction, which would require the sam e spa—
tialwave function for each octet baryon, and each individual wave function
to be SU (3) symm etrized. Instead, we use wave functions with no SU (3)
symm etry, as described in Ref.4]. The wave functions can also be di erent
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for di erent quarks. For lnstance, a u-s pair in the * hyperon can have a
di erent spatialwave function than a u-d pair in the proton, but is assum ed
to have the sam e interaction energy as a u-spair in the ° hyperon.

In deriving the sum rules, no assum ptions arem ade about the type ofpo—
tential, and no intemal sym m etry beyond baryon Independence is assum ed.
The sum rules allow any am ount of symm etry breaking in the Interactions
and individual wave finctions, but do rest on baryon independence for each
quark-quark interaction energy. Several of the sum rules Egs. @), ), and
(6) below ] also rely on the assum ption that there is no orbital angularm o—
mentum so that the three spin— quark spins add directly to spin— or spin-3 .
M ore detailed discussion of the derivation of the sum rules is given in Refs.
[l]and B].

W e have previously tested these sum rules in Refs. ] and B] using early
m easuram ents of heavy-quark baryon m asses. Those tests showed reason-—
able agreem ent w thin Airly lJarge experin ental errors for two sum rules for
m edium -strong cham ed baryon m assdi erencesand forone sum rule forbot—
tom baryonm assdi erences. Buttherewasa relatively large, and w orrisom e,
discrepancy for the isosoin breaking m ass di erences between the . charge
states. Since those tests, there have been a num ber of new experin entsfo-11]
resulting in m ore accurate and m ore reliable values for som e of the chamm ed
baryon m asses used In the sum rules. In this paper we look at the e ect
on the sum rules of these new experin ents, especially the recent CLEO IT
m easurem entf{(] ofthe ¢ and 2 masses.

The m easured cham ed baryon m asses that w illbe used in the sum rules
are listed In tablke I for the expected baryon assignm ents. The [ baryon
and the % baryon aredistinguished, in the quark m odel, by having di erent
oI states for the u-s quark pair. The [ isthe spjn-é usc baryon having
the u-s quarks In a soIn zero state, and the 2* has the u-s quarks In a
soin one state. A sim ilar distinction is m ade for the d-s quark pair in the

9 and 2 chamed baryons. The numerical values .n Tablk I are given
In tem s of appropriate m ass di erences when that corresponds to how the
m easuram ent wasm ade. W here new experim ents have given m ore accurate
num bers since our previous test of the sum rules, a star has been put after
the reference. M asses for light quark u,d,s) baryons are all taken from the
Review ofParticke PhysicsH].
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Tabl 1: Cham ed baryon m asses used In the sum rules.

The isogpin breaking sum rule orthe . m asses isP]
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@7 2) @6 241) (22 12)
where we have w ritten the experin ental values In M €V below each equa—
tion. T here is reasonable agreem ent for the sum rule, aswell as for

several other isospin breaking sum rules for light quark baryonsfl, 4]. But
the . isosgoin splitting combination is signi cantly di erent from the other
two combinations In Eqgq. (1). Asnoted In Ref. R], this disagreem ent poses
a serious problem because it is di cul to see how any reasonable quark
m odel of cham ed baryons could kad to the rwlatively large negative value
forthe . combination n Eq. (1). A Jarge number of speci ¢ quark m odel
caloulationsl4] of cham ed baryon m asses generally satisfy the . sum rule,
and all predict lJarge positive values forthe . masscombination n Eqg. (1).
T he experim ental input that has been used for this combmation of
m asses are the two sgparate m ass di erence m easurem ents
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The !* Imassdi erence results from four ssparate experin entsthat are

reasonably consistent w ith one another, while there isonly one experin ent[12]
that has m easured the [ 9 di erence. There is no reason to question

C

this experim ental m easuram ent of 2,and the result of Ref. [12] for

C

o 0 agrees wellw ith the other experim ents[l5]. H owever, the extrem e

C

In portance of the large discrepancy in the . sum rul of Eq. (1) should

make a new experin ental m easure of the mass di erence | % a high

priority.

The new experim entalm easurem ent of the 2 m assesfl(]m akes i pos-
sble, in principle, to test sum rules for sesparate m ass di erences of the ..
These are
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Unfrtunately, the experin ental errors on the 2 mass di erences are still
too large at this point to m ake an accurate com parison with the . mass
di erences.

A Though the discrepancy noted above for the . mass di erences puts
any other quark m odel study of cham ed baryons into question, we now look
at sum rules form edium —strongm assdi erences, anticipating som e eventual
resolution (theoretical or experin ental) of the di culties posed by the
m ass splittings. A new measurem entfd] of the m asses ofthe ** and °
baryons m akes possibl a m ore accurate test of the sum ru]eB]
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Weuse themeasured " mass forthe _ " mass, but that di erence is
probably small. A corresponding sum rulkef3] or the b-quark baryons bo,
2, 2 hasnot changed, and is in good agreem ent .
In Ref.Rlweused a sum rulk to predict 2583 3M eV forthe ¥ mass.
Thism ass has now been m easured 1J], and is listed in Table I.This pem its

a test of the sum rule, which we w rite here as
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Thetwosum rulesin Egs. (6) and (7) are satis ed to about the sam e extent as
lightquark baryon sum rules relating spjn-; baryon m asses to s_ojn-gbaryon
m asses.fl,4]
Thenew experin entalm easurem ents can be used to in prove the accuracy
of our previous prediction 3] of the as yet unm easured CO m ass
= 2+2() Ty (JY =219 9 ®)
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In conclusion, we can say that increasingly accurate experim ental m ass
determm inations are m aking the m odel Independent sum rules discussed here
Increasingly usefiilltests ofthe quark m odel for chamm ed baryons. W e see that
sum rules form edium -strong energy di erences are satis ed at least aswell
for heavy-quark baryons as for light-quark baryons. H owever there ram ains
a serious disagreem ent forthe . isosoin breaking sum rule, which isviolated
by three standard deviations. Shce sum rules In disagreem ent are of m ore
concem than those which are satis ed, resolving the .massdi erences isof
prin e in portance. T hus far no theoretical suggestion hasbeen forthcom Ing.
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