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It is assumed that the =-baryon interactions are universal and the K-baryon interactions account for the
large mass differences between baryons. If further all baryon spins are 3 and K spin is zero, (Z,A) parity
is even, the (Z,A) mass difference can be neglected, and the present baryon spectrum and its isotopic spin
assignments are correct, then to all orders in the 7-baryon coupling constant and to the second order in the
K-baryon coupling constants, one can obtain the essential feature of the observed mass spectrum. The
magnitudes of the K-coupling constants that yield this mass spectrum are crudely estimated.

1. INTRODUCTION

EVERAL attempts'™ have been made to deduce
experimentally verifiable consequences from strong
meson-baryon interaction under assumptions stronger
than charge independence. Notable among these as-
sumptions is the universal w-baryon interactions in
which one assumes that in the absence of all strong K
couplings the baryons are completely mass degenerate
and then arrives at asymmetries between the K inter-
actions to account for the mass difference among the
(isotopic spin) multiplets. There is no understanding of
masses of elementary particles within the framework
of present field theories. The differences of masses, how-
ever, may be explainable on the basis of known inter-
actions with reasonable assumptions.

We assume all strong interactions are charge inde-
pendent (formally invariant under rotation of isotopic
spin) and neglect electromagnetic interactions so that
masses within the baryon multiplets are identical.
Next, let the w-baryon interactions have universal
(global) symmetry so that they do not contribute to
the differences between baryon masses. All possible
self-mass corrections from the w-baryon interactions
give rise to a degenerate baryon mass mo. The mass
differences among the baryon multiplets may only arise
from the virtual emission and reabsorption of various
numbers of K mesons with their various corrections.

The mass relation that the sum of masses of V and &
is equal to that of A and = [Eq. (16)] is now derived to
all orders in the 7 coupling and to second order in K
coupling. This analysis provides the formalism for the
estimation of the K-coupling constant.

Since one presumably cannot rely on a perturbation
calculation of the K interactions, no attempt was made
to explain the details of the mass splitting—not even
the (Z,A) mass difference. Such details presumably
cannot be explainable until a reliable method of esti-
mating the higher order corrections of K-baryon inter-
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actions is known. If inequalities between the K-coupling
constants are to account for the mass splits, then one
faces the interesting question why baryons with
different strangeness have a similar interaction with K
mesons but a different value of the coupling constant.

In Sec. 2 an expression for the self-mass of the baryon
is obtained. In Sec. 3, a relation among the baryon
masses is obtained on the basis of general arguments.
In Sec. 4, a complete set of intermediate states is
introduced into the expression for the self-mass, and
the one-baryon intermediate state and the state with
one baryon plus a baryon pair are taken into account
in estimating the K-baryon coupling constants. Finally,
the result is discussed in Sec. 5.

2. METHOD

The interaction Hamiltonian adopted for = and K
mesons is the doublet representation of Gell-Mann! and
Pais? in which 7=1 is assigned to all baryons and /=0
to K4 and Kj; i.e.,

H,=iG[NwysN1+NxysN,
+NswysNs+NowysNalx, (1)
Hy=F2:[ (NmiNo) K+ (N N3) K+]
FF2 L (NN K — (N’ No) K ]4+-Hee,, (2)

where H. c. is the Hermitian conjugate,

R
S\l T \me—zn /)
() e 0).

and the symbol of a particle denotes the field operator
that destroys it.

The assumptions underlying Eqs. (1) and (2) are
that all strong interactions are charge independent with
« interactions being in addition universal, the present
baryon spectrum and its isotopic spin assignments are
correct, the baryon spins are 3 and the K spin is zero,
the (Z,A) parity is even, and the (Z,A) mass difference
can be neglected. Since we carry out a perturbation
calculation with respect to the K-baryon interactions
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whose coupling constants are large compared to (say)
the electromagnetic interactions, we cannot expect to
explain the (2,A) mass difference which is the smallest
baryon mass difference.

In Eq. (1), the 91, 91, 11, and 911’ stand for 1 or 4vs.
If the (K K*) parity is even we have ni=11, nir=n171,
and 71=1(4ys) corresponds to even (odd) parity of
(N1,A,K). Further, if the (&,N) parity is even, then
n1=n1r1; and it it is odd, then n1=1, p11=1¢vs or N1="1Ys,
nir=1. If (K°K*) parity is odd, we have i1’ys=71 and
inrys=nir’. These factors n are suppressed in the
following.

If the (K°K) parity is odd, then there is an addi-
tional possible strong interaction of the type KK
whose coupling constant is presumably very small.®
Neither this interaction nor other possible 7K inter-
actions are considered here.

It should be mentioned as a danger signal that Hg
given by Eq. (2) with 91=97, au1=711 is incompatible
with associated-production experiments.?

The total Hamiltonian of our system of interacting
baryons, = mesons and K mesons is given as

H=Hy,+Hox+Hkg, )

where Hy, is the Hamiltonian of the interacting baryons
and m-meson field including counter terms for mass
renormalization and four-meson divergence, Hox is the
free Hamiltonian for the K-meson field, and Hx is the
Hamiltonian for the K-baryon interactions given by
Eq. (2). Equation (1) is a part of Hy.

An arbitrary Schrédinger operator is transformed as®

O(t)=exp[i(Hy~+ Hox)t]O exp[ —i(Hy-+Hox)t], (5)

where we have taken Z=c¢=1. Inserting the K-meson
field K and its current operator jx (which is a bilinear
product of baryon field operators) into O of Eq. (5),
one finds that the K (¢) is the bare operator and jx(f) is
the dressed operator by the w-baryon interactions.

In this interaction picture, the Sk operator is given as

SK.=§°3 (="

=0 7!

f duy - dwa(Hre (@) - Hee(@a))s,  (6)

where the subscript}designates the chronological
P product of the parenthesis. The initial and final states
of the Sk matrix are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
HN,.-—}-HOK, i.e.,

(Hy-+Hog) | n)=E,|n), (M

so |#) can be represented as the product of the eigen-
states of the free K-meson Hamiltonian Hox and those
of the Hamiltonian Hy, which includes the w-baryon
interactions. In the following expressions the K-meson
state is suppressed since it can be factored out.

5 A. Pais, Phys. Rev. 112, 624 (1958).

8 An analogous situation has been discussed in .S. Sunakawa and

K. Tanaka, Phys. Rev. 115, 754 (1959). The main steps are in-
cluded here for the sake of completeness.
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To the second order in the K-coupling constants, the
mass shift of the baryon is due to the virtual emission
and reabsorption of a K meson by the (physical) baryon.
In the rest system of the baryon, the S matrix is given

by the expression

Sr®= <m
(—2)?

—(0‘ = [ [ @m0y, ®
where |#;) is an eigenstate of Eq. (7) with one baryon
n; and no K mesons.” The letter #; represents any
member of the baryon multiplet ¢ (for example, proton
or neutron for 7=1). The baryons #i, #s, #n3, and 7y
have the degenerate baryon mass o which is already
modified by the self-mass arising from = interactions.

This is exactly what would have been obtained from

a term of the form® —&émN ;N in the interaction Hamil-
tonian Hg. According to Eq. (6), we thus get a term

(o )
—<o} f dx N :(x) V() 0>],

which eliminates Eq. (8) so that we have,* after sub-
stituting Eq. (2) into Eq. (8) and changing variables
to z=x—y,

(—iy?
2: fas f dy(Hx () Hx(5))s

fmem@

Omith:%;
1
——i- f AT (K (2)KH0)))o

X {(n:| TL2F2(N 1NN 3N 14N 2NN 1V)
+2F2(N N3N 3N +N3NN 1N s)
+2F12(N 4NN oN+NoNAN N ,)
+2F 12 (NuNsN3Na+NsNuNoN3) ] ). (9)

The expression (9) for the self-mass can be represented
graphically by Fig. 1.

7 The Sk matrix element is defined by (p|Sk|#)/{0|Sx|0). The
expectation value of the Sk operator with respect to the vacuum
(OTSKIO) gives rise to the second term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (8). We shall suppress this term as it will not affect our argu-
ments in any way, but will restore it at the appropriate place later.

8 This is based on the fact that Sx® is a constant when the
baryon is a free particle (with the = meson cloud) in the initial
and final states. The subscripts ¢ are not to be summed.

9 The cross terms_(whose coefficient is FiF11) are of the type
2 (n;|N1Na|n){n|N4N2|n;) after introducing a complete set of
states. As can be seen from Sec. 3, all such terms vanish.

0 For the proton and neutron self-masses a related expression
has been obtained in G. C. Wick, Proceedings of the Seventh
Amnnual Rochester Conference on High-Energy Nuclear Physics, 1957
(Interscience Publishers, Inc., New York, 1957), p. 1-34; R. A.
Sorensen (to be published).
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Fic. 1. Baryon self-mass diagram. The solid line represents
baryons. The dotted line represents K mesons and the wavy lines
represent = mesons. The shaded area represents all possible correc-
tions arising from virtual mesons and baryon pairs.

Since the mass difference between charged and neutral
K mesons is neglected, the T' products of all the K
mesons are identical so that the subscript may be
dropped and these products factored out. The argu-
ments of the baryon field operators in all terms in the
bracket on the right-hand side of Eq. (9) have been
suppressed because it is obvious that the argument
of the first two field operators is z and that of the last
two is the null vector.

For further discussion, we set

1
—iE f dz(T(K (2)K1(0)))o
X (ni| T(N1NoNoN1+N 2NN 1Ny | 73)

= (N1N2,n,-). (10)
The remaining terms are defined by a similar ex-
pression. Then, the self-masses are expressible as

omi=2F*{ (N1N3,n:)+ (N1V3,n:)}
+2F1*{ (NulNoyni)+ (NaNsn)}.  (11)

The subscripts ¢ designate the particles: ¢=1 corre-
sponds to NV, =2, 3 to 2, A, and i=4 to A.

Equation (11) is our basic expression from which a
relation among the self-masses will be obtained. It is
noted again that all baryons that appear in the brackets
have the same degenerate baryon mass m, and are dis-
tinguished by their strangeness quantum number. The
first two letters within the brackets will be called the
first argument and the last letter the second argument.
The brackets are symmetric with respect to the sub-
scripts within the first argument so that, for instance,

(N1Ngyn1) = (N1N2,ns),

(N4N2,%2) = (N4N2,n4). (12)

3. SELF-MASS RELATION

The self-masses of the baryons are given by Eq. (11).
There are two kinds of brackets that appear here. The
first kind is that in which the subscript of the second
argument of the bracket is identical to one subscript of
the first argument such as (V1Vy,n1). The second kind
is that in which the subscript of the second argument is
different from the subscripts of the first argument such

KATSUMI TANAKA

as (V4N2m1) and (NV1N3n2). We shall now show that
brackets of the latter kind vanish.

In order to examine the bracket (V1Vsms) further,
we need to consider the T product of the baryon field
operators of Eq. (10). We take the case z>0 (as the
case %<0 can be handled similarly) and introduce
a complete set of states of the Hamiltonian Hy,:

<n2IN1N3N3N1+N3N1N1N3|n2>
=0 (12| N1Ns| 0)(n| N3N | n2)
+>. <ﬂ2|N3N1|%><n[N1Nsln2>. (13)

Because of conservation of baryons the intermediate
states # consist of states with one baryon, one baryon
plus an arbitrary. number of = mesons, and baryon-
antibaryon pairs.

The state vectors and baryon field operators are
clothed by the m-baryon interactions. When a 7 meson
interacts with baryons, it does not change the kind of
baryon as can be seen from Eq. (1) so that the baryon-
antibaryon pairs have no net strangeness, i.e., S=0.
This means that the baryon that appears in any
possible state of the first term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (13) should have strangeness S=—2 because
NiN; increases S by one unit and #; has S=—1, so
that the state should consist of a /& particle (corre-
sponding to 74) plus = mesons and baryon pairs so as to
conserve charge and strangeness.

After separating out the interaction Hamiltonian
Eq. (1) with its counter terms between the 7« mesons
and baryons from Hy., we get for the matrix elements®
of the first factor of the first term of Eq. (13)

(ns| NiNs|n)=(ns| N1N3|ns. . .)
= (na| (SN{INsD) 4| ms...), (14)

where S is the scattering operator of the w-baryon inter-
actions and | ) designates bare states, and dots desig-
nate an arbitrary number of = mesons and baryon
pairs. Since the .S operator does not change one kind of
baryon into another kind, all such matrix elements as
well as those of the second term of Eq. (13) vanish so
that (NV1N3ms)=0. Similarly, one can show that all
the brackets of the second kind vanish. From this fact,
and from Egs. (11) and (12) the baryon self-masses
are given as

dmy=2F 2{ (N1N 3,n1)+ (N1 3,m1) },

dma=2F2(N 1N 2,n1)+ 2F 112 (V4N o, 05),

dma=2F12(N 1N 3,n1) +2F 112 (V 4V 3,13),

dmy=2F12{ (N 4No,n2)+ (N:lV3,m3)},
from which it follows that

6m1+6m4 = BM2+51%3.

(15)

The physical masses of the baryons are defined as

mi=mg+5m1-, ’L= 1, 2, 3, 4,
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which immediately yields the observable baryon mass
relation!t

(16)

If the nucleon mass is taken as unity and the center
of gravity of the masses of the A and 2’s is taken for m.,
the experimental result is

mi+ms= mytms.

mi= 1, Mo=Mmz= 1248,

so that Eq. (16) is valid to 49.

Equation (16) is correct for even (Z,A) and (K%K)
parities and is independent of the (E,N) parity.
Although we have taken direct type interactions of K
mesons and baryons in Eq. (2), Equation (16) is also
valid when derivative typeinteractions are taken. This is
a powerful result because the essential feature of the
spectrum of baryon masses is reproducible to all orders
in the w-baryon coupling constant and to the second
order in the K-baryon coupling constant, once it is
assumed that the (2,A) and (K°KT) parities are even.
Relations similar to Eq. (16) have been discussed
before under more special conditions such as to the
second order in the K-baryon coupling constants and
explicitly in the zeroth! or second order'? in the w-baryon
coupling constant.

Let us consider in the remainder of the paper that
the (K°K) parity is even. Then the Hamiltonians
Hy., Hog, and Hg are invariant under the following
combined interchanges?:5:

N,— N;, K+— K°, —K°— K+, 17

The T product of the K-meson field operators in
Eq. (10) is invariant under the interchanges (17). The
remaining part of Eq. (10) does not depend on the
K-meson field operators so that we need to be concerned
only with the interchanges between the baryon field
operators.

Let U be the unitary transformation which generates
the interchanges (17). Since this commutes with the
Hamiltonian Hy. that defines the states |x), it leaves
the vacuum state invariant and generates interchanges
in the one-particle states and field operators so that,
for instance, inserting UUt=1 in Eq. (10) leads to

(N1Ns,ms)

and m,=1.408,

1
- f (T (K (2)KH0)))o(na| UU (NN 4N
+N3N1N1N3)UU”%2>

-1 T
- [asra@riom,
X (13| T (N NoNoN1+NoNN 1N ) | 03)

= (NlNz,na). (18)

1 The equality ms=m;, which has been assumed, imposes the
restriction that the (K,,K ) parity should be even.

2 H. Katsumori, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 19, 342 (1958);
20, 578 (1958).
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From Eq. (15) and rules given in Eq. (18), we finally
obtain
6m1= 4F 12A,

51%2:-‘ 57}13: 2F12A+2F112B,
57}’L4=4F112B,

(19)

where
A= (N1N2,7L1) and B= (N4N2,n2).

Equation (19) leads to 3+ ms=2m, but we have not
said anything about the relative magnitudes of m,; and
ma. This point will be discussed in the next section. We
have explicitly obtained the relation (19) that can
also be found in a perturbation theory of the =« inter-
actions in order to provide the formalism for further
analysis.

4. ESTIMATE OF K-BARYON COUPLING CONSTANT

The expression 4F?4 that appears in the self-mass
relations (19) can be written with the aid of Eq. (10),
after the second term of Eq. (8) is restored, as

4FPA = —i f ds(T(K (K1 (0)))o

X[{m] (x (2) jxH(0))4 | 1)
—(0]7x(2)jx1(0)[0)],
where the baryon current is
jx(2)=V2ZFiN1(2)nN2(3) ;

The remaining term again vanishes for the reasons
given in Sec. 3. The baryon current is clothed by the
m-baryon interactions. The matrix elements of Eq. (20)
are unknown so that again a sum over a complete set
of states |#) of the Hamiltonian Hy is introduced on
the right-hand side of Eq. (20), and the T product of the
K-meson field operators is replaced by

(T(K(2)K1(0)))o=3Dr(2);

(20)

4FpA = —if dzDr(z) 2 LGl j(2) | m)(n| &1 (0) | 701)

— (0] jx(2) | n){n] jxt(0)|0)].

A factor of 2 has been inserted on the right-hand side
of Eq. (21) because of restricting the integral to the
region z,>0 since it can be proved that the contribution
from the region 2o>0 is idnetical to that from 20 <O0.

In order to make some estimate, it is advantageous
to treat the one-baryon intermediate state on an equal
footing with the intermediate state with one baryon
plus a baryon-antibaryon pair because a part of the
latter gives rise to the contribution corresponding to the
negative-energy state of the intermediate nucleon in
perturbation theory. The one-baryon approximation
would amount to retaining only the first diagram on the
right-hand side of Fig. 1.

(21)
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The one-baryon state and the state of one baryon
plus a baryon-antibaryon pair are taken from the first
term of Eq. (21), and the state of a baryon-antibaryon
pair is taken from the second term. The one-baryon
intermediate state is characterized by the momentum
variable ¢[q,(q>+me?)*], the other internal variables
being suppressed. It is a physical state in the absence
of K-baryon interaction.

Let #1 be a proton® whose momentum variable is
p(p=0, my). It follows from the conservation of charge
and strangeness (and the fact that jx increases the
strangeness quantum number by one unit) that the
intermediate baryon state is a 2+ hyperon state. The
further analysis may be carried out in a way analogous
to that in reference 6 so that it will not be repeated here.
The result is

4F12A = —ifw dz DF(Z)
XL [(Pplix(2)| Z9)(Zq| jx! (0)| Pp)

—(0] jx(2)|Zp,Pg)(Zp,Pq| jx1(0)[0)]. (22)

The vertex of the K-baryon interaction that appears in
the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (22) can be
expressed as

(Pp| ik (2) | Zq)= (mc®/qopo) V2F rit(p)n1u(q)
XG[L(p—q)*e i,

where the form factor G is normalized such that
G(—ux®) =1, and is dependent on a three-dimensional
momentum transfer. The matrix elements in the second
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (22) can be
written as

0] jx () |2p,Pgy=— (m/qupo) V2F 15 (q)n1u(p)
XGL(p+g)*Jeirto =,

The factor Ay(q)= (—1iquyus+mo)/2mo is a projection
operator and nr=1 or #y;, depending on whether the
(K,A) parity is even or odd.

The substitution of Egs. (23) and (24) and the rela-
tion Dp(3) =2iD™) (3)(20)0) into Eq. (22) leads to

(23)

(24)

AP2A=4T f s DD (3) f o[ mo/ (2m)g0]
0

0

X{a(p)nhs (Qmu(p)e =0 G (p—q)*]

Fa(p)mA+(—@mu(p)e! oG L(p+¢)*1}.  (25)

Carrying out the integrations in Eq. (25) as in reference

13 One can just as well take a neutron, in which case the only
difference would be that one has an intermediate state with a
different charge. The internal variables such as spin, isotopic spin
and strangeness are suppressed.
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6 and taking mo=1, we obtain

FP2 o B Bxl
4Fpd=——" f dk——(-~—~—G2[2(E—1)]
dr 7 J, wE\w+E—1

EF1
—~—~——~62[—2<E+1>J), (26)
wt+E+1

where E=(k*4+1)} and w= (k2+ux?)i The ux is
the mass of the K meson. The upper and lower
signs of Eq. (26) refer to the cases n1=1 and 5= 1ys,
respectively.

It is appropriate to note the relation between Eq. (26)
and the more familiar lowest order perturbation result
without a cutoff factor.* The latter result is denoted
by A’. The self-mass that a nucleon has by virtue of
a virtual emission and reabsorption of a K meson is
given to the second order by

dk
al ——
k*—1e

nl[—i(P#_— kn)'Yn'l_mo:]ﬂI“
[(p—g*+mi—ic]

Integration of Eq. (27) with respect to ko, and rearrange-
ment, gives

F22 po R
4F2A = — —j dkv——[
dr 7w Jy wE

4F*A’ =4F*

(2m)*

(27)

E+1 EF1
wt+E—1 ot+E+1

]. (28)

Comparison of Eq. (26) with Eq. (28) shows thatthe
present result is similar to the lowest order perturbation
result but that it is multiplied by a natural cutoff which
is a manifestation of the strong w-baryon interaction
modifying the vertex operator of K mesons and baryons.
Equation (26) is essentially a consequence of retaining
the state with one baryon and the state with one
baryon plus a baryon-antibaryon pair. The first term
on the right-hand side of Eq. (26) gives the contribution
from the intermediate positive-energy baryon state and
the second gives that from the intermediate negative-
energy baryon state. Some differences between this
method and the lowest order perturbation should be
noted here. Since Eq. (28) may be written in many
different ways by adding the same term to both the
first and second terms on the right-hand side, the con-
tributions from the intermediate baryon states (with
positive and negative energy) are not unique. Further,
the self-mass is logarithmically divergent in perturba-
tion theory so that some arbitrary cutoff must be
employed. The present method avoids these difficulties
so far as lowest order perturbation theory is concerned.
However, an infinite number of other terms to order

“The comparison of A with the lowest order perturbation
result with a cut-off function is obtained by substituting 7vy;G for
J,in Eq. (47) of reference 6.
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F?/4r have been left out, notable among them the
state with one baryon and one meson. The consequent
error is very difficult to estimate.

Returning to Eq. (26), we have no information about
the form factor G. For the sake of illustration, let us
take a Yukawa model:

G=1/ (8¢,

with a rms radius @*=6/A%= (0.566X 10~)2 cm?; and
let us evaluate Eq. (26) in steps of 0.2 from £=0 to 2
and in steps of 2 from £=2 to 10 by use of Simpson’s
rule.

The first form factor that appears on the right-hand
side of Eq. (26) depends on a space-like momentum so
that it is in the experimental region, whereas the
second form factor depends on a time-like momentum
so that it is in the nonexperimental region. For the
latter we assume a form factor that agrees with the
former in the experimental region. In the evaluation of
Eq. (26), the previously mentioned singularity in the
form factor® does not occur for the rms radius given
above.

The numerical result of 474 is 4rd,=—0.078 for
n1=1 and 474,=—0.0064 for ni=4ys. If the (E,N)
parity is even, then we have B,= A4, By= 4, from which
according to Eq. (19), it follows that

5m2—5m1=m2—m1= - 2(F12/41r—F112—/7r)47rA 202,

so that
Fi/4r—F?/4n= 1.3, nr=1
=15.6, N1="17s. (29)

If (E,N) parity is odd, then we have A=4,, B=A4, or
A=A, B=A4,so that

12.2F2/4n— F1i?/4mr=15.6,
or

F2/4n—12.2F11*/4x=15.6. (30)
In addition, if Fi2=F1>=F? then F?/4r=1.4 satisfies
maq>my for the upper case of Eq. (30).

5. RESULTS

We have shown that the essential feature of the
spectrum of baryon masses, namely m(E)+m (V)
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=2m(Z), can be explained on the basis of universal =
interactions, reasonable spin assignments to the par-
ticles, and even (Z,A) and (K°K™) parities with asym-
metries between the K interactions to account for the
large mass splits. The result is correct to all orders in
the w-baryon coupling constant but only to the second
order in the K-baryon coupling constants.

The crude estimate of the K-baryon coupling con-
stants, Eqgs. (29) and (30), shows that if the (5,V) and
(K°K™) parities are even and if the (K,A) parity is
even, then the (ViN:K) coupling constant should be
Fi2/4r>1.3 and if it is odd F?/47>15.6 to reproduce
the observable mass differences between baryons. These
values of the coupling constants depend on the assumed
K-meson form factor so that they should be regarded
only as an illustration.

So far we have assumed the universality of the =
interactions without any valid reason. There is also a
possibility that the K interactions are universal and
the = interactions are asymmetric so as to be able to
account for the baryon mass splits.!® For this case also
one can readily see that carrying out a calculation
similar to that previously discussed (to all orders in the
K-coupling constant and second order in the m-coupling
constants) would lead to the baryon mass splits on
the basis of inequalities of the coupling constants
because one must assume that the parities of (Z,A)
and (E,N) are even. This is to be contrasted with the
case of universal 7 interactions in which the mass spec-
trum can be explained on the basis of inequalities of
the coupling constants or relative parities or both.

In the event that neither the universality of 7 inter-
actions nor that of K interactions is valid, then it
would be very difficult for present field theories to make
any reliable statements about baryon mass differences
if the mass differences are a manifestation of the break-
down of symmetries of the strong interactions.
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