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In this work, we study the spin and flavor dependent SU(6) violations
in the strange and nonstrange baryons spectrum using a simple approach
based on the Giirsey Radicati mass formula (GR). The average energy value
of each SU(6) multiplet is described using the SU(6) invariant interaction
given by a hypercentral potential. In this paper the hypercentral poten-
tial is regarded as a combination of the Coulombic-like term plus a linear
confining term and we have added the harmonic oscillator potential. In
fact, we have built up a potential scheme for the internal baryon structure
which has three-body forces among three quarks. The results of our model
(the combination of our proposed hypercentral Potential and generalized
GR mass formula to description of the spectrum) show that the strange
and nonstrange baryons spectrum are, in general, fairly well reproduced.
The overall good description of the spectrum which we obtain shows that
our model can also be used to give a fair description of the energies of
the excited multiplets at least up to 2 GeV and negative-parity resonance.
Moreover, we have shown that our model reproduces the position of the
Roper resonances of the nucleon.
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1. Introduction

Constituent Quark Models (CQMs) have been recently widely applied
to the description of baryon properties [1, 2,3, 4] and most attention has
been devoted to the spectrum [5,6,7]. The baryon spectrum is usually
described well, although the various models are quite different. Common
to these models is the fact that the three quark interaction can be divided
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in two parts: the first one, containing the confinement interaction, is spin
and flavor independent which is therefore SU(6) invariant, while the second
violates the SU(6) symmetry [8,9,10]. One of the most popular ways to
violate the SU(6) invariance was the introduction of a hyperfine (spin—spin)
interaction [11,12], however in many studies a spin and isospin [, 13, 14]
or a spin and flavor dependent interaction [1,13] has been considered. It is
well known that the Giirsey Radicati mass formula [15] describes quite well
the way SU(6) symmetry is broken, at least in the lower part of the baryon
spectrum. In this paper we applied the generalized Giirsey Radicati (GR)
mass formula which is presented by Giannini et al. [16] to obtain the best
description of the strange and nonstrange baryons spectrum. The model we
used is a simple CQM, where the SU(6) invariant part of the Hamiltonian is
the same as in the hypercentral Constituent Quark Model (hCQM) [17, 18]
and where the SU(6) symmetry is broken by a generalized GR mass formula.
The main point in our model is that not only the confining potential is
characterized by the presence of a long range confinement part but also by
a short-range potential, which is a Coulombic one, depending on the color
charge.

In Sec. 2 we briefly remind the hypercentral Constituent Quark Model
and introduce the interaction potentials between three quark in baryons. In
Sec. 3 we present the exact solution of the radial Schréodinger equation for
our proposed potential. In Sec. 4, in order to describe the splitting within
the SU(6) multiplets, we introduce the Giirsey Radicati mass formula and
generalized GR mass formula in the hCQM, then we give the results obtained
by fitting the generalized GR mass formula parameters to the strange and
nonstrange baryons energies and we compare the spectrum with the exper-
imental data. Finally, in Sec. 5 there are some discussions and conclusions.

2. The hypercentral potential

We consider baryons as bound states of three quarks. After removing
the center of mass coordinate R, the internal quark motion is described by
the Jacobi coordinates, p and A:

I R N -
P:ﬁ(ﬁ—m), )\:%(7’1—1-7“2—27”3) (1)
or, equivalently, p, £2,, A, £2). Such that
2mimo 3m3(m1 + 7TL2)
m, = ———, my = . (2)
mi + ma 2(mqy + mg + ms3)

Here mq, mo and mg are the constituent quark masses.
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In order to describe three-quark dynamics, it is convenient to introduce
the hyperspherical coordinates, which are obtained by substituting the ab-
solute values p and A by:

x=/p?+ N2, ¢ = arctan (g) , (3)

where z is the hyperradius and £ the hyperangle. The quark dynamics has
a dominant SU(6) invariant part, which accounts for the average multiplet
energies. In the Hypercentral Constituent Quark Model it is assumed to be
given by the hypercentral potential. The potentials could be of any confining
form (e.g. linear, log, power law, etc.). In many practical applications a
harmonic oscillator potential produces spectra not much different from those
found from potentials such as Coulombic plus linear [6,19]. Since harmonic
oscillator (h.o.) models have nice mathematical properties, they have often
been employed as the confining potential. Isgur and Karl [6] have used such
two-body confinement. On the other side, the Coulombic term alone is not
sufficient because it would allow free quarks to ionize from the system. In
our model there are three hypercentral interacting potentials. First, the
six-dimensional hyper-Coulomb potential [20] which is attractive for small
separations

Viye(z) = —127* (4)

while at large separations a hyper-linear term gives rise to quark confine-
ment [13]:
Veon(z) = k. (5)

From Egs. (4) and (5), the interaction potential can be taken as Coulomb
term plus confining term (kx — ) as suggested by the lattice QCD calcu-
lations |6, 19]. In this paper, we have added the six dimensions harmonic
oscillator potential, which has a two-body character, and turns out to be
exactly hypercentral since

i=3
Vho. = Z %k(rl — rj)Q = %ka = nz?. (6)
1<j
Here, the interaction potential is assumed as follows (from Eqgs. (4)—(6))

V(z)=n2® + ke — 2!, (7)

where 7, k and 7 are constants. The quark potential V', is supposed to
depend on the hyperradius = only, that is to be hypercentral. Therefore,
V = V(x) is in general a three-body potential, since the hyperradius z
depends on the coordinates of all three quarks. This potential has interesting
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properties since it can be solved analytically, with a good correspondence
to physical results. First, we have solved the Schréodinger equation exactly
and find eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the potential then by using the
generalized GR mass formula we can try to find the baryons spectrum.

3. Exact analytical solution of the Schrodinger radial equation
for the hypercentral potential

For hypercentral potentials, the Schréodinger equation, in the hyperspher-
ical coordinates, is simply reduced to a single hyperradial equation, while
the angular and hyperangular parts of the 3¢g-states are the known hyper-
spherical harmonics [21].

Therefore, the Hamiltonian will be

Pz p2
H=_f 4+
5 + oy +V(x) ()
and the hyperradial wave function 1, () is determined by the hypercentral

Schrédinger equation

2
< @ 5d W) Yo (2) = —2m[E — V(@) [thr(z),  (9)

dz? ' xdx x

where v is the grand angular quantum number and given by v = 2n+1,+1,,
n=0,1,...; 1, and [, are the angular momenta associated with the 5 and A
variables and v denotes the number of nodes of the space three-quark wave
functions. In equation (9) m is the reduced mass [22] which is defined as

2

m = e (10)

mp + My
Now, we want to solve the hyperradial Schrédinger equation for the three-
body potential interaction (7). The transformation

_s
Yuy(2) = 272005 (1) (11)
reduces Eq. (9) to the form

’ (27 +3)(2y+5
Py (@) + s—nle—m1w+;—(7 4)95(27 Neow@=0. @2

The hyperradial wave function ¢, (z) is a solution of the reduced Schrédinger
equation for each of the three identical particles with the mass m and inter-
acting potential (7), where

e =2mkE, m =2mn, K1 = 2mk, T = 2mT. (13)
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We suppose the following form for the wave function

Qo (1) = h(z)ed® . (14)
Now, for the functions h(x) and g(z) we make use of the ansatz [23,24,25]:
f[(:z—a;’) v=12...n,

1=
1 v=20,
g(z) = —3az® —Br+dlnx, (15)

where o and [ are positive. From Eq. (14) we obtain

¢ ) = (6" ) + g0+ IRy g

Comparing Egs. (12) and (16), it can be found that

_ 29+ 3)(2v+5
ma? + Kz —Tz 1+( gl 4);27 )—5

_ B (z) + 24 (z)R (z)

o e @) ). (1)

By substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (17) we obtained the following equation

et ma? + Rzt + (27 4+ 3)(27 +5)
422
285 506 —1)

= a?6% — 200z — a(l +26) + 32 — — + . (18)

T2

By equating the corresponding powers of = on both sides of Eq. (18), we can
obtain

= = :2 = =
«Q Vi, ﬁ 2\/77—1> 1 /867 4 ’7+2>
§ = —y—3, e=a(l+20) - 3. (19)
Since 1 = *5~, we have:
2
a=+/2mn=mw, 5:E:£ (20)

w  (2y+5)°

We have taken ¢ from Eq. (19) as § = v+ 5/2 for the well behaved solution
at the origin and infinity. By this selection and from Eqgs. (13) and (19), we
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can find a restriction on the coefficient of potential parameters x and 7 as
follows

T:é%@+gy (21)

The energy eigenvalues for the mode v = 0 and grand angular momentum
v from Egs. (13) and (19) are given as follows

2mr2

(2y+5)%

By using Eq. (19) for o and 3, then from Egs. (14), (15) and (19), the
ground state normalized eigenfunctions are given as

E()7 = (2’}/ + 6)% - (22)

5 mw 2mr
= N.r~ 2 = N.x7 et . 23
Yoy ET 200y N exp( 5 x (274_5)1') (23)

In a similar manner we can continue for other modes (v =1,2,3,...).

4. Mass spectrum of baryons resonances and the Giirsey Radicati
mass formula

The description of the strange and nonstrange baryons spectrum ob-
tained by the hypercentral Constituent Quark Model (hCQM) [11] is fairly
good and comparable to the results of other approaches, but in some cases
the splitting within the various SU(6) multiplets are too low and not all
adequately described by the hyperfine interaction. This is particularly true
for the Roper resonances. The preceding results |14, 17,26] show that both
spin and isospin dependent terms in the quark Hamiltonian are important.
Description of the splitting within the SU(6) baryon multiplets is provided
by the Giirsey Radicati mass formula [15]

M = My+CS(S+1)+ DY + E[T(T +1) — 1v?] , (24)

where My is the average energy value of the SU(6) multiplet, S is the total
spin, Y is the hypercharge and T is the total isospin of the baryon. Eq. (24)
can be rewritten in terms of Casimir operators in the following way

M = My + CCy[SUs(2)] + DC1[Uy (1))
+E [C[SU(2)] = 3(Ci[Uy ()] (25)

where C2[SUg(2)] and C3[SU[(2)] are the SU(2) (quadratic) Casimir oper-
ators for spin and isospin, respectively, and C;[Uy(1)] is the Casimir for
the U(1) subgroup generated by the hypercharge Y. This mass formula has



Spectrum of Strange and Nonstrange Baryons by Using Generalized ... 1253

been tested to be successful in the description of the ground state baryon
masses, however, as stated by the authors themselves, Eq. (25) is not the
most general mass formula that can be written on the basis of a broken
SU(6) symmetry.

In order to generalize Eq. (25), Giannini et al. considered a dynamical
spin-flavor symmetry SUgr(6) [16] and described the SUgr(6) symmetry
breaking mechanism by generalizing Eq. (25) as

M = My+ AC;[SUsr(6)] + BC2[SUR(3)] + CCa[SUs(2)]
+DC1[Uy (1)] + E [C2[SUr(2)] - 3(C1[Uy (1)])?] - (26)

In Eq. (26) The spin term represents spin—spin interactions, the flavor term
denotes the flavor dependence of the interactions, and the SUgp(6) term
depends on the permutation symmetry of the wave functions, represents
signature-dependent interactions. The signature-dependent (or exchange)
interactions were extensively investigated years ago within the framework of
Regge theory [27]|. The last two terms represent the isospin and hypercharge
dependence of the masses.

The generalized Giirsey Radicati mass formula Eq. (25) can be used to
describe the strange and nonstrange baryons spectrum, provided that two
conditions are fulfilled. The first condition is the feasibility of using the same
splitting coefficients for different SU(6) multiplets. This seems actually to
be the case, as shown by the algebraic approach to the baryon spectrum,
where a formula similar to Eq. (25) has been applied. The second condition
is given by the feasibility of getting reliable values for the unperturbed mass
values My [16]. For this goal we regarded the SU(6) invariant part of the
hCQM, which provides a good description of the baryons spectrum and
used the Giirsey Radicati inspired SU(6) breaking interaction to describe
the splitting within each SU(6) multiplet.

Therefore, the nonstrange baryons masses are obtained by three quark
masses and the eigenenergies (E,) of the radial Schrédinger equation with
the expectation values of Hqor as follows

M = 3mq + Eu'y + <HGR> 5 (27)

where m, is the constituent quarks mass. It must be noticed that, in order to
simplify the solving procedure, the constituent quarks masses are assumed
to be the same for all the quark flavors (m, = mq = ms = my). Therefore,
within this approximation, the SU(3) symmetry is only broken dynamically
by the spin and flavor dependent terms in the Hamiltonian. In previous sec-
tion we determined eigenenergies (E,) by exact solution of the Schrédinger
radial equation for the hypercentral Potential (7). In the above equation
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Hgr is in the following form

Har = ACQ[SUSF(G)] + BCQ[SUF<3)] + CCQ[SUs(Q)] + DCq [Uy(l)]
+E [C2[SU;(2)] — 3(C1[Uy (1)])?] - (28)

The expectation values of Hgr, ((Hgr)), is completely identified by the
expectation values of the Casimir operators [28]:

45/4 for [56],
(Co[SUsr(O)]) = { 33/4 for [70)],
21/4 for [20],
3 for [§],
(Co[SUF@3)]) = § 6 for [10], (29)
0 for [1],

(C2[SU(2)]) = T(T'+1),
(CGilUy (D)) = Y,
(C2[SUs(2))) = S(S+1).

In the algebraic description of baryon properties [1], the space part of the
mass operator is written in terms of the generators of the U(7) group, while
for the internal degrees of freedom the Giiersey Radicati mass formula [15]
is used. So in this work we do not consider interaction terms that mix the
spatial and internal degrees of freedom. Therefore, the model is expected to
be unsuccessful at the description of all those observables where an excellent
description of the three quark wave function is crucial. For calculating the
baryons mass according to Eq. (27), we need to find the unknown param-
eters. To specify parameters D and E we choose a limited number of well
known strange and nonstrange resonances and express their mass differences
using Hgr and the Casimir operator expectation values given in Eq. (29):

(2(1193)P11 — N(938)P11) = 3E - D,
(A(1116)P01 — N(938)P11) = —D — LE (30)

we determined my, 7, w (in Eq. (22)) and the three coefficients (A, B, C) of
Eq. (28) in a simultaneous fit to the 3 and 4 star resonances of Table I which
have been assigned as octet and decuplet states. The fitted parameters are
reported in Table II, while the resulting spectrums are shown in Figs. 1
and 2. The corresponding numerical values are given in Table I, column
Mour cale- In Table I, column M[Qg} cale, We reported the numerical values
of the calculated masses of baryons resonances by Bijker et al. [29]. They
used the collective U(7) model for studying the spectrum of strange and
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TABLE I

Mass spectrum of baryons resonances (in MeV) calculated with the mass formula
Eq.(27). The column Moy, cale contains our calculations with the parameters of
Table IT and the columns Misg) calc and Miig) calc show calculations of Bijker and
Giannini, respectively.

Baryon Status Massf?fg]p) State Mia9] catlc | M16] cale | Mour calc
N(938)P11 * % Kk 938 281/2[567 07t] — 938.0 938.4
N(1440)P11 woxok | 1420-1470 28, [56,0%] 1444 1448.7 1422.5
N(1520)D13 wxoxk | 1515-1525 285 5[70,17] 1563 1543.7 1529.1
N(1535)S11 * ok ok 1525-1545 281/2[70, 17] 1563 1543.7 1529.1
N(1650)S11 * K ok 1645-1670 481/2[707 17] 1683 1658.6 1641.6
N(1675)D15 * %%k | 1670-1680 4855[70,17] 1683 1658.6 1641.6
N(1700)D13 * %k % 1650-1750 483/2[70, 17] 1683 1658.6 1641.6
N(1710)P11 * % k 1680-1-740 281/2[70, 07t] 1683 1795.4 1748.0
A(1232) P33 sk | 12311233 | 4103,5[56,07] 1246 1232.0 1231.8
A(1600) P33 * % ok 1550-1700 4103/2[567 07t] 1660 1683.0 1707.6
A(1620)S531 * K bk 1600-1660 2101/2[70, 17] 1649 1722.8 1710.0
A(1700)D33 * sk Kok 1670-1750 2103/2[70, 17] 1649 1722.8 1710.0
A(1905)F35 * sk Kok 1865-1915 4105/2[56, 27+] 1921 1945.4 1877.5
A(1910) P31 * % kk 1870-1920 4101/2[567 2+] 1921 1945.4 1877.5
A(1920) P33 * ok 1900-1970 | *103,5[56,07] — 2089.4 2041.4
A(1950)F37 * ok ok 1915-1950 4107/2[567 27F] 1921 1945.4 1877.5
A(2420)H3,11 | %% | 2300-2500 | 4104, /5[56,47] 2414 — 2363.3
A(1116) P01 * % Kk 1116 281/2[567 07t] 1133 1116.0 1116.5
A(1600) P01 * ok 15601700 28, [56,0%] 1577 1626.7 1592.3
A(1670)S01 * ok Kok 1660-1680 281/2[70, 17] 1686 1721.7 1707.1
A(1690) D03 * sk Kok 1685-1695 283/2[707 17] 1686 1721.7 1707.1
A(1800)S01 * % k 1720-1850 481/2[707 17] 1799 1836.6 1819.6
A(1810) P01 _—_ 1750-1850 28, 5[70,0%] 1799 1973.4 1762.1
A(1820) F05 wk kx| 1815-1825 285 /5[56,2F] 1849 1829.4 1764.9
A(1830)D05 * sk Kok 1810-1830 485/2[70, 17] 1799 1836.6 1819.6
A(1890) P03 * sk Kok 1850-1910 283/2[56, 2+] 1849 1829.4 1764.9
A(2110)F05 *oxoek | 2090-2140 485 (70, 2] 2074 1995.0 2087.6
A*(1405)501 woxoek | 1402-1410 214 5[70,17] 1641 1657.5 1612.9
A*(1520)D01 | xx#x | 1518-1520 213/,[70,17] 1641 1657.5 1612.9
$(1193)P11 S 1193 28, [56,0%] 1170 1193.0 1193.5
X (1660) P11 * %k 1630-1690 281/2[567 07t] 1604 1703.7 1669.3
X (1670)D13 * sk Kok 1665-1685 283/2[70, 17] 1711 1798.7 1784.1
X (1750)S11 * % k 1730-1800 281/2[70, 17] 1711 1798.7 1784.1
X(1775)D15 * K ok 1770-1780 485/2[707 17] 1822 1913.6 1896.6
X (1915)F15 * % Kk 1900-1935 285/2[567 2+] 1872 1906.4 1839.1
2(1940)D13 * s k 1900-1950 283/2[56, 17] 1974 1913.6 1996.6
X*(1385)P13 * ok ok 1383-1385 4103/2[567 07t] 1382 1371.6 1371.4
S*(2030)F17 | ek | 2025-2040 | 4107 5[56,27] 2012 2085.0 2061.4
Z(1318) P11 * % Kk 1314-1316 281/2[567 07t] 1334 1332.6 1332.0
=5(1820)D13 * ok 18181828 2835[70,17] 1828 1938.3 1923.7
E*(1530)P13 | *%%x | 1531-1532 | *103,5[56,07] 1524 1511.1 1511.0
2(1672)P03 * sk Kok 1672-1673 4103/2[56, 07t] 1670 1650.7 1650.5
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TABLE II

The fitted values of the parameters of the Eq. (27), obtained with resonances mass
differences and global fit to the experimental resonance masses [30].

Parameter Value

360 MeV
3.6

0.4 fm~!

—9.6 MeV

21.8 MeV
37.5

—197.3 MeV
38.5 MeV

HOQWeE 33

nonstrange baryons and applied the following formula to give the spectrum
of baryons

M? = M+ kv + kovo + aL + al2f1(f1 +5) + 2fo(fo +3) + 2f3(f3 + 1)
LAt ot )2 =48]+ b2 (91(91 +2) + g5 — L1+ 92)) — 9]
+e[S(S+1) = 2] +dlY — 1] +e[Y* 1]+ f[I(I+1)— 3], (31)

where the coefficient Mg is determined by the nucleon mass Mg =0.882 GeV?,
v1 and 1o are the vibrational quantum numbers corresponding to the sym-
metric stretching vibration along the direction of the strings (breathing
mode) and two degenerate bending vibrations of the strings and L is a
linear term. Here, | f1fofs | and [ g1g2 | represent the Young tableaux [29].
Also, in Table I, column M|j6] calc We have shown the numerical values of
the calculated masses of baryons resonances by Giannini et al., where they
regarded the confinement potential as the Cornell potential, that is

V(z) = —% +ax. (32)
The solution of the hypercentral Eq. (9) with this potential Eq. (32) can-
not be obtained analytically [12], therefore Giannini et al. used the dy-
namic symmetry O(7) of the hyperCoulomb problem to obtain the hyper-
Coulomb Hamiltonian and eigenfunctions analytically and they regarded
the linear term as a perturbation. Comparison between our results and
Bijker’s results show that in some cases such as A(1232)P33, A(1700)D33,
A(1830)D05, X (1193)P11, X(1660)P11 (refer to Table I) our model has
improved the results of [29]. Our applied model is to some extent similar to
that of Giannini’s et al. Comparison between our results (Mouyy calc) and the
experimental masses [30] show that our model has certainly improved the
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Fig. 1.
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results of model in Ref. [17], particularly in A(1810)P01 (about 150 MeV),
A(2110)F05 (about 90 MeV), A*(1405)S01, A*(1520)D01 (about 40 MeV)
and A(1905)F35 (about 20 MeV) (refer to Table I). These improvements
in reproduction of baryons resonance masses obtained by using a suitable
form for confinement potential and exact analytical solution of the radial
Schrodinger equation for our proposed potential.

The authors would like to thanks the referee for his useful comments and
suggestions.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Bijker, F. Iachello, A. Leviatan, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 236, 69 (1994).

[2] M. Aiello et al., Phys. Lett. B387, 215 (1996).

[3] Z. Dziembowski, M. Fabre de la Ripelle, G.A. Miller, Phys. Rev. C53,
R2038 (1996).

[4] M. Benmerrouche, N.C. Mukhopadhyay, J.-F. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77,
4716 (1996).

[5] B. Chakrabarti, A. Bhattacharya, S. Mani, A. Sagari, Acta Phys. Pol. B 41,
95 (2010).

[6] N. Isgur, G. Karl, Phys. Rev. D18, 4187 (1978); Phys. Rev. D19, 2653
(1979); Phys. Rev. D20, 1191 (1979).

[7] M.M. Giannini, Rep. Prog. Phys. 54, 453 (1991).

[8] G.S. Bali et al., Phys. Rev. D62, 054503 (2000).

[9] G.S. Bali, Phys. Rep. 343, 1 (2001).

[10] C. Alexandrou, P. de Forcrand, O. Jahn, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 119, 667
(2003).

[11] M. Ferraris et al., Phys. Lett. B364, 231 (1995).

[12] E. Santopinto, F. Tachello, M.M. Giannini, Fur. Phys. J. A1, 307 (1998).
[13] L.Ya. Glozman, D.O. Riska, Phys. Rep. C268, 263 (1996).

[14] M.M. Giannini, E. Santopinto, A. Vassallo, Fur. Phys. J. A12, 447 (2001).
[15] F. Giirsey, L.A. Radicati, Phys. Rev. Lett. 13, 173 (1964).

[16] M.M. Giannini, E. Santopinto, A. Vassallo, Fur. Phys. J. A25, 241 (2005).
[17] N. Salehi, A.A. Rajabi, Mod. Phys. Lett. A24, 2631 (2009).

[18] A.A. Rajabi, Few-Body Syst. 37, 197 (2005).

[19] S. Bali et al., Phys. Rev. D62, 054503 (2000).

[20] E. Santopinto, M.M. Giannini, F. Iachello, in Symmetries in Science VII, ed.
B. Gruber, Plenum Press, New York 1995, p. 445; F. Tachello, in Symmetries
in Science VII, ed. B. Gruber, Plenum Press, New York 1995, p. 213.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/aphy.1994.1108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00986-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.53.R2038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.53.R2038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.4716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.4716
http://www.actaphys.uj.edu.pl/vol41/abs/v41p0095
http://www.actaphys.uj.edu.pl/vol41/abs/v41p0095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.18.4187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.20.1191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/54/3/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.054503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(00)00079-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0920-5632(03)01659-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0920-5632(03)01659-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)01091-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100500050065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(95)00062-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10050-001-8668-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.13.173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2005-10113-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732309031016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00601-005-0120-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.054503

Spectrum of Strange and Nonstrange Baryons by Using Generalized ... 1259

[21] J. Ballot, M. Fabre de la Ripelle, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 127, 62 (1980).

[22] M.V.N. Murthy, Z. Phys. C31, 81 (1986).

[23] M. Znojil, J. Math. Phys. 31, 108 (1990).

[24] A.A. Rajabi, Indian J. Pure Appl. Phys. 141, 89 (2003).

[25] A.A. Rajabi, N. Salehi, Iranian J. Phys. Res. 8(3), 169 (2008).

[26] H. Hassanabadi, A.A. Rajabi, Mod. Phys. Lett. A24, 1043 (2009).

[27] F.J. Squires, Nuovo Cim. 25, 242 (1962); A. Martin, Phys. Lett. 1, 72 (1962).
[28] R. Bijker, M.M. Giannini, E. Santopinto, Eur. Phys. J. A22, 319 (2004).
[29] R. Bijker, F. Iachello, A. Leviatan, Ann. Phys. 284, 89 (2000).

[30] [Particle Data Group|, J. Phys. G 37, 075021 (2010).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(80)90150-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01559596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.528867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732309000553
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9163(62)90272-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2003-10232-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/aphy.2000.6064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/37/7A/075021

	1 Introduction
	2 The hypercentral potential
	3 Exact analytical solution of the Schrödinger radial equation for the hypercentral potential
	4 Mass spectrum of baryons resonances and the Gürsey Radicati mass formula

