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The authors have reported earlier that the spectrum of the psion family suggests a treatment based on an O(4)
harmonic-oscillator family with O(4) quantum number M = 0 (equally spaced, mass-squared linear Regge
trajectories). This results in the new J7¢ quantum numbers: 0*+ for 2.8 GeV/c?% 2+*, 1=*, 0** for the 3.4-
GeV/c? mass region. All radiative decays are related through a single O(4) coupling S,, F,,,, where S, is the
internal-space angular-momentum operator. In this article the details of the calculations of radiative transition
widths and of the y7y angular correlation functions are given. Experimental signatures are discussed and
compared with the nonrelativistic charmonium scheme; among others J— 0(2.8) +y and ' — O(2.8) + v are
small, being forbidden in the strict O(4) limit. O(2.8) is expected to be narrow like all other psions below the
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4.0-GeV/ c? region. Xo(3.41) and X,(3.49) total widths are expected to be around 630 keV and 185 keV,
respectively. The missing decays of Y’ could be due to Y'— O + @ (~ 32%).

I. INTRODUCTION

In our earlier communication’ we reported on a
new J¥¢ assignment for members of the psion
family®-® based on an O(4) oscillator family with
0O(4) quantum number M =0 (equally spaced, mass-
squared linear Regge trajectories).®~® This re-
sults in the new J¥¢ quantum numbers: 0** for
2.8 GeV/c?, 2%*, 1-*, 0** for the 3.4-GeV/c?
mass region, etc. This is to be contrasted with
the nonrelativistic charmonium scheme!®-!* where
itis 0-* for 2.8 GeV/c? and 2**, 1**, 0** for the
3.4-GeV/c? region. In the brief note we merely
presented the results of an O(4) calculation of the
radiative transitions and found a reasonable fit to
available data. We call this scheme relativistic
charmonium.'?

As mentioned earlier, the principal motivation
for studying the psions in terms of equally spaced
linear Regge trajectories is that it gives a good
fit (AM?/M?<8%) to the psion mass that have been
observed to date. The mass formula, in (GeV/c?)?
units,

M?=2n+(2.715) (1.1)

works remarkably well if the J(3.1) and ’(3.7)
states are assigned to n =1, 3 respectively, for
the rest of the known psions then all fall into place
to within 8% or so accuracy.

Equation (1.1) is suggestive of the levels of an
O(4) harmonic oscillator.'®:* For each nth level,
the spin content of the states will then be given by
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J=n,n-1,...,0, each spin occurring once.

The advantage of this assignment to an infinite
family of O(4) oscillator states is that radiative
transitions among the psion family are all related
through their O(4) transition matrix elements.
This comes about through a single radiative cou-
pling S, F,, where S, is the internal-space an-
gular-momentum operator. Since the psions are
neutral there are no charge couplings and this cou-
pling, at a phenomenological level, is the natural
analog of the Pauli-type electromagnetic coupling
for the neutron.

We have carried out detailed calculations of the
width for psion=-psion +y transitions and, using
certain hadronic modes as part of input, have
found a good general agreement with data known
to date.

The general features of our experimental fit
which emerge are the following: J—=0(2.8)+y
and ¥’ =~ 0(2.8) +y are small, in fact, in limit of
strict O(4), they are forbidden. 0(2.8) psion is
expected to be narrow like all other psions below
4.0 region, with typical, allowed, channels yy,
PP, mm, KK, pKK, etc. (In contrast, 7, is expected
to be a few MeV in width.) The y, and x, psions
are expected to be around 630 and 185 keV in
total width, respectively, with predominant de-
cay modes O +27 (~77%) in x, case and J +y (~80%)
in x, case. The missing decays of ¢’ could be ex-
plained by the new channel O +w which could be as
large as 32% in branching ratio. These and other
details are summarized in Tables I and II as well
as Sec. V.
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II. REVIEW

Having assigned the psions to an O(4) family we
must write down the phenomenological fields as-
sociated with the individual O(4) states and invent
an interaction responsible for the transitions from
one O(4) state to another. The phenomenological
fields for these O(4) states have already been writ-
ten down earlier.® We recall here the rationale
for that construction and list for later reference
the relevant fields that we shall need for our
present purposes.

Consider a family of particles, degenerate in

such that'®

[aul. .e Hn(-ﬁ)’ a;fl- .. yn(—ﬁ,)]

=20 (’5 -ﬁ,) “1"'“11:”1""’11’ (2'1)

where A, ..., ...y ...y are momentum-indepen-
dent matrices satisfying the properties

(i) AL ee e s oy totally symmetric in
Wy MU, and separately in vy +°cp,.
(11) 6#1“2A“1 ¢ HnyVytctUn =0.
(iii) (Normalization) Bl iy e =t 1),

In other words, A are the “spin matrices” of the

mass, with spin contentJ =n,n~1,...,0. Con- well-known O(4) propagators. It is helpful to list
struct the annihilation operators Ayiene pﬂ(f)), a few examples for reference purposes:
J
n=1, A, =5, (2.2)
=2, By o0 =500+ 8,00 ur) = 50, O r, (2.3)
n:37 Auu)\,c‘rp:%(époém' 6)\p+6ur UUGXP+61JO§ 57\7+5 5 §>\a+5up6v06)\‘r+5up v'r§>\a

~15 (0, 04r Oxpt 0 Bapdnr+0 4y BrpOxo+ 8 a8 or Byt 8138 5p0ur + 0 yx 8150y
+0,30r Dup+ 51,)\50,,6‘”+ 5,»\5,.9 “o) (2.4)

Equation (2.1) thus exhibits the O(4) nature of the family of particles all with mass M appropriate to the
nth level. Equation (2.1) has no problem with ghosts. However, the Lorentz transformation properties
must be satisfied, and as has been shown the a [y o oo p, ATE€ pseudotensors under Lorentz transformation,
viz.

UM)ay, ..., (DTN =®R™),,, *

where

*R™) gy o v oy (B') (2.5)

»=[L7HAp) AL(D)],, (2.6)

is the 4X4 matrix representation of the Wigner rotation.
With the auxiliary operators

Ay ey (B =[LD0, LDy, e (D), 2.7

where L(P) are the Lorentz boost matrices, phenomenological fields for these O(4) family states may be
easily constructed.

For our purposes it is sufficient to exhibit the covariant spin decomposition for some of the fields so
constructed:

n=0, T(x)=0(x), (2.8)
n=1, T 20,00+ 200,000, (2.9)
P22, T 000 2 X0+ [0, 0,0) 40, 0]+ s 0,0 = 8,00 (2.10)
n=3, Tunx)=¢i,(x 7-=——(a,,zp,,>\+a Vion +0Yl)
+(§)1/2ﬁ12[a,layzp'x+aﬂaxw;+auaw;,—%2(éwsz+6,M;+6M;»J
+ ‘/A/I——z—[zauayaX i; (5wa>\+5may+5,,x8p)J D' (x) . (2.11)
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TABLE 1. Radiative and total widths (Underlined quantities are based on su”FuV coupling

and JFC selection rules).

Branching
Mode Width ratio (%) Remarks
P*(3684) — Xy +Y 2.3 keV 1% Input: B ,(x;)=3%10%"P
—-XitY 8.4 keVv 3.7% B(xy—vJ)=0.8
—XotY 26.6 keV 11.8%° T, (') =225 keV
-0 +vy Forbidden Hence, k2=9.63
X5(3530) —~ dJ (3.1) +y 68.1 keV
—Jy(3.1) +y 33.6 keV
X1(3490) = J(3.1) +v 147.3 keV 80% } Branching ratio used as input above
—dJy(3.1)+y 28 keV Hence, I, (x1)=184 keV
Xo(3410) =~ J(3.1) +y 79.9 keV 12.7% Input: By (xy)=1.5x1072P
} Hence, I, (Xo)~ 629 keV
—dJ(3.1)+y Forbidden
X((3094) =0 +vy Forbidden
—70+y Forbidden Parity selection rule

2 Reference 16.
b Reference 5
¢ Reference 17, and see text.

In writing down this decomposition the tensor
fields on the right are pure spin fields, i.e., x,
is a J =2 field and, thus, satisfies symmetric and
traceless (6,,x,,=0) conditions as well as 3,x ,
=0, similarly for the other fields. Also, for each
nth-rank tensor field the mass M appearing in the
decomposition is that appropriate to the nth level.
With these fields in hand, we can now go about
the task of finding a coupling between two such
psion states with, say, the electromagnetic field.
Since the psions are neutral, no simpleJ, A4,
charge coupling is possible, therefore, some
Pauli-type “magnetic moment” coupling should
be tried. In terms of the phenomenological fields,
we need to specify in

TX. c F

Hype s HUp™ OT

(2.12)

coomCopevevgringess upiorT

the general form of the coupling matrix. Such a
form can be found by appealing to an analogy with
the nonrelativistic physics.

III. O4)

Suppose we work in an internal (Euclidean)
space with coordinate X, X, real. In this space
let us denote the O(4) wave functions by

Puyees “n(X):N”{Xl‘L.'.Xun}e-(l/a)xz’ 3.1)

where

X2

{X #n_%

p Xt =Xy X [0y Xy = X

+ permutations]

e (3.2)

is symmetric and traceless under contraction
with 6, and N, is given by

N, =47(2"n)"2 . (3.3)

The normalization factor has been chosen such
that

fd“ch*l v, Kby, XD

=5"",A (3.4)

Hyo oo Hyavyesey, *
In this space, the internal spin operator S, is
given by (8,=8,-3,)

We are now in a position to make the ansatz, in
connection with the psion radiative transition cou-
pling referred to earlier. We assume

9
v aXu

B

v g~ X (3.5)

Su,,=—i(X

v

nt 30T

oo Sorueeny, . (3.6)
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TABLE II. Hadronic decay modes and widths (Underlined quantities are based on J¥C selec~

tion rules).
Branching
Mode Width ratio (%) Remarks
¥'(3684) ~J(3.1) + 27 108 kev ? 48% Hence, f2/4m=1.95x10"3
—-0+w 72 keV 32% Assumed fy=f
—Jp(3.1)+2m Forbidden
X2(3530) =0 +27 4.75 eV See remark under X,
—q7t 2(20£10) keV (20£10)% Byr+=0.20%0.10% °+2
X1(3490) —O + 27 ~2.9 keV See remark under ¥,
—om, KK, Forbidden 1~* gelection rule
1KK, pKK
—4m* ~5 keV ~2.7% Byt (x) ~0.1%>2
Xo(3410) = O + 27 ~484 keV ~T77% Since T',,, (X,) = 629 keV
} Choose f,?/4m~ 2.5 X103
47t ~10 keV ~1.2% Byt (Xp) = 0.14£0.07)% >?
—gm* ~5.3 keV ~0.85%  Bgrt(x)~0.1%°+2
— Kt K" ~3 7 keV ~0.6% Brrxk~0.07%P2
—mtrT+ KYK" ~6.9 keV ~11%  B~(0.13%0.05)%""2
Jy(3094) — 37 Forbidden 0%~ selection rule
— 57, 71 Allowed
— KK SU; forbidden
— KKn Forbidden 0"~ selection rule
— KK2m Allowed
—KKp Allowed
0(2800) —v, pp, 21 Allowed
—4m, KK, pKK
— KK Forbidden

4 Reference 16.
b Reference 4.

In Eq. (2.12), g, is the momentum four-vector

for the photon (¢,=7|q|). Because ¢°>=0, the cou-
pling C ... . ... ., is a local one, in spite of the
apparent nonlocal nature of the O(4) integral. Fur-
thermore, the coupling matrix C ... ;... or i8S
actually Lorentz covariant, as will be evident by
explicit integration.

Before proceeding with an evaluation of the in-
dividual radiative transition matrix elements
based on this general ansatz, it is worthwhile
summarizing the properties of the O(4) represen-
tation we are using here.

The O(4) wave functions we use here have been
chosen to be eigenfunctions of

92 5
(2 axe T3

>¢>u1. )= =420, L, (X).

(3.7

In a simple-minded picture of two constituents

bound by an oscillator, an equation like

82
[axf *

32

2,752 -4
-%(Xl _Xz)z "u_—

2 ]¢(X1,Xz)=0

(3.8)

would lead to a separable equation, in terms of

Y=

X

n

X, +X,

2

’

Xl ~-X2,

(3.9)
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viz., -n=0 are (in GeV units)
82 -
(5?‘ M2> Uu(¥) =0, (3.10) J=0r,
. . - C.por=2kV2 4,0, 4.1)
M 9 2.75)° -
<T+26X2 '_;Xz'(_z—\)‘i’”(X):O' y'= 0,
(3.11) C.un;or=3€KV3 (45070, =20 44,025,), (4.2)

where = denotes equivalence as spelled out above.

IV. RADIATIVE-DECAY WIDTHS Since 8, F ,(x) =0, the amplitudes for all single-

With the single S,, F,, coupling, all the radiative- photon radiative transitions to the 0(2.8) vanish.
decay amplitudes for the psion family follow from , . .

Eq. (2.12) and (3.6). In this section we give the B. n—n" Radiative transition

explicit forms of the coupling matrix for the psion The first two nonvanishing amplitudes involve
transitions of interest. Since the coupling ma- the n =2 level and the couplings for these transi-
trices are to be contracted with the phenomeno- tions simplify to

logical fields T,,.., use of symmetry and trace-

lessness simplifies considerably their form. It n=2ton=1, x=J+y,

is this simplified, equivalent, form which we list Coipvsor =2€Kq 040, , (4.3)
below. n=3ton=2, '~y +v,
A. Psion radiative transitions into 0(2.8) Cas: porsor 226 ex(q,5 ur OcioOpn + 959y 9200 O ) -
The S, operator annihilates the ground state (4.4)
0(2.8). Therefore, in Eq. (3.6), the coupling Therefore, by our ansatz, the phenomenological
matrix vanishes in the limit ¢ =0. The general coupling for the radiative decays of the n=3 and
result for the transitions n=1=-n=0andn=3 n =2 psions are
2ek[ T, (x) 8, T (%) +8, TX(x) T 1 (x)] F o,(x) +H.c., (4.5)

26 e[ TH(x) 8, Tpyp(x) +8, T2 (x) Trop(x) = TE(x) 848, 8\ T oy () = 85 TR (%) 3,3, T 5 (x)
- 231/ T'rB(x) aBaxTavX( ) 9 a)\T (x) BToux(x) - 288311 T (x) 8)\ oux(x) 9, axas T B(x) ov)\(x)] Fo'r(x)
+H.c.. (4.6)

The matrix elements for the transitions of interest can be written down using the spin decomposition as
outlined in Sec. II.

For the sake of completeness, we list individual matrix elements so determined. (In the following, P,
M denote momentum and mass of initial psion, p u» m denote those of final psion.)

2
IMH(Y' = Xz7) = ek Trg €ap(A€LP, - €%+ BEY - €'*P Py +Celef¥), 4.7
1/2 P
X" =~ x1v) = ef<<15) (€7 e*P XD +eV-e¥q €’ *E), (4.8)
, 4 i e
M*@Q' —x y)=ex3 5 y—n-z—ey-e F, (4.9)
where (all momenta and masses are measured in c-_ga” P-qy
GeV units) ==b=E (4.12)
P- 3
A=-1- 12 " 18(M2) , (4.10) D=-4P g - 19 B -aF ‘1), (4.13)

P-q P -q)
B=1+6=—7 6(M2 ,

2 )3
(4.11) E=11P- q+18(PM2q) +18(PM2") , (4.14)
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(P-q)
MZ

®-q)r

F:-5(P-q)2—6 ‘—1\7[2——

-6 (4.15)

Similarly, we have, using the same convention

for notation,

M*(x,~J y)=2eki(e g elzq el —€ € €¥3q,45),
(4.16)

M*(x, =~ JTy) =V2 eki 1;w-q(2€ vV eXk g el eeXke gq),

(4.17)
*(y o= = Lﬂi YD e — o v ey
IM*(xo=Jy) 4e/<\/-3-M2 (€-€'Peg—c-qP+€),
(4.18)
and
. . €Y
9* (x, ”Jﬂ):ZWK(%é&Bqaeg_Pm €§3qaq3> ’
(4.19)
PPLaL Xk Xk
WM*(x, ~Joy) =V2 fex 3= (2p €’ ek q —€V-e¥*peq),
(4.20)
M*(xo=Jo¥)=0. (4.21)

In addition to the rates that have been calculated
using these matrix elements, we have also calcu-
lated the angular correlation function W(6), where
0 is the angle between the two photons in the §’
rest frame. These are listed in Table III.

V. COMPARISON WITH DATA

We identify the P, resonance 3.507+0.007 GeV
which has been studied at DORIS® with the
x(3.50+0.01) reported by SPEAR*''® and assign
it as the y, of our model. Qur prediction, there-
fore, for the J¥ of the 3.5 psion is 1=*. We iden-
tify the P/(3.407+0.008) seen in the yJ mode at
DORIS® with the x(3.41+0.01) seen at SPEAR**®
and since x(3.41) has been seen to decay into 27
we assign it to y, of our model, predicting it to be
0**. Finally, we assign y(3.53+0.02)* to y, of
our model, predicting it to be 2**. The rest of

TABLE III. yYy correlation functions in ¥’ decay.

P —yxy— yyJ(3.1) 1—0.45 cos?®0 +0.06 cos’s
—YXy —~ vyJ@B.1)

—~YXo— vyJ@.1) 1

1—0.42 cos?0
=YXy YYJy(3.1) 1—-0.06cos? —0.26 cos’o
7YXy~ vy dy(3.1)
—~YXo™™ ’Y‘YJ0(3.1)

1+0.45 cos?9
Forbidden
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the psion assignments can be seen in Fig. 1.
For our comparison with experiment we have
chosen as input the values:
k*=9.63, B(y,—~Jy)=80%. (5.1)
These have been chosen so that (i) the over-all
branching ratio

- T ~xy) T, ~Jd +y)
B = 1 1 - -2
vs(x:) T(y=all) T(,=an) <10

(5.2)

agrees with the observed® ratio (4+2)x10-2% and
(ii) the single monoenergetic radiative decays of
¥’ are compatible with the Hofstadter limits.'”
For the decay ¥'—y, +y, our branching ratio of
3.7% is very easily within the Hofstadter limit.
For the decay ' =y, +7, our branching ratio
(11.8%) is outside the quoted limit (< 7%). How-
ever, this limit is contingent upon an assumed
mode of decay of y, into either 27*27~27° or
3n*37721° so that the source of y-ray background
is known. In this model, it will turn out that x,
has a relatively large width into O +7*7~. The de-
cays of O into 47° could be a prolific source of y
rays which help swamp the signal and thus weaken
the limit.

Having thus chosen a value for «* and an input
for the branching ratio (x, =Jy), we can confront
the rest of the predictions of S, F,, coupling with
experiment.'’® These are summarized in Table I,
but a brief discussion of the procedure used would
be helpful.

A T, )

From the input, T (x,) is obviously determined
to be 184 keV. The branching ratio for y,~J +y
is obtained from the number®

T =xor) Txo=d +¥)
T(y’'—~all) I'(x,—all)

B.,(xo) = ~1.5x10-2,

(5.3)

since the B(y’ = x,y) has already been fixed in our
model. We find B(y,~J +y)=12.7%. From our
knowledge of the width for y,—~J +y we find finally
the total width for y, to be large, ~629 keV.

B. Hadronic decay widths

To more completely compare our model with
the data, we need some input with regard to had-
ronic decays. Our approach here is phenomeno-
logical. For 3’ decay modes, we learn from the
gauge-invariant hadronic coupling §’Je [M =My’ )|*®

S

Me(au ipz,/_auwit)(auJu_aqu)’ (5.4)
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J
-
2
-
J(17)
1
o o™ g (0™
1’4 e
(2.75)% (3.1)% (3.1)% (3.1)° (3.95)° (4.19)2
(Mass)®  (Gev?)

FIG. 1. Psion family described by O(4) Regge trajectories linear in M? with slope 0.500 and J mass 3.094 GeV/c?.

and from the data I'(y’ ~Jwm)=108 keV. This cou-
pling implies

1 (Mg -Mp )2 2 2
TA=Br*r)= = fz d°T 4 . 5 (®)
4y

X M, Fe—»w"’n'(qz)
@ _MEZ)z +1‘/162]_—‘62 s

(5.5)

where ¢? is the off-shell € mass squared and p is
the pion mass. With A=y’, B=J,
22 @

Ty osed®)= 5= 5 T00% 13m 7), (5.6)
where ® is the magnitude of the final three-mo-
mentum in the §’ rest frame. For the € decay,
we use the coupling

LemM€T T, (5.7
so that
2 2 1/2
T pon-(a?) = B <£14__“2> , (5.8)

and I'.=3T, , ,+,-- For I' .=0.6 GeV and M.=0.7
GeV, we find g,,°>/47=2.5, and this leads us to

find from Eq. (5.5) that
f2/47=1.95x10"2, (5.9)

which is a small number in comparison with
ordinary hadronic couplings. Notice that this
gauge-invariant ¢’Je coupling forbids ¢’ decay
into J, +2m.

We now use the magnitude of this coupling con-
stant as a basis to estimate the decay y’ —~
0(2.8) +w from the gauge-invariant coupling

]% é(apd);— Bu w;i)(apwu - auwu) . (510)
It gives
= LD 26 g0 2
T =-0+w)= e 3Mz(Z(P +3m ). (5.11)

If f, is taken arbitrarily to be the same as f in
the y’Je coupling, then we obtain

Iy’ = 0w) =2 keV
or
By’ =~ 0w)=32%,

which could explain the “missing” decays of ¢’.
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We return next to the large width we obtained
for x,. We conjecture that this large width ~629
keV is principally due to the decay y,~ O +2n. To
make an estimate about the decay, we use the cou-
pling

L (r. 5.5 8),

AR (5.12)

which has the (desirable) property of suppressing
the x, and x, decays relative to x,. Using the spin-
decomposition Eq. (2.10), we find the partial
widths

L6
2 ZX
Ty, ~0@*) =7 TR (5.13)
2 3 2
o N _© Po )
Ty, ~odq*) = 7% T <1+ i, ) (5.14)
56
2) — 2 2
Tyo-0ed®) = 7 24Mx4[c> +3(M, +po)],
(5.15)

where ® is the magnitude of the final three-mo-
mentum and p, is the energy of 0(2.8) in x rest
frame. In order that T' (x,) ~629 keV, based
upon the observed branching ration(xo) and the
S,y F, coupling, we can choose

i -

pp ~2.5x1073, (5.16)
so that I'(y,—~ O +27) ~484 keV. This coupling con-
stant is also the order of magnitude of the ’Je
coupling constant.

With these hadronic decays as auxiliary input,
the structure of our Tables I and II is clear. To
indicate the size of the other hadronic decays of
the x’s in our scheme, we have listed in Table II
specific channels observed at SPEAR.1°

VI. COMMENTARY
A. Mass splittings in an O(4) multiplet

In strict O(4) symmetry, all the members of a
given nth multiplet are degenerate in mass. They
belong to the M =J,,,,=0 representation of O(4).

In group-theoretical language, they belong to the
set of states for which J R = 0, :f, R being the
two commuting SU(2) generators of O(4).

In order that, under mass breaking, no new
(T -R #0) states appear, it is clear that we should
require that M? operator commute with J +R. An
example of a mass-breaking operator which lifts
the parent-daughter degeneracy for given n is

AM?=c,(R®+2)72, (6.1)

where we have identified J as the total angular
momentum of the state. This operator preserves

-

the tracelessness condition (J - R =0) since
[R2, T -R|=0=[s2,7 -R]. (6.2)

For the » =2 family this mass-splitting operator
leads to the observed spacing rules

m2(x,) = 3 [m*(x,) = m*(x,)] - (6.3)

In principle, if we had a deeper commitment to

the basic ¢qq picture for the psions, the mass split-
tings will result from quark spin-orbit couplings,
etc. But at the semiphenomenological level here,
we merely take the mass splittings to be fine-
structure effects summarized by AM? operators

of the type of Eq. (6.1).

mz(x;g) -

B. Psion 7 0(2.8)+1 selection rule

In strict O(4) symmetry, the coupling S, F,,
forbids all psion radiative transitions info 0(2.8).
The question might be raised as to how good a
selection rule it is, when O(4) is broken. If mass
breaking is due entirely to an operator such as
Eq. (6.1), the individual O(4) states remain pure
under mass splitting and the selection rule is rig-
orously valid.

Since the decay of J(3.1)=~y +0 = yyy has been
observed with an over-all branching ratio of
~10~%, it is clear that the selection rule cannot
be rigorously valid, some configuration mixing
must be present. A crude estimate for the amount
of configuration mixing may be obtained as follows:
Let 6 be the (small) amount of =2, J =0 state
present in O, the ground state. Then?

JTy0= Yy e

— ~ -4
T~an B(O—~2y)~10-*,

If we assume O branching ratio to be say, of or-
der of tens of percent, then 6, the mixing, is of
order of a few percent. In other words, for our
scheme, we require O to be a narrow psion, un-
like the 7, width of order of MeV.

VII. EXPERIMENTAL SIGNATURES

In this section we summarize the prominent ex-
perimental signatures that are unique to our new
assignment for the psions.

(1) 1=* Selection rules for yx, vs 1** assignment.
1-* assignment forbids its decay into 7KK, pKK
while 1** allows for it. Preliminary data from
SPEAR on 77KK channel indicates an absence of
x; signal in that channel. Of course 1-*, as well
as 1**  both forbid decays into 27, KK.

(2) 0** Assignment for $(2.8) vs 0~ assignment.
The 2.8 psion, O, like other psions below the
4.0 region, is expected to be narrow in width.
Lacking a fundamental psion-hadronic coupling
scheme, we can make no definitive statements
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about the relative branching ratios of 0. We as-
sume the 2y decay mode of O to be one of the
prominent decay modes perhaps of the order of
tens of percent. The 0** assignment allows for
mtn=, K*K~ decays while 0~* would, of course,
forbid it.

Another distinguishing signature is the 7KK de-
cay channel. 0** assignment forbids its decay
into 7KK, while 0-* assignment allows it.

(3) xo(3.41) -0 +21. We have conjectured that
the large width for x, could be due to the hadronic
decay into O + 27, around 77%. Since O has been
seen to decay into pp with branching ratio com-
parable to O~ yy, we expect a prominent signa-
ture for

Xo"PP_ T,

with pp peaking at 2.8 GeV/c?. The branching
ratio is given by

B(xo—~ppn*n17)=0.51B(0~pp) .

Similarly, we expect on the basis of simple iso-
spin consideration the relation for the branching
ratio

B(xo=~On*n~=a*r-1*1")=0.34B(0O~ 7" 71").

The fact that the 47* decay of y, is seen only at
~1.2% branching ratio, therefore, implies that,
in our model, B(O—~ n*7~) is at the percent level.

VIII. CONCLUSION

Throughout this paper we have studiously
avoided the fundamental question of what the con-
stituents, if any, of the psions really are. This
question will, apart from the obvious philosophi-
cal implications, bear on the mass-splitting op-
erator for the psions, the configuration mixing
for the physical psion states, and the strength of
the violation of the selection rules due to S, F,.
It is fortunate for us that these mixings and split-
tings are fine-structure effects and, therefore, at
the phenomenological level not so important for
this first go-around. But having demonstrated the
viability of this scheme of classification of psions,

we must face up to this question.

Previous attempts at identification of psions
with linear Regge trajectories have involved the
so-called “ring” states®® in the dual-resonance
model,?! quarkless states that have Regge slopes
exactly equal to 3. Because of their identification
with the Pomeron, the spectrum of ring states ex-
tends all the way from zero to the observed psion
mass range. Furthermore, only even Regge tra-
jectories were involved. Perhaps the ring states
should not be identified with the Pomeron, in
which case they could be anchored at 2.8 (GeV /c?).22
An open question in this approach is the explana-
tion for an apparent threshold effect in R around
the 4.0-GeV region.

An alternative interpretation more akin to the
spirit of the nonrelativistic charmonium picture
is to insist on an O(4) quark dynamics, and let
the psions be O(4) ¢7 bound states. Obviously,
these would have to be fully relativistic bound
states. If we take the naive version of a zero-
spin “constituent” model, then the physical inter-
pretation for « is g/m, where g is the Landé g
factor. If g =2, the fitted value for x would imply
a mass for the “quark” to be around 640 MeV /c2.
It is an open question as to what the mass for a
spin-3 quark in an O(4) scheme would have to be
for this fit to linear trajectories to work.

Be that as it may, the really crucial issue at
hand, it seems to us, is how well do further ex-
perimental data support our ideas. To this end,
the determination of the parity of O psion at 2.8
GeV/c?, and of the y, psion at 3.49 GeV/c? would
clearly be of the utmost importance.
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