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We evaluate the PQ—PQ and PQ—VQ (P=pseudoscalar meson, ¥ =vector meson,
Q =quark) amplitudes within the QQ0 model proposed by Mitra assuming SU(4) as the
relevant internal symmetry. Compared with SU(3), a different combination of the residues
of the spectator functions is found to appear in the meson-quark amplitudes. We also show
the structures of the amplitudes and their connections with relevant cross sections for vari-
ous meson-baryon processes assuming SU(4) symmetry. Predictions for charmed-meson
production are made. Possible symmetry-breaking effects are also discussed.

Although the original quark model (with u,d,s
quarks) in its “constituent” or “current” version! is
the most economical way of describing hadron phys-
ics, the unified theory of weak and electromagnetic
interactions suggested the existence of a fourth
quark (c=charm quark) to suppress the
strangeness-changing neutral currents.> Subsequent
discovery of ¥(3100), 1¥'(3700), and other new parti-
cles’ has indeed indicated the existence of the ¢
quark and hence an SU(4) type of internal symmetry
of hadrons rather than SU(3).

Some time back Mitra* (hereafter referred to as I)
developed a three-body quark model for the meson-
baryon processes. The motivation to the model was
to take into account the nonadditivity idea within
the framework of the quark model on the basis of
the hierarchy argument. In that model, the additivi-
ty assumption was relaxed by taking into account
basic QQQ amplitudes (Fig. 1) rather than QQ am-
plitudes. The model was developed as a natural im-
provement of the “elementary” meson model.” We
recollect that in the ‘“elementary” meson model,
meson-baryon scattering and production processes
proceed via the basic mechanism

P—f—Q(i)—)P-i-Q(i)

(P=incident pseudoscalar meson, Q'”=ith quark
inside the baryon), which takes place at each indivi-
dual Q' of the baryon. This model has found in-
tergstging applications in many production process-
es.

The elementarity assumption for mesons in this
later kind of model can be somewhat relaxed
through the following device. If we assume a cer-
tain hierarchy of compositeness for various hadrons,
the assumption of elementarity of mesons should
first be modified by the statement that mesons are
tighter structures than baryons. However, quarks,

28

being supposed to be the ultimate constituents of
hadrons, must be considered to be more elementary
than mesons. With this consideration, meson-
baryon scattering may be supposed to proceed
through a two-step process: the first step is

K R

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Meson-baryon scattering as viewed in a
Q00 model with direct term. (b) Meson-baryon scatter-
ing as viewed in a QQQ model with exchange term.
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represented by P+QW—P 4+ Q"% and the second
step either by the impulse approximation or by mul-
tiple scattering. However, within a quark-meson
system, it is reasonable to assume that the quark can
“see through” the structure of the meson as a QQ
composite (but not vice versa) so that the meson-
quark scattering can be viewed as a three-particle
(QQQ) process. This relaxation of the original
elementarity of the meson will enable us to take into
account all multiple-scattering corrections, at least
within the tightly bound meson-quark subsystem of
the full meson-baryon state. Thus such a model
seems to emerge naturally as a first step to take into
account the nonadditivity effects in the meson-
baryon processes on the basis of hierarchy argu-
ments.

Subsequent investigations'®~!2 have shown that
the model compares fairly well with experiments in
various hadron-hadron and photon-hadron reac-
tions. Prediction of the model was also shown to be
in complete agreement!? with the corresponding pre-
diction!>!* using the Regge-pole model.'®

Since quark physics has gained a new dimension
by the discovery of charmed particles during the last
few years as mentioned above, it is therefore tempt-
ing to restudy the QQQ0 model embedding an SU(4)
type of internal symmetry rather than an SU(3) type.
This is the aim of the present paper.

In the notation of I, the residues of the spectator
functions for the even- and odd-parity cases have

the expressions ’

ty =L 1_v3v. xtr.——L_
X Xa mﬁ( o) XXs=777

RP=D*X¢ +D X6, +F X4,
+F(+)Xa¢s+k;k(,)(”"(f(+)¢a +d(+)¢s)
(1

and

R(_)‘——D(_)Q"Ysﬁbs"‘ﬁ(_)ﬁl'fa‘ba+F(_)E"YS¢!I
+F_(—)l_(>")_(’a¢s+f(_)l_(’")?s¢a
+d(—)E'.¥S¢S . (2)

Here ¢, are the SU(4)-symmetric and antisym-
metric functions defined as

1 SU(4)
— +
$s0="5 121257714 , 3)

where (12)§U(4), the (12) permutation operator in
SU(4) space, is given by

1 1

(12)SV@ =L L@ 4)

to be compared with its SU(3) counterpart

1

(12)§U<3)=?+%x(1).k<2> ) (5)

The basic meson-quark amplitudes are obtained by
taking the overlap of Egs. (1) and (2) with the basic
functions ¢ and X corresponding to the 20,, target
baryons.

In order to evaluate spin overlaps, we define, as in
I

(34V3V,), Vo=02-V, o V=v3P,

XX kiky = ()12V3=(3) 2k ky Va0 28,3+ 0\ 28,0 — 3058, 5

1

— —

(k-)()T(E'-)?a)=—2—(P—x/§V1), (K-20ONK'X,)=

V2

(K XONK X)) =(3)2Vy, P=k,ky(8,y+i€ur0

74 (2) (2) : (2)
V1=V;\k#k,’,(0’# 8‘,},4—0", 8#)‘—16#‘,;‘—8“1,0')‘ ) ’

L
2V?2
),

3P +V3V,),

i v (2) 1 (2) ! ! (2)
V,= ka”kv(a# 8.‘,)‘—?0", 8#)‘%—716,_“,)‘—*—75‘“,0')» ).

Here K and K/ represent the momenta of initial and final mesons.
In order to evaluate the SU(4) overlaps, we note Eq. (4) and the SU(4) relations

(1) (1)__ 1 e A1) (1)
i A =508 +ifyrchie Ak

and

(7

MPAAPAS = F(—if pay +dpay Ny + 3 MGG + A AP i ys Foae +if Bysdsac)

+ AN idgys foae +dpysdaae) -

(8)

If we assume that higher-dimensional SU(4) representations than 15-plet for mesonic states are highly

suppressed one can neglect the last two terms of Eq. (8).

Collecting all the results of spin overlaps and SU(4) overlaps, the SU(4) elastic terms of the meson-quark am-
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plitude are contained in the expression

77-;77'a [Asuia)(78pa+ Ut ) +Bsua) Usa 1 » 9)
where
Ut '=(if gay +dpay N, Ubs ' =(—ifpay +dpay AP, (10)

Asuay = [B3+V3V)(5DH) 4 3FH) 4 (1—V3V,)(3D () 4+ 5F )

+2V3V5(3f ) +5dH)+ (3P + V3V, )(5D )+ 3F' )

+(P —V3V)BD T +5F )4 2vV3V,(3f 7 +5d )], (11)
Bsuay = [(3+V3V)(DH —F+) 4 (1—VBV)(F+) —D (+)

+2V3V5d P — )+ 3P +V3V, (D) —F))

+(PHVEVIF T —D )4 2v3V,(d ) — )] (12)

This is to be compared with corresponding SU(3) quantities*

ZSUU): %A(+)(3+‘/§V0)+‘;‘E(+)(1—-1/§V0)+\/§a(+)V3

+547GBP+V3V)+ 54 (P —V3V)+V3a 7Y, , (13)

Bsysy = BB +V3V))—+B P(1—-V3Vy)+ T3b(+)V3

++B T3P +V3V,)—

1
4
where

A(i)=2D(i)+F(i), X(i)ZD_(i)+2F(i), (15)

B(i)ZD(i)_F(i), E(i)zD(i)_F(i) (16)
a(i)___zd(i)+f(i)’ b(i)=d(i)——f(i). (17)

Here terms associated with A, su(4) are called direct
terms while those associated with Bgy4 are called
exchange terms as explained in I. Similarly the
SU(4)-singlet production mechanism in the present
model yields the structure

\/E)Lg)ﬂa’ﬂ'ggsu(“) (18)
to be compared with the SU(3) counterpart*
(%)1/2)"512)7Ta77(§§SU(3) . (19)

As in I, it is now a straightforward calculation to
obtain the various scattering and production ampli-
tudes for meson-baryon processes by folding expres-
sions like (9) and (18) into the initial and final
baryons as 3Q composites. For that purpose one has
to use the spin—unitary-spin—orbital wave functions
defined for 20,, and 20, representations of SU(4) as

Wao, =X’¢°Y* , (20)
Wi, =¥ (X'$ +X"$") /V2 . @1

In Table I, parts (a) and (b), we list the amplitudes

B“(P—V3V))+

—‘/}lﬂ-% : (14)

I

for transitions into various meson-baryon SU(3)
states for 8—8 and 8— 10 transitions, respectively,
using the following notations:

A'=(X"|Asyi) | X'), A"=(X" | Asys | X",

(22)

B'=(X'|Bsus) |X'), B"=(X"|Bsuus |X"),
' (23)

A*=(X°| sy [X"), B=(X"|Bsya |X") .
(24)

The corresponding amplitudes for transitions into
various meson-baryon SU(4) states for 20,,—20,,
and 20,,—20;, are listed in Table II,parts (a) and
(b), respectively. The notations used are as follows:

Ay =<X" | Asuay | X')

” " 4 ” (25)
Ay = X" [Asya | X") ,
By ={X'| Bsua | X')
” " n " (26)
By =<{X" | By | X"") ,
Ay = (X | dsyy | X",
(27)

By ={X*| Bsyw) | X") .

Comparing Tables I and II, we observe that for
the processes involving the direct term alone, the
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TABLE I. The SU(3) matrix elements for the baryonic 8—8 and 8— 10 transitions. The
initial meson is a pion or a kaon. The direct term corresponds to one associated with 4’ and
A" of Eq. (22) while the exchange term corresponds to one associated with B’ and B"' of Eq.

(23).
Transition Direct Exchange
(a) 8—8
(m*p|7*p) %A" %B'
(K+3* |7tp) 24" 0
(m=p |7 p) A'+%A" —%B'+%B"
_ 1 1 1 1
(7% |7 p) ——A'—— 4" ——B'4+——B"
| x/? 3\/15 21{2 6\1/5
( nlao— ) ‘—‘———A’-—i——A” _____B:+_—Bn
| 7p V6 3v'6 2vV'6 6V'6
(X°n |7 p) 0 ———‘/13 B'+—311/§ B”
(K°S°|7p) - —‘?A z 0
(K°A°|1r“p) (%)1/214, 0
(K*p |K*p) 0 +B’
(K_p IK_P> A'—'—%A” _%BI_%BI!
(K% |K—p) —A’+%A” 0
(m==+|K~p) 0 %Bl,
(7°2°| 7 p) 0 — %B"
(m°A°|K~p) 0 L_p
| 5 21/13
(n=°|Kp) —==A" ———B"
2| K7p 3V3 6V'3
(nA°|K~p) ——%A' %B'
(XOEOIK_p> 0 —%(%)I/ZB"
(X°A°|Kp) 0 —‘;—_Z—B’
(b) 8—10
(7°A++ |7tp) _(%)I/ZAS %(%)1/23_,
(’rr+A+|1T+p> _%As %Bs
(nA**|7tp) —3V24° —<V2B*
(A++X°|7*p) 0 —2ps
(K*Y*+|m*p) —2a 0
(7°A° |7 p) —%\/EA’ %\/EB’
(m=A* |77 p) %A‘ —%B‘
(WAO | 1r‘p) %(%)1/2[1: %(%)1/2Bs
(A°X° |7~ p) 0 %(%)1/21;:
(K°Y° |7 p) —;—\/EA‘ 0
(K+A* |K+p) 0 +B*
(K°A*++|K*p) 0 —(3)'/B*
(K—A*|K~p) 2as 0
(K°A°|K~p) 240 0
(m=Y*+|K~p) 0 — 3B
(7°Y°|K~p) 0 — 3B
<7’Yo!K—p) _%(%)I/ZAS %( ! )1/2Bs
<XOY0|K—p) 0 %(%)1/235
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TABLE II. The SU(4) matrix elements for the baryonic 20 ,,—20,, and 20,,—20, transi-
tions. The initial meson is a pion or kaon. The direct term corresponds to one associated with
Asus) while the exchange term corresponds to one associated with Bgy4) of the text.

Transition Direct Exchange
(a) A’_m_";Qm
(m*p|mtp) %A su) %B'suu) + %Bé'uu)
(K*=* |7m*p) %As"um 0
(D2F* |mtp) %A SU) 0
— - ' 1 ” ’ "
(m=p |7 p) Asus + 54504 - %BSUM) + ls—zBsum
_ 1 , 1 " 1 ’ 1 "
(n°n|77p) 7—{4 SUM4) — 3‘/15 Asua) - ?Bsum + 3‘1/5 Bsuw)
{qn |7=p) —“‘/—EA SUG4) +3—‘/—€A SU() —*‘/—BB'SUW-F 3\/8B£U(4)
(Xn |7 p) 0 ‘—B'SU(4)+%BS”U(4)
(K°=° |77 p) -—%A SU@) 0
(K°A°| 7 p) (%)1/214 SU4) 0
’ _ 1 ’ 1 ” 1 ’ 1 "
(n'n |7 p) —273‘14 SU4) +mA SU(4) _"{‘/—SBSUM)“}‘?‘)—;‘BSUM)
(D~} |mp) — A 0
¢ |m7p Y su(4) 3 1
(K*p|K*p) 0 +Bsuw + 55 Bsua
— — ' 1 ” ' ”
(K=p|K~p) Asua) +34su@) —%(BSU(4)+BSU(4))
= — ’ 1 "
(K’ |K—p) —Asua) + 34508 Y
(7= =+ |K~p) 0 %BS"U(M
(7°Z°| K~p) 0 —+Bsuw
3
- 1 '
(m°A°|K~p) . 0 T/?BSUM)
(n2°|K-p) —=Ag ——=Bg
3‘/23 SU(4) 31\/3 SU4)
(nA°|K~p) —54su 3Bsuw
_ V2 o
(X=°|Kp) 0 =3 Bsuw
(XA°|K~p) 0 Vz—ngum
p— p— 4 ”
(F~2}|K—p) —EASUM) 0
(F~AY|K~p) "/—BA,SU(A-) 0
’ —_ 1 n l ”
(n'2°|K~p) ———A _—1 B
| 31\/3 SU4) 3/e Bsue
(7'A°|K~p) —L_4 —L_p;
| W5 suw /5 Dsuw
(b) lQ.m—’Z_Os
(7°A*++ |7tp) —LASSU(M “2—B§U
“)
(m*A* | 7tp) ‘/lis \éﬁ s
. mp —345su TBsuw
(K*=*" |7tp) - %A’SUN) 0
(DOz** |m*p) — S A%uw 0
2
(nA**|a*p) -3 4 Su) ——32‘B§U(4>
(p'A++|7tp) — %A Su@) — %Béum
xa**|atp) 0 —‘%Béuw
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TABLE II. (Continued.)

_ V2o, V72
(7°A°|7=p) — TA su@) TzB§U(4)
(m=A*|77p) %A Su) - %Bguu)
_ 2
(nA°| 7 p) “3‘7—EA§U(4) mBéum
(XA°|7—p) 0 %Bguw
o, _ V2
(K=*"|7~p) TASUM) 0
’ - s 1
(n'A°|7=p) —3‘/_7314 su) ‘3733%(4)
(D=2 |77p) T2A§U(4) 0
(K*A*|K*p) 0 ‘}Bgum
2 s
(K°A** |K*p) 2 0 —7335U(4)
(K-A*|K~p) TA5u4 0
(K°A°|K~p) %A Su@) 0
(m=2*" |Kp) 0 —%Bssum
(m0oz*° |K~p) 0 %Bgum)
_ 2 1
(n=*°|K—p) L4 —L_Bs
| p 3 SuU(4) 3“//—_3 SuU4)
0 _ 2 s
(X=*" |K~p) ‘/_0 TBSUM)
(F72x*|Kp) T2A§U<4) 0
— 1 1
< '2*0 K ) _____As _Bs
n f p e Su(4) e SU(4)

amplitudes remain unaltered in going from SU(3) to
SU(4) except the change of basis from A4gy(;) and
Ay to Asy) and Agys). However we note that
geometrical coefficients of the exchange terms

(B',B") are in general different for SU(3) and SU(4)
|

do
dQ

symmetries. This is due to the fact that the struc-
ture of the permutation operator (12), is different in
the two symmetries.

From Table II we can immediately write down
the experimentally accessible cross section as

=APV(O)w +u" P+ AT (0) ' +u") v +v")+ 477 (0) v +v") + BTV (0)(3u’—u")?

+B%Y(0)3u' —u") 3 —v")+BPY (030 —v"), - (28)

where superscripts P and V correspond to pseudo-
scalar and vector meson, respectively. A4,(0),
A,(0), A,(8), B(8), B15(0), and B,(0) are the six
independent QQQ parameters for a particular
scattering angle 6. u' and u” are the SU(4)
geometric coefficients of A4gy4) and Agy4), respec-
tively, of Table II, and v’ and v"’ are the correspond-
ing geometric coefficients of Bgy,) and Bgyua),
respectively, of the same table.

Using Eq. (28) and the Table II(a) we obtain the
following cross-section sum rules for charmed-
particle production:

do

4 , 29
dQ m+p—DOsF+ (29)

dQ

z[gz

1T+p—>K+2 +

[
do do
4 | — = |— s (30)
dQ w‘p—»KOEO dQ K“p——-»F"Ec"L
do do
dQ K‘p—»I?On dQ 1T_p—>K020
do
=2 | — (31)
dQ |Kk—p—F-A}

Equations (29)—(31) are valid above the relevant
charm thresholds, viz., Pj,~9.38, 10, and 9.38
GeV/c or E_,, ~4.29, 4.46, and 4.29 GeV, respec-
tively. We note, however, that in deriving these
naive relations, we have neglected SU(3)/SU(4) sym-
metry breaking due to mass differences among the
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observed hadrons. A priori, such symmetry-breaking
effects are not expected to be negligible at an energy
regime even much above the relevant charm thresh-

olds.
|

Taking symmetry breaking into account due to in-
itial and final hadron masses at the same E_ , , Egs.
(29)—(31) are modified to

4 do - Krev do 29"
aq 7+P-—>K+2+— 502C++ aq 7+p—'502c++ ’
Rz _ |25 || pX P | | do (30"
dQ 1r"P——>K020 pF_2C+ pn'_p dQ K——p_’F_Ec‘F ,
do. ca| 222 | (2 | do o |2 | |25 ) do .61
dﬂ K*p—-»l?on pKOEO pK~p dQ 1T_P—>K020 PF_A:- pK_p dQ K_p—>F—A;"
Here, the c.m. momentum p*? and p® for a process a +b—e +d is defined to be
1
Ped= 2E {([Ec.m. 2_(me +my )2][Ec.m. 2— (me—my )2] } 12 ’
c.m. (32)
1
P = [Ecm~(mg+mp)’ [ Ec.m. > —(mg —my ?1}172,
c.m.

where the total energy in the c.m. system is
E.nn=E,+E,=E,+E,

and m,, my, my, and m, are the masses of the parti-
cles a, b, d, and e, respectively.

We now make an estimation of Py, /E_,, above
which the symmetry-breaking effects will be negligi-
ble and our naive relations Egs. (29)—(31) would be
true. For order-of-magnitude estimates, we observe
that a typical momentum ratio occurring in Egs.
(29")—(31’) can be approximated as

172
1 [ m,+my
ed E,
£~ T (33)
p 1 mg+my
E,

which becomes unity in the limit E, >>m,, m,, my,
m,. Using the magnitudes of relevant masses occur-

[
ring in Egs. (29')—(31’') we find that the relevant

momentum ratios reach approximate saturation
values 1+0.01 at

E.m ~28.2, 26.8, and 28.8 GeV (34)

and

P, ~422, 381, and 440 GeV /c ,

respectively.

In Table III, we evaluate the charmed production
cross section o(mtp DSt *), o(Kp—>F~3F),
and oK p—F~A;) using Egs. (29)—(31),
respectively, taking proper mass correction into ac-
count.

For completeness we also estimate the laboratory
momenta and c.m. energies above which the purely
SU(3) type of cross-section sum rules derived from
our model will be valid. As an illustration, we note
that our naive SU(3) predictions

TABLE III. Estimated cross section of charmed-particle production.

Plab
Reaction Equation Estimated cross section o (mb) (GeV/c) Reference
mtp DO+ (29" 0.04024+0.004 78 16 16
K—p—F 3} (30" 0.01904+0.002 72 15.2 17 _
Kp—>F AS (31) 0.00699+0.001 12 ~15 17 and 18
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gg] o[ and
dQ fx-, Ko dQ |+, g+z+ do | do
a0 - (36)
do d ~p—n0s0 aq K psm—X+
=2 E (35)
7= p—KOAO at low energy become
|
‘d_U 42 p17+p p['('on _dl > p‘ﬂ’_p p]'('on _d_(l 35)
dQ K—p—KOn pK+2+ pK_p dQ rtp—oKtE+ pKOA pK L dQ 7~ p—KOA
and
K~ p w0s0
4|90 _ | p do , (36"
aQ K—p—mw0z0 Pﬂ—2+ pK_p aQ K—pomr—3+

Here we have used the notations as defined in Eq.
(32). Using Eq. (33) we find that symmetry-
breaking effects due to hadronic masses become
negligible at E.,, ~9.23 and 1.5 GeV and Pj,, ~44
and 0.7 GeV/c for Egs. (35°) and (36'), respectively.
Since these two equations, respectively, involve
SU@3) and SU(2) symmetry-breaking effects to be
compared with SU(4) symmetry-breaking effects of
Egs. (29')—(31’), our estimates suggest that SU(2),
SU(3), and SU(4) mass-breaking effects become
negligible at the c.m. energies around 1.5, 10, and 30
GeV, respectively.

We note that as our meson-quark amplitude Eq.
(9) can incorporate only AY=0 and AY=1 transi-
tions and not AY=2 ones, our analysis cannot yield
angf iélformation about processes like K p—>KTE™,
K"E".

We now discuss how our predictions (29)—(31)
compare with those of Regge theory. Since the
cross section in the Regge theory has a factor
~52Z0 where .£(0) is the Regge intercept, and
since one expects that the trajectory of the charmed
hadrons has a lower Regge intercept than the non-
charmed one, the right-hand sides of Eqgs. (29)—(31)
will probably fall faster than the left-hand sides.
This kind of behavior will be in conflict with our
naive predictions which do not contain different en-
ergy dependences among the cross sections involved.
Thus, in usual Regge theory such symmetry rela-
tions should perhaps be valid only among the
relevant residues which have no strong energy
dependences.

In order to incorporate such SU(4) symmetry-
breaking effects within our formalism we have to as-
sume that the initial meson-quark amplitude Eq. (9)
satisfies only an SU(3) type of symmetry, rather

than SU(4). This can be achieved if we assume thatI

[3(5DS +3F5 )+ (3D G +5F Y )1+ (K-K )[3(5DY ' +3F5 )+ (3D g +5F 5 )]

r
transitions between (u,d,s) quarks occur through a

set of residue functions
+ +) () F(E) o(F) ()
DY, D R F ) f1dr

while those between ¢ and (u,d,s) quarks occur
through another set of residue functions

+) /() () F(F) () 4(F)
DY\ DP FiF F ), fii)dii .

Then our relations Egs. (29)—(31) get modified to be

da
dQ ntp—>DOzF+
—_—KH/Lz, (37)
do
4 _
dﬂ ﬂ’+p——>K+2+
da
dQ |k-pF-3;7 5
=ZLH/" > (38)
4|99
dQ 1r_p—>k020
and
) | 4o
dQ |k—p—F-AF 5
y y =ZLan’,
o o
aQ K—p—K° aQ 7 p—KO=0
(39)

where £y ,; is the asymptotic symmetry-breaking
parameter of the model given by

H/L=

(40)

[35D{ T 4+ 3F ) 43D SH 4+ 5F )]+ (K-K )[3(5D{ +3F, ) +@BD S +5F )]
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Here k and k ' are the momenta of the initial and fi-
nal mesons.

Thus in our model, any probable violation of the
relations Egs. (29)—(31) above the limiting momenta
and energies given by Eq. (34) must be interpreted as
symmetry-breaking effects occurring through suit-
able parametrizations of . ;. Since the present
formalism cannot make any quantitative prediction
about .’ 1, our analysis falls short of any definite
predictions about how production cross sections for
charmed particles vary with increasing energies
compared with noncharmed ones. For comparison,
we note that in Regge theory, as noted earlier, cross

sections for charmed-particle production fall at a
faster rate than those for noncharmed-particle pro-
duction. Such expected Regge behavior might un-
fortunately make the relevant cross sections for
charmed-particle production quite small above the
limiting energies of Eq. (34).
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