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" We construct a model in which the mass of the quark, two-quark, and quark-quark-anti-
quark states diverge while a quark and an antiquark and three quarks have finite-mass bound
states. In this model the quarks are quark-meson bound states. All bound states are formed
by a 4-fermion point interaction. For simplicity we use the static limit of the ladder approxi~

mation,

I. INTRODUCTION

The introduction of quarks into hadron physics?!
may have improved tremendously the understand-
ing of strongly interacting particles. However,
the interactions of the quarks themselves are not
clearly understood through this concept. Indeed,
no one (to the author’s knowledge) has produced a
consistent explanation of why no single-quark (g),
two-quark, four-quark, or quark-quark-antiquark
(997) bound states have been observed, while
quark-antiquark and three-quark bound states ap-
pear to abound in nature. It is the purpose of this
paper to construct a model satisfying these experi-

mental data; i.e., the existence or nonexistence of
observable quarks and quark bound states. The
most common explanation of the failure to observe
a free quark in high-energy experiments is that
the quark’s physical mass is very high (more than
ten times the mass of the proton), and therefore,
it cannot be produced with the presently existing
accelerators. This point of view will be adopted
in this paper. The fact that no free quark has
shown up in deep-ocean, moon rock, and numerous
other samples can be accounted for by assuming a
sufficiently high binding energy between a quark
and an antiquark and between three quarks. If any
free quarks ever existed at the beginning of the
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universe, they had time enough to meet their kin
and form bound states with such large binding en-
ergy that they never disintegrated into free quarks.
The question now is: What produces this high bind-
ing energy between, e.g., a quark and an anti-
quark? The simplest answer is the exchange of
mesons (Fig. 1). The coupling constant G of quarks
and mesons can always be chosen high enough as
to account for any binding energy. However, if the
exchanged particle is any of the known mesons,
with a mass of a few hundred MeV, then the range
of such forces will be comparable to the distances
between the nucleons in a nucleus. In this case the
quarks of different nucleons in the same nucleus
will be able to interact so strongly as to make nu-
clear fusion and fission impossible, at least with
the experimentally known energies. In order to
avoid this difficulty we will assume that the binding
of ¢7 into mesons is due to a zero-range force [a
4-fermion point interaction (4-f.p.i.)] with respect
to which contributions from meson exchanges are
negligible.

From Fig. 2 we see that two quarks and an anti-
quark exchange a quark, using the 4-f.p.i., and
could possibly be very strongly bound, e.g., into
a quark. In a similar way, three quarks can ex-
change a quark, thus generating a short-range in-
teraction between three quarks.

In order to simplify the initial presentation of
this formalism, we will restrict ourselves to one
quark only, with spin 5, baryon number 3, and
all other quantum numbers 0. Furthermore, every
particle and bound state will be taken to be in the
lowest allowed energy and angular momentum
state.

In Sec. II we define our basic 4-fermion point
interaction. We show that it is possible, in the
ladder approximation, to adjust the strength of the
interaction in such a way that ¢7 will be bound into
a scalar meson while gg has no bound states.

In Sec. III, we will use the effective ggu inter-
action (where u represents the meson) to show

FIG. 1. One-meson exchange between a quark and an
antiquark (the dashed line represents the meson, full
lines represent quarks).

that gu bind into ¢ in the static limit of the ladder
approximation.

In Sec. IV, we will show that ¢ggq bind into bar-
yons of spin 3 and £ in our approximation.

In Sec. V, we will generalize our model to in-
clude three distinguishable quarks, of the same
mass, and we will show that we obtain SU(3) (the
Cutkosky relations), the additive and independent
quark model, and the exclusion of exotic quarks
and baryons.

In Sec. VI, we discuss the conclusions and pros-
pects of this theory.

II. THE TWO-PARTICLE BOUND STATES

In order to simplify the presentation of this mod-
el and to be able to use some of the work of Nambu
and Jona-Lasinio? (NJL) we choose:as our basic
interaction

g:QUvp +PysPPysP): (1)

where : : represents the normal product.

NJL? showed that the interaction (1), used in the
ladder approximation, for the fermion-antifermion
and fermion-fermion scattering amplitudes leads
to the following conditions for the existence of
bound states (poles in the scattering amplitudes):

(1) There is a scalar-meson bound state of ¢g
at a mass mg if

& (¥ (s=4m) - 4m?/sp7
47® Jyp2 s —mg?

ds=1, @)

where m is the quark mass.
(2) There is a pseudoscalar-meson bound state
of ¢qg at a mass m p if

3(1 4»12/3)”2
4112.[ s=—mg =1 3)

(8) There is a vector-meson bound state of g7
at a mass m,, if

Y

FIG. 2. One-quark exchange between two quarks
and an antiquark.
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2 A% (1 _4,,2/c)1/2 2
g my f (1=4m?/s) <1+2m )ds=1.
4 3 J,, 2 s-m; s

(4)

(4) There is an axial-vector-meson bound state
of qq at a mass m, if

A2 (1 _ An2 /)12 2 2 2
&[G (1 ) ),

4n% ) .2 s-mj 3

(5)

(5) There is a gqq, “diquark,” bound state at a
mass m, if

2 A2 2 /.\1/2
am (1 — 4m?/s) -
2712 Jamz  s—my ds=1. )

These equations are obtained by summing over all
bubble chains and identifying the sum, near its
pole, with the corresponding bound state (Fig. 3).
The vector and axial-vector interactions were ob-
tained from the scalar and pseudoscalar interac-
tions by using Fierz transformations which guaran-
tee that all the bubbles are free of Dirac indices
coming from the propagators (the two propagators
of a bubble are contracted with each other at the
two ends of the bubble, and never with the propa-
gators of neighbor bubbles). Using the factoriza-
tion theorem (Appendix A) we see that each term
is the simple product of the bubbles in it, all bub-
bles in a chain having the same value. The theory
considered by NJL possesses chiral symmetry
from which they conclude that mp =0 and all other
masses are determined from this condition. In -
our theory, however, the total Hamiltonian is not
necessarily chiral-invariant and there is no reason
to fix mp or any other mass a priovi.

When the integrals in Egs. (2) to (6) are worked
out, they are functions of the- dimensionless param-
eters, 4n%/gA?, 2m/A, mg/A, mp/A, m,/A,
my/A, and mp/A. When we compute explicitly the
integrals (2) to (6) as functions of the above param-
eters and try to satisfy Eqgs. (2) to (6) with different
values for the parameters, it becomes clear that

V

FIG. 3. The quark-antiquark bound-state condition in

the ladder approximation for a 4-fermion point interaction.

there is no set of values of those parameters for
which all five equations are satisfied. In particular,
for 2m/A <1072 there is a set of values for
47%/gA%, and mg/A, for which (3) is satisfied but
(4), (5), (6), and (7) are not. Thus, if for simplic-
ity we impose the existence of a finite-mass scalar
meson and 2m /A <1072, then we will have no pseu-
doscalar, vector, axial-vector mesons, or a qq
bound state. The above results were obtained
through a numerical analysis of Egs. (2) to (6) done
on a computer.

In the same way as NJL, we then define the “phe-
nomenological” coupling constant g;, ¢ between the
quarks and the scalar meson as the residue at the
pole of the scattering amplitude:

Saus” =27 [fAz (s = 4m?)(1 - 4m?/s)M? ds]_l
47 4am2 (S —m 32)2

M

M. THE g4 BOUND STATE

Having established in Sec. II that ¢4 bind into a
scalar meson and that there are no gq bound states,
we can approximate the gqq scattering by a quark-
meson scattering.  The scattering amplitude of ¢S
in the ladder approximation is graphiecally illus-
trated in Fig. 4 and leads to a rather complicated
Bethe-Salpeter equation. Instead of trying to solve
this equation exactly, we will limit ourselves in
this paper to a preliminary study of its properties.
In particular, we will consider a simple equation
obtained from Fig. 3 after each of the exchanged-
quark’s propagators has been replaced by 1/m.

An intuitive, though by no means rigorous, justifi-
cation of this prescription is that if the mass of
the quark is as high as suggested by experimental
evidence (and by this model as we shall see), it
might be permissible to neglect the exchanged mo-
mentum with respect to the quark mass. The con-
dition that a quark and a meson bind into a quark
is then illustrated by Fig. 5, where the ¢SS cou-
pling constant is given by

~

1
~

-

FIG. 4. The quark-meson scattering amplitude
in the ladder approximation.
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&uass = &as /M ®)
where g,;¢ was defined in Sec. I
If we call A(p) the sum at the left-hand side of
Fig. 5 and B(p) the analytic expression of the ¢S
bubble with g,-¢¢ attached to one end of the bubble,
A(p) is given by

[1 —B(P)][A(P) "'gchss] =ngSSB(p)' 9)
For p*=m?, B(p) can be written as

B(p)=($+m)I1(p) (10)
and

. — gq&' . pq (S)

rp=Bissf | e Das, (1)

where p,s(s) is given by (see, e.g., Nishijima,
Ref. 3),

Pus(s)=s7{s = m =m)*1V%[s - (m +m)*]/?
(12)

and A’ is a cutoff parameter related to A by the
consistency requirement. Since any power of B(p)
will be proportional to #+m, we can write A(p) as

A(p)=(B+m)K(p). (13)

The condition that qgq bind to give a quark is that
near p* =m? we have

A(PP=m®) = g 2 (B+m)/(p? —m?). (14)

 For p*~m?®, g5 Can be neglected with respect to
A(p) and the bound-state condition becomes

2mI(p* =m?) =1 (15)
with a new expression for g,;:

Sas -9 f’\z Pas(s) - "

4q [ (mimg 2 (s —m %) ds| - (16)

We now require that the “new” value of g,-; agree

/
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FIG. 5. The quark-meson bound-state condition
in the static limit of the ladder approximation.
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FIG. 6. The three-quark scattering amplitude
in the ladder approximation.

with the previous one (this condition will relate
the cutoff A’ to the previous cutoff A) while the ¢S
bound-state condition is satisfied. We thus get
two new relations involving the parameters m/A
and mg/A. A numerical analysis of Egs. (2), (7),
(8), (15), and (16) determines the values of the pa-

‘rameters to be

m/A=10"%, 1.1X107°<mgs/m <1.1x10-%,
gm?=0.25x107°, g . 2~2.37,
A/A'=0.9x107%,

We verify that for these values there is indeed
only a scalar ¢q bound state and no gq bound state.
The numbers thus obtained are quite reasonable,
but are too crude for detailed comparison with ex-
perimental data because of our approximate treat-
ment of the Bethe-Salpeter equation.

IV. THE gqq BOUND STATE

For the gqq scattering we consider the ladder
approximation illustrated by Fig. 6. As in Sec. III
we restrict ourselves to the study of the simpler
graphs obtained from Fig. 6 by replacing the ex-
changed-quark’s propagators by 1/m, thus reduc-
ing Fig. 6 to Fig. 7 where the effective 6-fermion
coupling constant G is given by

G=g%/m. 17

FIG. 7. The static limit of Fig. 6.
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In order to satisfy Eq. (2) for A~ we must have
g~1/A% as A~ =, and in order to satisfy (15) we
must have m - A’ (or A) as A’ -~ (which is consis-
tent with the idea of a heavy quark). Therefore,
Eq. (17) implies that G—-1/A% as A -,

The sum @ of the bubble chains for three quarks
(Fig. 7) is given schematically by (see Appendix B)

(1-®)a-31G)=316G, (18)

where ® is a tensor with six spinor indices repre-
senting the three-quark bubble and has the form

®%8Y =3(2n) 712Gl B
X {mz(m 5{ glﬁ 316;1} + ﬁ{ Zrﬁ gaﬁz'}) Il
+ [m 6{ gr('}’“) Bl(’y“)’;’} + #{ g'('y”) g’(‘yu);’}] 12},
(19)
where the brackets denote symmetrization over
the primed indices. I, and I, are given in Appendix
B. G is given by
G3nY =6[85070] +85(rs) (a1, (20)

where G is the 6-f.p.i. induced by the 4-f.p.i.
Since the bubble ® is made out of three quarks, it
has spin-3 and spin-$ components, and so will the
sum @ and we can write

®B=@ (12 L gO/2)

G=q%2 4 q®2)

len

&(3/2) , 6(1/2)

where ® ¢/%?, , and @®?’ are the
spin-3 and spin-$ components of & and @, respec-
tively. Therefore, Eq. (18) can be decomposed
into

(1 _&(1/2))((1(1/2)_3!E)=3!E&(L/2)’ (Zla)

(1=-®C2)(a®2) _31G) =31GRS/2), (21b)

Consider now the condition that three quarks in a
spin-} state are bound into a baryon N of mass M
and three quarks in a spin-$ state are bound into
a baryon N* of mass M*, and those baryons inter-
act phenomenologically with the quarks according
to

GNqaC“BquyNV +H.c. (22)
and
GN*‘Ia(C')/p)anﬁqy(Nﬁ)y+H.C. (23)

with symmetrization over spinor indices. C is the
charge-conjugation matrix, ¢, is the quark field,
N, is the spin-3 baryon field, and N}, is the
Rarita-Schwinger field for the spin-3 baryon. G,
and Gy* are effective coupling constants to be de-
termined. With these conditions, we can replace
@®? and @“'?’ near p®=M? and p*=M**, respec-
tively, by

(@ V2287 (p? ~M?) =G 2CE[($+M)/(p* -MP)|E(CY , (24)
M* 20,0,  By,=Dyv,\18 R
(G @/2 ))%%Z( pz =M*2) = GN*Z(CY,, )%Ifil—M—*z(g“” ";‘Yp‘)’v"' 31‘;*2 + [ e B ):’ " [(C')/u) ]Z ’ (25)

and we can neglect the term G 3! with respect to @“/2’ and @ /2’ near p*=M? and (M*)?, respectively. In
order to obtain ®*/?’, we use (M +#)/2M to project the N state out of . Since we know that only the term
proportional to I, will contribute to the spin-3 state, we get

(®A/2)aBY = 3(21) " 2m*1,GFE Y eal (m +M) 8676 + (1 +m /M 07 6¢
~ 327 2m2 LGP Y m /M) MG 6 15 + AT 575 (26)

where we assumed M/m~0. ®®/? will be given by
® -®%?), Inserting (24) and (26) in (21a), for
p®~M?, we see that the left-hand side has a pole at
p® =M? that must be balanced by a zero at p?=M2:

(B+M)[1 = (21)"218m>I,( p* = M?)G] =0 27
or
G~[I(p*=Mm®] ~A ™% (28)

which is implied by the ¢g and ¢S bound-state con-
dition as shown in the beginning of this section.
Therefore, the condition for three quarks in a
spin-% state to have a bound state with a finite
mass M to be determined from (27) can be satis-

I

fied. Simply by looking at the dimensions of the
terms in Eqs. (21a), (21b), and (25) we see that
the bound-state condition for three quarks in a
spin-% state reduces also to G~A"5, while the pre-
cise equation will be quite complicated and will de-
pend on M*. It is not necessary for our purpose

to write down this equation since we are not inter-
ested in the explicit value of M* but merely in its
existence. We only argue here that our model has
spin-% and spin-$ gqq bound states, but all we
might be able to compute is M/A", M*/A"’,
GyA’"?, and GyxA’"?. Here A'’ is the cutoff param-
eter in the integrals I, and I,. Thus, we are not
able to compute M or M* but only M/M*, G M?,
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and GyxM?. Elaborate numerical calculations
might allow us to determine those quantities. But
even if our approximations are well justified (up
to, e.g., 1%), the tremendous mass of the quark
can imply an error of several times the mass of
the bound states in the computed masses M and M*
and render these values meaningless. Therefore,
we do not undertake any numerical calculations
here.

Gy and Gy can be determined from the residues
at the poles of Eqgs. (21a) and (21b), respectively.

V. SU(@3)
A. The Additive Quark Model

When we generalize our model to include three
distinguishable quarks (but degenerate in mass)
we have to rewrite the basic 4-f.p.i. in such a way
that any pair ¢,4; (¢,j=1, 2, 3) will be bound. For
simplicity we will discuss here only the ggqg term
of the interaction. (The same discussion will ap-
ply trivially to the §v;qqy;q term.) In the present
discussion g represents

qy
9z )
e

where each ¢; (i =1,2,3) is a Dirac spinor. If the
interaction is given by

£:99499 += g : (§:9:9,9, + 4242929> + Ts959595

+2G,¢,0202 + 219,095 + 20292Gs45) * >

it can be seen that the bound -state condition of
d;q; in our approximation is 2gJ(p?= p?) =1 for

i#j or 8gJ(p*=pu?)=1 for i = j, where J(p?) is the
analytic expression of the ¢,q; bubble, p is the
total momentum, and p is the mass of the bound
state. The factors 2 and 8 come from the different
contractions prescribed by Wick’s theorem and
from the conservation of isospin and hypercharge.
(E.g., only ¢,7, bubbles contribute to ¢,7, scatter -
ing, but ¢,q,, 9.9,, and q,7, bubbles contribute to
q,9, scattering.) Notice that in this section we do
not prove that our model implies SU(3), but we
simply show that our formalism can be generalized
to include SU(3).

We see that with a simple generalization of the
basic 4-f.p.i. it is impossible to have ¢,7; bound
states both for 7=j and i #§j . In order to have the
same bound -state condition for the case 7 = j and
for the case i#j, we must choose as our basic in-
teraction

£:[799q - 3(@As9TN4q +TAaTA)): (29)

where A; and A, are given by

100 1 0 o0
A=[0-1 0 ,A8=7—:1;—0—1 o].
000 0 0 2

With this interaction the bound -state condition for
G4, is 4gJ (p®= u®) =1, whether i=j or i +j, thus
we can choose (29) (plus its pseudoscalar counter -
part) as our basic interaction, and all the results
previously obtained for a single quark will remain
valid. We notice that (29) commutes with A, and
A4, therefore the isospin and hypercharge will be
conserved as expected. Therefore, the SU(3) quan-
tum numbers of a bound state of quarks will be the
sum of the SU(3) quantum numbers of the compos -
ing quarks. We thus see that the present generali-
zation of our formalism is compatible with the ad-
ditive quark model.

B. The Cutkosky Relations

We will examine the quark-meson bound -state
condition in the ladder approximation, assuming .
that we have three distinguishable quarks of the
same mass m.* Before reducing the relevant
graphs into bubble chains according to the pre-
scription of Sec. III, we will stop the reduction
process at the ladder level and only later will we
replace the exchanged quark propagators by 1/m.
In the ladder approximation, the bound-state con-
dition is given by the Bethe -Salpeter equation:

g%=§gﬁg?igfjfszsk%, (30)
k

which is illustrated by Fig. 8.

In (30) S, represents the corresponding quark
propagator, Az the meson propagator. The inte-
gration is over internal momentum. gf; are the
qq . coupling constants which are obtained from
the ¢qq bound -state condition. The indices i, j, &
and / are quark indices and take the values 1, 2,
and 3; o and B are meson indices and take the
values 1-8or 1,

Lurié and Macfarlane® have shown that a theory
with a 4 -fermion point interaction in which qg
bind into a meson is equivalent to a Yukawa theory
in which the renormalization constant for the me-
son propagator is zero. Kaus and Zachariasen®
have shown that in this case we have

I (W2 gs g8 =008, (31)
ij

b

FIG. 8. The quark-meson bound-state condition
(Bethe-Salpeter equation) in the ladder approximation.
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where

T =500, (2)
and J(p?) is the ¢7 bubble. We reserve to a forth-
coming publication the discussion of the validity
and the significance of all Z =0 conditions in our
model.

Equations (30) and (31) are precisely the Cut-
kosky* relations which imply that g, are propor-
tional to the structure constants of SU(3).

C. The Exclusion of Exotic Quarks

Let us consider again the gu bound -state condi-
tion in the ladder approximation. Consider first
the scattering amplitude of ® (where @ is the “pro-
ton” quark) and 7°. At each ¢ exchange in the lad-
der approximation we have the two possibilities
illustrated by Figs. 9 and 10, where ¢ is the “neu-
tron” quark. '

From Fig. 9 we see that the effective ®@n°n°
coupling constant in the ladder approximation,
where the exchanged g propagators have been re-
placed by 1/m, is given by g,5,0%/m =g%/2m,
where g .is the @9Nr* coupling constant. Also from
Fig. 10 we see that the Pour*n® coupling constant is
& Fon+8rpyo/m=82/mV2. Therefore, the sum of
7% bubble chains will be

G'/[1 =G'J,,(p?)], (33)
where
G'=3*(1+V2)/2m (34)

and J,,(p? is the analytic expression of the quark-
meson bubble. The bound -state condition will be

[+ V2)/2m) T, (p* =m?) =1. (35)

In the same way we can see that the 97° bound -
state condition is precisely Eq. (35). Consider now
the ®7 - scattering amplitude. It is easily seen
that at the first ®7 - interaction the system will
transform into 9tr®. Since 917° has a bound state,
so will ®7 -, but with a different residue at the
pole. All the gp bound states considered so far
are regular quarks. Consider now the ®7* scat-
tering amplitude. It is easily seen that the only
interaction which will contribute is the one illus -

® e
B ——
N
________ I —
we ®

FIG. 9. The effective Pt coupling constant.

5
® L
—— g, e =
B
________ S —
m™° N

FIG. 10. The effective S ®r*r? coupling constant,

trated by Fig. 11 which determines the #®7*1r~ cou-
pling constant to be g2/m. The ®7* bound ~state
condition is thus

(&2/m) ,(p?=m?) =1. (36)

But since (35) is satisfied, (36) cannot be satisfied
and we cannot have any ®7* bound state. An iden-
tical argument goes for all systems with exotic
quark quantum numbers. It is also seen from (36)
that the ®n° interaction is stronger by a factor of
(1+V2)/2 than the ®7* interaction, explaining why
®7" is not a bound state. It can be argued that the
above argument is incorrect since (36) might be
satisfied if the mass of the ®7* bound state is dif -
ferent from m (the regular quark mass). However,
since the ®7* coupling is weaker then the ®n° cou-
pling, ®7* cannot be bound stronger than ®7°.
Therefore, if a ®7* bound state exists, it is heav-
ier than the quark. However, if ®7* can form a
true bound state, the mass of the bound state
should be less then the sum of the rest masses of
@ and ¥, i.e., less then m (1 +1075) (see Sec. IM).
Obviously, it is very unlikely that a decrease of

Z in Eq. (36) by 0.176g will cause an increase of
m, in the same equation, of only 10 ®mnm, We there-
fore conclude that there are no stable exotic quarks
in the bubble -chain approximation, but there is a
possibility of having highly unstable exotic quark
resonances. In what follows we will ignore those
possible resonances.

D. Exclusion of Exotic Baryons

So far we have avoided the question of possible
bound states of four and five quarks. In principle,
we can write a Bethe -Salpeter equation for the
scattering amplitude of four quarks, in some gen-
eralized ladder approximation, using our initial
4-f.p.i. and investigate under what conditions poles

@ m

™ ®

FIG. 11. The effective ®Pr*r~ coupling constant.
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develop in this scattering amplitude. This pro-
gram, however, is too difficult to be considered
seriously., We can instead try an easy explanation
for the absence of four-quark bound states: As-
sume that the quarks obey an exclusion principle
which forbids four quarks (or antiquarks) to pro-
pagate through the same point in space-time. Be-
cause the interactions between quarks (except for
meson exchanges which we neglect here) have very
short range in our theory, four quarks simply can-
not interact. This “explanation” for the absence of
four -quark bound states is of course more a re-
statement of the fact rather than the answer to the
question. However, this assumption, in our for-
malism, will have the extra benefit of explaining
the absence of exotic baryons. Indeed, as we have
no exotic quarks in our formalism, the only way
to produce exotic [e.g., in the 10 and 27 represen-
tations of SU(3)] baryons is to consider at least
four quarks and one antiquark. It is easily seen,
using the new exclusion principle, that the only
acceptable graphs for gqqqq will be a nucleon
(nonexotic) and a meson (nonexotic) propagating
without interacting; or, if the appropriate quarks
are available, three quarks (nonexotic) which will
bind into a nonexotic baryon.

A similar argument holds for mesons. The only
possibility to create exotic mesons is to start with
two g7 pairs. We then see that in the bubble-
chain approximation we can have either two nonin-
teracting mesons (nonexotic) or ¢ and § which will
combine into one nonexotic meson.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS

Traditionally, particles are divided into two
classes: elementary and composite. In bootstrap
theories, however, democracy is installed among
the particles and all are composite. The theories
based on quarks take a slightly different view: All
observable particles are composite of quarks, but
quarks form an aristocracy of truly elementary
particles, thereby breaking the democracy. Our
point of view is of partially conserved democracy:
All particles are composite, including quarks; the
quarks, however, conserve some of their aristo-
cratic character since they are made only out of
themselves and do not depend on other particles
for their existence. All other particles are made
out of quarks. Those particles can still be di-
vided into two classes: those which are “essen-
tially” bound states of quarks (lowest-lying bound
states, like those discussed in this note), and
those which can be considered as bound states of
other observable particles (e.g., a vector meson
might be composed of two spin-zero mesons). The
rule of partially conserved democracy can thus be

stated: “All particles are composite, some more,
and some less.” The advantage of this theory is
that it contains the other three as different descrip-
tions, with different points of emphasis, of the
same situation. Indeed, it accepts the bootstrap-
type philosophy that all particles are composite,

it contains the original quark idea since all ob-
servable particles are made out of quarks (in our
case, this is true, even for the quarks), and it
should allow a phenomenological description where
some particles can be considered as composed of
some other observable particles. We emphasize
however, that even though all particles are com-
posite in our model, this is not a real bootstrap
because not all parameters are determined by the
self -consistency condition; e.g., the strength (g)
of the initial 4-f.p.i. is a free parameter which we
adjusted arbitrarily to ensure that g7 bind into a
scalar meson with no other ¢g nor gq bound states.
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APPENDIX A: THE FACTORIZATION THEOREM

Consider a 2r -fermion point-interaction Hamil -
tonian. (For our purpose the cases 22=4 and 6
are sufficient, but we prefer to state the theorem
in a more general form.) Consider a Feynman
graph in momentum space, due to this interaction,
which has a simple vertex such that if we cut the
graph at this simple vertex, then the graph falls
apart into two disconnected graphs. We will call
those disconnected graphs A and B (see Fig. 12).

FIG. 12. A Feynman graph in momentum space with a
factorizable vertex. The black boxes represent arbitrary
Feynman graphs.
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Then the factorization theorem tells us the follow-
ing: (1) The analytic expression in momentum
space of the above -considered graph will be the
algebraic product of the analytic expressions of

the two graphs A and B. By algebraic product we
mean that if in the original graph ! fermion pro-
pagators from A are contracted (through their Di-
rac indices) with ! fermion propagators from B at
the considered point, then the product of A and B
will consist of / contractions over Dirac indices.
(2) Each of the two graphs A and B will be indepen-
dent of the relative momenta of the fermion pro-
pagators of the other graph. To prove this theorem
we use the notation and conventions of Bjorken and
Drell.” We consider the most general graph that
satisfies the conditions stated above (Fig. 12)
where external as well as internal fermion lines
are connected at the considered vertex. We notice

that a graph which satisfies the topological condi -
tions of this theorem in momentum space also
satisfies them in coordinate space (but the factori-
zation holds for momentum space only). We will
write the analytic expression corresponding to Fig.
12 in coordinate space; then we will make a Fourier
transformation into momentum space and show that
the result agrees with the theorem. The analytic
expression of Fig. 12 will include an integral over z
(which is the considered simple vertex), The func-
tions of z in the integral are the following: (a)
From each external line such as x,z we get (after
applying the appropriate Dirac operator)

n/E,)22n)% %u (py, s,)et 1?15 (z —x,).

Because we also integrate over x;, %,,..., %,, ¥,
eees ¥, from all external lines we will get

(m’”+k/E1 .o 'EmE{ .e _E’;)1/2(27T)-3(m+k)/2u(p1 , 31)"’ .u(pm’ sm)
XU(py, 1) * u(pp, Sp) expliz(py+ oo +p, =pf =+ =pp)] .

(b) From every internal line such as x,z we get a factor ¢S,(z —x,). When we write each Sp(z —x;) as a
Fourier transformation of S(g;) we get (from internal and external lines)

i2n—m-lz(2ﬂ.)"3(m+k)/Zm(m+k)/2(E1. . 'EmE{‘ . 'Ek’) -.'l./zu(pl , 31)' . 'u(Pm, sm)ﬁ(P{ , S{)' . 'ZT(P,; , Sk,)

X [ day- Ay ydz @Y Pexpliz (py + 45 =+« = H)]eXDI-id1 (2 = 5pa)] XD ~05le ~Toig)] o+

X eXP[ ~1q 5y (¥ —2)15(@1)S@2) * * SWap 1 =) -

Integration over z gives

m k n=m 2n =m =k
(2 - p i R a- T a).

i=np-m+1

If the time axis in Fig. 12 is horizontal, then conservation of total 4-momentum implies that the sum of
4-momenta carried by fermion lines connected to the point z of graph A is equal to the sum of 4-momenta
carried by fermion lines connected to the point z of the graph B and is equal to the total 4-momentum of the
system. (I the time axis in Fig. 12 is not horizontal, the proof of the theorem for arbitrary » becomes
quite complicated and will not be given here.) Thus, for the special case that we consider in this proof
(notice that whenever we use this theorem in this paper, the special situation considered for the proof is

indeed satisfied) we have

6(py+-- PGyttt Gy =D i1 )0 (Dy H o ""p;'a“'q”-mﬂ L P, ‘pmm) .

This can be obtained by performing all the integrations corresponding to the considered graph (including
whatever might be inside the black boxes of Fig. 12) and using the & function that we got from the integra -
tion over z. Thus we see that the integrand of the integrals over the ¢’s is the product of a function of ¢,
to ¢,_, and a function of ¢, _,,, to ¢,,_, ., and hence the integration factorizes. It is easily seen that the
first (second) factor corresponds to integration over the internal momenta of graph A (B). Notice that the
contributions from the external lines already appear as simple factors in front of the integral. Now it re-
mains to show that the numerical factors attached to the graph also factorize.

Each Feynman graph of order » contains a factor (»!)™. This factor results from the conversion of »
time- ordered (convolution) integrals into » regular integrals. When the time-ordered integral over » var -
iables breaks into two time-ordered integrals over 2 and »-% variables (we have just shown that it does),
(1) is simply replaced by (¢!)[(»-£)!]™ when we go over to regular integrals. Therefore, for the
“bubble chain” every bubble will contribute a factor 1/2! So, a chain of % bubbles will have a factor (21)™
and not 1/(z +1)! (2 +1 is the order in the coupling constant of the considered contribution). The symmetry
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factor resulting from counting all possible contractions at a vertex in a bubble chain is #! at each vertex
if we have a 2» point interaction. X we factor out of the series n! then every bubble will contribute one
factor n!. We finally notice that the theorem can be generalized to point interaction by any number of

fermions and mesons.

APPENDIX B

The three-quark bubble is given by

| dotm \* [ do+m \® [ do+m \?
®51(p)=3GE T }f (_2'_1r—)""2'd4q‘d4‘1'2‘14‘7“‘64((1l ++ 4= P) (qlg -m? ){5' (q "2—m2>n' (qszL—m'%e }

2

=3G 1§ e Hm2mdfy 65,61y +B(§ 65600 +[mbiG () 5 (v )y + B3 ()5 (1)l 1 1} 2m) 22

where { } means symmetrization of the indices inside.

= f d'q,d*q,d*q;5"(q, + g, + g5 —p)
17 (g2 -m® +ie)(q,? -m? +ie)(q2 —m? +ie) ’

. zf d*q,d*q,d*q,0%(g,+ 45+ 45 — )9, -G,
2 (412 -m? +i€)(q22 -m? +ie)(q32 -m®+ie)

The sum of the bubble chains is defined by

a(P)ESL=CE8Y +[®R(PYFEYen + B(P)N n B(PYE BV} 4 ]G5 e

{6' nlel}

which gives

(856867 ~ AR 4y [@(ANG 2 7Y - Tl B T =@ (p)EE 5 TR 27
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