PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 30, NUMBER 12

15 DECEMBER 1984

Quantized relativistic rotator

Herbert C. Corben
Harvey Mudd College, Claremont, California 91711
(Received 18 May 1984)

The equations that describe the relativistic rotator classically are summarized to form a basis for
the quantization. Strict adherence to the correspondence principle requires a Hamiltonian without
any free parameters from which a linear wave equation is derived. The equations of motion of the
various operators (in particular, those describing the Zitterbewegung) then depend only on the mass
M and the spin 5. The angular frequency o of the Zitterbewegung is found to be related to M by
Mc2=(s+—._f—)ﬁw. The simplest constraint relation needed to preserve these equations of motion

while defining a spectrum requires that M2 should be a linear function of s, in excellent agreement

with the data on a number of hadron towers.

I. THE CLASSICAL THEORY
A. Introduction

The classical relativistic theory of a point particle with
spin was initiated in 1926—27 by Frenkel' and Thomas®
and developed some ten to fifteen years later by Mathis-
son,? Lubanski,* Honl and Papapetrou,® and Bhabha and
Corben.® Since that time many papers have been written

on the subject and a complete bibliography up to the time -

was published in 1968,7 and later some papers on various
aspects of the corresponding quantum theory have ap-
peared.® Revived interest in the theory arises from the re-
cent development of a very detailed quantized version
which corresponds in many ways with the earlier work.>°
It is the purpose of this paper to offer an alternative quan-
tized theory which is developed on the basis of a much
stricter adherence to the correspondence principle. In par-
ticular, a linear Hamiltonian is postulated, and many re-
sults, such as the frequency of the Zitterbewegung, are de-
rived without introducing any free parameters.

In this paper we consider only a free spinning particle.
Nearly all of the results of Sec. I were published years ago
for the more general case of a charged particle with an
anomalous magnetic moment moving in an electromag-
netic field.” Since Ref. 7 is out of print, it is useful to
summarize the basic ideas and equations, at least for a
free particle, in order to use them as a basis for the corre-
sponding quantum theory described in Sec. II.

The fundamental property of a relativistic classical par-
ticle with intrinsic spin & is that its momentum P is not
necessarily in the direction of its velocity V, even for a
free particle.’> Although known for close to half a century,
this fact is not always recognized. The center of mass of
a point particle with spin coincides with the position of
the particle only in the system in which they are both at
rest, or when V and & are parallel. The radius g from the
center of mass G to the particle P (and therefore to the
center of charge, if it is charged) is given by

p=(McH)'dxV (1.1)

for a particle of rest energy Mc?, i.e., the energy in the
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system in which P is zero, but V is not.

To see this, we can imagine an observer watching an
automobile being driven along a straight road with veloci-
ty V. The average speed of the material in the top halves
of the tires is obviously greater than that in the bottom
halves. The center of mass G of each tire therefore ap-
pears to be displaced upward, i.e., in the direction of
VX o, where & is the angular momentum of the tire.
Since the effect does not depend on the density of the tire
and since, being relativistic, it must be inversely propor-
tional to some power of ¢, expression (1.1) for the negative
of this vector seems reasonable.

For a particle of radius less than o/Mc, Eq. (1.1) im-
plies that there is some observer relative to whom the
center of mass lies outside of the particle. It is therefore
impossible to construct a classical object with radius less
than its “classical Compton wavelength” entirely from
matter of positive energy density.® Some neutron stars
come close to this limit, and with sufficient negative grav-
itational energy could even exceed it. For a point particle,
the slightest motion in a direction other than that of &
moves the center of mass away from it.

This separation of the positions of G and P means that,
if P is charged, an electrostatic field can produce a torque
on the particle, causing it to precess. The separation also
shows up in the Zitterbewegung of the Dirac and other
relativistic wave equations—the velocity, proportional to
(X,H) is in general not proportional to P.

Expression (1.1) vanishes in the nonrelativistic limit.
Since the analysis that follows is relativistic, we shall
choose units in which ¢ =1 and, for the quantum theory,
#fi=1.

B. The equations of motion

Conservation of total angular momentum JT=+7
X P in a field of force F=dP/dt can be written as

di . = d& ._. -_dp
——=TXF=—"+4+V X T
dt X t * p+rx dt
so that
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dg
dt

Relativistically these equations become (with u,v=0,1,
2,3)

Juv=auv+xypv_xvp;4 ’ (1.2)

+VXp=0.

Opy+VuPy—0,py =0 (=j,w for a free particle) , (1.3)
V=X, .

The overdot above v,, 0,,, and J,, denotes differentia-
tion with respect to the proper time along the path of the
particle—not along the path of its center of mass. With
gyv diagonal and equal to (1,—1,—1,—1), it follows that

vo=v%,=1. (1.4)

We restrict attention to cases in which 7, the polar vec-
tor associated with & vanishes in the system in which
V=0, so that a charged particle would have no electric
moment in that system. A relativistically covariant equa-
tion that ensures this is

Tuav =0 ‘ (1.5)
or

F=VX&F=—Mp (1.5)

70=0. (1.6)

A parameter m, with the dimensions of a mass, may now
be defined by

m=voy,=v'p (L.7)

the classical analog of the Dirac, Majorana, and other
wave equations. Only in special circumstances is m equal
to the mass M of the particle. A consequence of (1.3),
(1.4), (1.5), and (1.7) is that

P,uzmvp,—'apal} @ (1.8)
so that, for a free particle
mv, =04 * , (1.9)

and m is a constant of the motion.
For p=0, Egs. (1.8) and (1.9) have the solution
g=const, V=&Xp, @d=——"0,
o
(1.10)
1

M=my '=—0'a@ .

The particle P therefore moves in a circle of radius p with
angular velocity @ where

Bo 2
M=cw, p= M =(y
The center of this circle is the fixed center of mass G, and
the plane of the circle is normal to &'. For P=0 this cir-
cular path is drawn out into a helix. In the consequent
free helical motion the energy W and momentum p are
given by

R (1.11)
m
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W =M sec, p=M tanf ,

where 6 is the constant angle between & and P.

Equation (1.2) would seem to clearly separate the orbi-
tal and spin angular momenta, but it can also be written
as

JM‘V=EMV+XII, v_va” ’ (1.12)
where

X,uzxy, _Py > (1.13)

'Eyv=0pv+Pqu—Pva . (1.14)

The choice of p, is arbitrary, but the particular choice

M’p,‘:—a,mp" (1.15)
with

pp=pp*=M’ (1.16)
is of special interest because it leads to the equation

2,ap%=0. (1.17)

This relates Z,, to the four-momentum in the same way
that o,,, is related to the four-velocity by Eq. (1.5) and it
ensures that in the center-of-mass rest system the polar
components of 2, vanish.

From (1.15) and (1.5)

PaP®=0, puv¥=0, (1.18)
- so that
mp,=2,,0% . (1.19)

This reveals a symmetry between v, and p,=p,M .,
ouyand X, m and M:

A Aa

Pab =1, vav¥=1, Mpp:_aual/’\a,

mp,=2,50% Z,ap*=0, 0,0*=0, (1.20)

J

wald =X M —(Xop Ppp; Jua0®=x,m—(xq0%)p, .

From the last of these equations
(J,urxﬁv_‘]vaﬁp )ﬁa:(x" v_vay)

so that, for a free particle the spin and orbital terms of
Eq. (1.12) are separately constant, and in particular
3,,=constant. However, in general the spin and orbital
parts of (1.2) are not separately constant.

Because

PaX *=pgv*=m
(since pop *=0) it follows that
M2

p'u=—n;—X” .

(1.21)

Thus the four-velocity X u is in the direction of the
momentum. However, as defined this way X, does not
have unit length because as noted earlier the overdot
denotes differentiation along the path of the particle rath-
er than along the path of its center of mass. We therefore
define
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%’i =2 %, (122)
so that

P,,=Md:;" , d:; d‘f; = (1.23)
From Eq. (1.10), for a particle “at rest” (i.e., p=0, V5£0)

dX e dx,

m=yM, o5 =V %= -

where ¢ is the time in the center-of-mass rest system.
It is useful to define

Lyv=puPv—pPvPy (1.24)
so that, from (1.14)

Spv=0u 1y . (1.25)
Thus

I =51p1F=M?p, p* (1.26)
and we define

00*=30,80%, Z?=53,53. (1.27)
From the definition (1.15) it follows that

0.8 =—21y? (1.28)
so that!!

Sot=00"—1y? . (1.29)

From (1.18) and (1.20) in the rest system of the center
of mass,

po=0, Z;0=0, Zj’=3?=0?,
102= _M2 2__ ___620.2
so that from (1.29)

; (1.30)

2 24 B25 2 m?
20" =09"+ =—=0q .
0 0 0 ="3270
This relation between invariant quantities is quite general
and is a consequence of the analysis developed in the next
section.

C. The Hamiltonian formulation

For any ant1symmetnca1 tensor, such as T s whose
components satisfy Eq. (1.6) it is possxble to write down a
very useful identity, provided that, as is the case classical-
ly, the components commute:

(1.3

Possibly the easiest way to verify this is to choose values
for 1 and v and write out the various terms. By multlply-
ing Eq. (1.8) by aa,goﬁ" and usmg (1.5) and (1.31) it is pos-
sible to express the velocity in terms of the momentum
and the spin:

2
00 Opy=—0us0 503v .

mv,=p, +00"%0,,0%pg . (1.32)

Thus Eq. (1.7) may be expressed in the classical Hamil-
tonian form:

H=3(%,—m)=0 (1.33)
1 _
= —(pap®—m’—00"*0yap 0" pp)
1 _
=-2—r‘n—(pap"—-m2—leozao 2) (1.34)

from (1.15) and (1.26). From (1.29) this leads immediately
to (1.30).

Because of Eq. (1.17) the spin 2, also satisfies (1.6)
and therefore (1.31). Since

mp,=3,,0% (1.35)
=m~'%,,2%ig (1.36)

it follows after some analysis that
mp, =M%, +M?2,7?3,, 3%y, . (1.37)

The relation v®p, =m then becomes

M2__M220—-2m 2papa=m2

or
M2_m220—2(0.02__202)=m2

which reproduces Eq. (1.30).
The Hamiltonian (1.34) is easily seen to reproduce Eq.
(1.32) from v#=3H /dp, or by using the Poisson brackets
(xy.’pv)':guv ’
(Oprspo)=0 (1.38)
(Opx5)=0
Equation (1.3) also follows from the Hamiltonian if the
Poisson bracket relation

‘ (quyapr) = (a'p.pgw +0wgup —Our8vp— avpgm’)

(1.39)
is postulated. Similarly p,, is given by -
pu=pyH)=v, —mM ~’p,
=M’007’m " (—0uap®+Pupap®) -
(1.40)

Thus p®, is a constant and for the case p=0 (so that
Po=0)

- 2
g _ M zvz)

1.41
ds = mog (1.41)

as compared with Eq. (1.10)
4ap _ =M 5x5). (1.10)

dt o?

With My=m, oyy=o0, yds=dt the two equations are
seen to be identical, i.e., the frequency of this circular
motion as measured in the center-of-mass system is deter-
mined entirely by the mass and the spin. We therefore ex-
pect this to hold in the quantum theory for the Zitter-
bewegung frequency [see Eq. (2.47)].
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II. THE QUANTUM THEORY

A. Commutation relations

As we move to the quantum theory, the Poisson bracket
relations (1.38) and (1.39) become commutation relations

(xy4,py)=—iguy1,
(x4,0,,)=0, (p,,0,,)=0, . (2.1)
(O Opr) = —1(0pp8yr+ Oy pp—Or8yp— Ty pr) »

together with
(xu5%,)=0, (pu,p,)=0. (2.2)
These relations imply from (1.2) that
(xpsTyp) = —1(8upXy —8uv¥p) »
(Pusdvp)=—i(8upPv—8uvPp) (2.3)
(s pr) =

as required.
From the definition (1.15) of p,,, it follows that

“i(Jppgvr+Jngyp—prgvp"'"vag,ur) ’

(Pp’ow) =iM —Z(O'I“,p,. - Uy.rpv) +i(gyvpr—gyrpv) , (2.4)

(Pwpy)=—iM 23, , ‘ (2.5)
and from (1.16)
(x#,M2)=—2ipu (2.6
so that
(x4,M%p,)=—i0,,
:Mz(xy,pv) —2ipupy 2.7
or

(X5py) =M~ — 0y +2pup,) -
Thus

(XpoPy) +(ppox, )= —2IM 725,
and, from (1.13),

(X, X,)=+iM 23, . (2.8)
It also follows from (2.5) that

(PuPPa)=—iM ~H0uap® +p 0 ua—2papPy) » (2.9)

(OupPa) = —iM [(p%0 0y +Taup®)Py

—(p%0 v+ 0avP® D] (2.10)

so that

(24P Pa) =0 .

We now introduce the operators o, which transform as
vectors with respect to the o,:

(0,0 yp) = —i(8up0y—8uvTp) - (2.12)
Thus
(0op) =IM =Py — gl p)) 2.13)

(2.11)
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(o°p,pu)=ily, (2.14)

where [cf. (1.40)]
T,=(0,—M~oplp,) ,
I''p=I%,=0, (2.15)
op=0p, .

Also

(04, Zap)=iM ~H0Pg—08Pa )P +i8ualp—8upla) »

(2.16)
(0°p,Zqp)=0. (2.17)

This is significant, since op will appear explicitly in the
Hamiltonian.
We now postulate that

(0y,0,)=—ioy, (2.18)
with the condition

(04,0%4)=0. (2.19)
This is a necessary and sufficient condition that

{Opar0®} =0 (2.20)
which also guarantees that

(0,,00%)=0 . (2.21)

Equation (2.20) would be the quantum generalization of
the classical supplementary condition (1.5) if o® were the
quantum generalization of the four-velocity v*. This in
its turn suggests the equation

(0% o —m =0 (2.22)

as a generalization of Eq. (1.7).
We note that

(xu,a"p)z —ioy, (a”,a'p)zisz“ , (2.23)
so that

(0 (ap))=iM*[p,(o-p)+(oplp,] . (2.24)
Also

(U#,E(f):i[pﬂ(a*p)—i—(a'p )pu] (2.25)
so that [Eq. (1.20)]

(0,,(0°p)*—324%)=0 . (2.26)

B. The Hamiltonian formulation

By analogy with Eq. (1.33) we postulate the Hamiltoni-
an [cf. Eq. (2.22)]

H=>(0%,—m) . 2.27)
For o to correspond to v¥ it is required that
Ou=%,=i(x,,H) . (2.28)

Since (x“,crv)=0'it follows that m must be an operator
that satisfies the relation



(xy,m)=io, (2.29)

so that

(0,ym)=iG, (2.30)

if also (m,o'p)=0. The physical significance of the
operator m has been determined for a more general classi-
cal theory of the symmetric top.!> The result reduces to
the well-known nonrelativistic expression for the energy
which quantum mechanically is

m=—l—[s(s+1)—1762]+const , (2.31)
21,

where n=U,—1,)/I,, e=s,s —1,... —s, and I,,I,,I,
are the moments of inertia. Thus for a sphere with
Il ZIZZI,

m=Ls(s+l)+const (2.31")

21

Since m is invariant, these values hold when the particle is
executing Zitterbewegung, but they are then no longer
equal to the energy M [see Egs. (2.53) and (2.65)].

From (1.15), (2.18), (2.27), and (2.30)

&y:i(a‘,,H)

= %a,mp“— é(aﬂ,m)
=0,,0%=—M?%p, . (2.32)
Similarly

(2.33)

(U;W’a"p)zi(ap.pv""avpy)= _(Upwm)

from (2.13) so that
&pv= _(prv_o'vpu)

which is the quantum generalization of the conservation
equation (1.3).
It also follows that

(pusm)=iT = —(py,0°p) (2.34)
so that

p#:i(p“,H)= (2.35)
Since Eq. (2. 32) may be written as

F —M?%p (2.32")
we have

pu+M?p,=0, T',+M’T,=0, (2.36)

equations which describe the internal oscillations of the
Zitterbewegung. We define

g =T,+iMp,, q4%=TF+iMp*, (2.37)
so that
(gi,0P)=2%q, , (2.38)

i.e., the g ;f are lowering and raising operators on op.
From (2.26) and (2.27)

(o-p)P=32+e€, (2.39)
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where € is a constant, so that, from (2.38)

(g%,2)=(1%+20"p)q;; . (2.40)
Thus if

o pho=avg ,Zo"Po=5(s + )y , (2.41)
and

E‘If Yo

then
St =(s2 s+ 15200, opdf=(aTyE .  (2.42)
With

SR =(s + s +2)¢ ,

(2.43)

S, =(s — st ,
it follows that

a=—(s+3), (2.44)

i.e., the eigenvalue of o-p operating on a state of spin s is
—(s+7), the quantum form of Eq. (1.30). The value of €
in Eq. (2.39) is therefore 7.

From the definition of X, [Eq. (1.13)] we now have [cf.
(1.21)]

X,=0,—T,=M"'opp,=—(s+73)by (2.45)
so that
X Xo=(s+7)?.
As before [Eq. (1.22)] we define'?
dx, 1 -
- _ X =p 2.46
ds st u=Pyu (2.46)

the quantum generalization of the four-velocity of the
center of mass. Thus, although the angular velocity of the
Zitterbewegung along the path of the particle is M [Eq.
(2.36)] its angular velocity o in the center-of-mass system
is M /(s + <), or with % and ¢ no longer set equal to unity
[cf. (1.11)]:

Mc?=(s+3)o . (2.47)

This simple and convincing equation relates the mass
spectrum to the modes of oscillation of the Zitter-
bewegung and is in disagreement with Eq. (3.24) of Ref. 9,
which relates o to the spin and mass and an arbitrary pa-
rameter A. With different Hamiltonians postulated, it is
natural that these results need not agree.

Equation (2.39) (with e=+) is derived in Ref. 9 [Eq.
(2.50)] and Ref. 10 [Eq. (A 19)] for the Majorana repre-
sentation. The above analysis implies this representation.
To see this, we note that from (2.5), after some algebra
[cf. (2.9)]

M (pﬂ,pap"‘)=iM‘2(0°pa”+0”o-p)
+2ip, (pap®—M 20,0%) . (2.48)

On contracting with p# we conclude that
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0,0%=(0"p)+1,? (2.49)
=00+ 7 (2.49")

by (1.29). However, from (2.12) and (2.18)

2(0,0,0%—0,0%,)=—30, (2.50)
so that, on multiplying by o,

0,0%=%0% . (2.51)
Hence, from (2.49)

ol=—%, 0,0°=—+ (2.52)

characteristic of the Majorana representation. The latter
relation is a contracted form of the representation relation
postulated in Ref. 9 [Eq. (2.41)]. In fact, the basic Ma-
jorana equation derived from (2.27) implies that

M=+

(2.53)
S+ 2

the well-known down-going mass spectrum for constant
m. Here, however, it is turned around to give Eq. (2.44):

ogp=—(s+7). (2.44')

In the center-of-mass system py=0, so that the radius p
of the Zitterbewegung motion is given by!
sts++

M2

When this is compared with (2.47) we find that the speed
v =wp of the motion is determined entirely by the spin:
I S
2s+3)?

2

p = —pap*= (2.54)

v2::1+ (2.55)

The speed is therefore greater than that of light, but since
no energy is being transported at that rate, the result does
not present any difficulty. In fact, from (2.53) this leads
to the relation

M:m[z(vz_ 1)]1/2

which apart from a factor V2 reproduces (1.10).

We complete this section by listing a number of com-
mutatlon relations between the Fw p,» and hence between
the g+ I

(T, T))=—i%,,

(Dpopy)=—iM ~2(g,,—M p,p,)ap), (2.56)
(F;u %)= —i(a'pp,, +P,;U'P) ’
(P Tl ) =iM ~*(opT,+Tyop) , (2.57)

(g, ,95)=0=(q7 .9y ),
(g, .9y )=—2iZ,,—2M~(g,,—M p,p,)0o°p) ,
949% =929% =0,

GiosiMgt | (2.58)

7(959% +929%)=Tal*+M’pep*=21y*,

since from (2.49)

[ =M?,p*=1y? (2.59)

Thus the g;} p are commuting null vectors, so also are the
g, - Each time that a wave function is multiplied by q”
the spin of the state increases by one unit, and, as in atom-
ic physics, the parity is changed. In the center-of-mass

‘rest system, g5 =0 and

g =0;*iMp; .

Thus the q, are null vector operators in three dimen-
sions, since 0;0°'=M’p;p' =545+ 4 and pp=0.

Most of the results described so far also apply to the
Dirac equation, those results that are valid being trivial
but instructive. Equation (2.48) vanishes so that, although
(2.51) is valid, (2.49’) and (2.52) are not. Hence the qu
are no longer null vectors. It is found that

r,re=

2 3 _ 1
Iy =% 0a=7%2%a>

1 _—
9ii =57 VuFBu )M Emo) ,

where

(¥pa—molp=0.

Thus if M=m,>0 then g, =0 and qu lowers y'p by
2mg to give the correspondlng negative energy state; if
M=—my<0 then q“ =0 and g, raises y'p by 2my.
While the radii p of the hadrons [Eq (2.54)] are real, the
“radius” p of a Dirac particle is given by p*= —3/4M?>
and therefore is not observable. An arbitrary parameter is
clearly not needed or admissible, at least in this case.

C. The mass spectrum

It has been suggested many times!® that some of the ex-
cited states of hadrons may be rotational levels. As with
molecules and atomic nuclei, it should be possible to
determine these levels, at least approximately, without any
knowledge of the internal structure, except for the values
of one or two parameters. The Hamiltonian (2.27) relates
the eigenvalues of M and m, but it does not provide
enough information to determine the mass spectrum.
However, it leads to the conclusion that p,p%, (op), and
0¢*= — = are constants for a free particle. It is necessary
to postulate a constraint relation between them and exam-
ine the consequences.

In Ref. 9, Eq. (2.56), the postulated relation is in the
form of the Hamiltonian

H=¢p{pap®—N[(0p)P+a’—31}=0,

where A and a are constants. The equations of motion are
derived from this Hamiltonian, or from various
equivalent forms that it can assume. Here, however, the
equations of motion for the Zitterbewegung have already
been derived from the Hamiltonian (2.27). Since they also
describe the Zitterbewegung of the Dirac equation and
correspond very closely to the relativistic classical theory
of Sec. I, we would like them to remain unchanged for
any modified form of the Hamiltonian that is proposed.
Since the Hamiltonian (2.27) is linear in (o), we postu-

(2.60)
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late that, instead of (2.58), the relation between p,p® and
(op) should also be linear in (op):

H=M(A"%pp*+0p—b)=0, (2.61)
where A and b are arbitrary constants. The only equation
of motion that is modified by this Hamiltonian, as op-
posed to (2.27) is Eq. (2.28) which becomes

X,=0,+2MA"p, (2.62)

which does not affect the internal motion. Note that the
sign of o, is not determined by the defining Egs. (2.12)
and (2.18)—rather it is prescribed by the assumption
(2.43) that 1/),:“ represents a state with spin (s +1) and ¢,
a state with spin (s —1). If this identification is reversed,
so also is the sign of o, and Eq. (2.61) is replaced by
H'=M(A"2pp*—0p—b)=0. (2.61)
It is a short step from Egs. (2.60), (2.61), and (2.61’) to
the corresponding mass spectra. From (2.43), (2.44), and
(2.61) we obtain the spectrum

M2=AXs+++b). (2.63)

This linear relation between M? and s is remarkably accu-
rate for many C =0 hadron towers, with A? assuming ap-
proximately the same value for more than 50 hadron

states that form a wide variety of types:
A?=1.1£0.06 (GeV /c?)*. (2.64)

The parameter b is essentially constant for a given tower

and for a number of towers it is close to an integer or
half-integer. Equation (2.63) has been studied from the
basis of Regge poles'® supplemented either by the princi-
ple of maximum strength!” or by the three-quark model
for baryons.'® The group structure of Eq. (2.61') has been
examined in detail’® and the equation has been studied as
a consequence of a generalization® of the 1971 Dirac
equation,?! and Eq. (2.63) has been examined simply in
terms of the data.”
It may be noted that from (2.31’) and (2.53)

Y-
2R?
where R is the radius of gyration. Comparison with Eq.
(2.63) suggests a possible physical model for the parame-
ter A, i.e., A=2"172R ~! for a spherical top.

The analysis of this paper does not distinguish between
the masses of states of different parity, isospin, baryon
number, and strangeness, and there is considerable evi-
dence that for the higher states Nature does not appear to
distinguish between them either. For example, there are
at least 14 mesons and baryons with masses reported23 to
range between 1.71 and 1.65 GeV/c? and with mass un-
certainties less than +30 MeV/c2 Their spins range
from 1 to 3, with |S|=0,1,3 and I=0,%,1,5. With
the value (2.64) and s +b=2, Eq. (2.63) gives M=1.66

(s++)+const (s++)71, (2.65)

© GeV/c? Variations between the masses of the ground

states are of course due to the internal SU(3) structure not
considered here, but these variations, while presumably
still present, play a relatively less important role for the
excited states.
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