arXiv:hep-ph/0412063 v2 27 Dec 2004

Are the pentaquark sum rules reliable?^∗

Ricardo D. Matheus^{a†} and Stephan Narison^b

a Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et d’Astrophysique, Université de Montpellier II, Case 070, Place Eugène Bataillon, 34095 - Montpellier Cedex 05, France. Email: matheus@axpfep1.if.usp.br

b Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et d’Astrophysique, Université de Montpellier II, Case 070, Place Eugène Bataillon, 34095 - Montpellier Cedex 05, France. E-mail: snarison@yahoo.fr

We rewiew and scrutinize the existing mass determinations of the pentaquarks from the exponential Laplace Sum Rules (LSR). We do not find any sum rule window for extracting optimal and reliable results from the LSR, due to the unusual slow convergence of the OPE and to the exceptional important role of the QCD continuum into the spectral function in this channel. Instead, we use in this channel, for the first time, Finite Energy Sum Rules (FESR), which exhibit a nice stability in the QCD continuum threshold tc, at which one can extract, with a good accuracy, the mass of the lowest resonance. Including the D = 7, 9 condensate contributions in the OPE, we obtain MΘ = (1513 ± 114) MeV, and the corresponding residue λ^2_Θ ≈ −(0.14 ∼ 0.49) × 10^{−9} GeV^{12} , which favours the I = 0, J = 1/2, and negative parity S-wave interpretation of the Θ(1540). However, our analysis indicates a degeneracy between the unmixed I = 0 and I = 1 S-wave states. In the I = 0, J = 1/2, P -wave channel, we obtain, for the P -resonance, MP ≃ (1.99 ± 0.19) GeV and λP ≈ −(0.7 ∼ 7.1) × 10^{−9} GeV^{14}, which we expect to be discovered experimentally. Our results also suggest that some intuitive choices of the continuum threshold used in the LSR literature are inconsistent with the FESR results. Finally, a study of the Θ-K-N coupling using a vertex sum rule shows that, for the I = 0, S-wave channel, the leading OPE contributions only start to order α^2_s in the chiral limit ms = 0, indicating that the Θ is very narrow.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent experimental discovery of the Θ(1540) as a narrow KN bound state in γ-nucleon and γ-nucleus processes, e^+e^− and hadronic machines [1]^3 have stimulated renewed theoretical interests in hadron spectroscopy [3,4]. In this paper, we shall critically reanalyze the mass determinations of the isoscalar I = 0, Θ pentaquark mass from the exponential Laplace sum rules (LSR) [5,7,8] within the diquark scenario [3] and propose new analysis using Finite Energy Sum Rule (FESR).

2. THE PENTAQUARK CURRENTS

The basic ingredients in the resonance mass determinations from QCD spectral sum rules [9,10] as well as from lattice QCD calculations are the choice of the interpolating currents for describing the resonance states. Contrary to the ordinary mesons, where the form of the current comes from first principles, there are different choices of the pentaquark currents in the literature. The following analysis also postulates the existence of a strongly bound pentaquark resonance. We shall list below some possible operators describing the isoscalar I = 0 and J = 1/2 channel^4, which would

∗Some materials of this paper have been presented by R. D. Matheus at the QCD 04 11th International Conference (Montpellier 5-9th July 2004), and by S. Narison at the HEP-MAD 04 2nd High-Energy Physics International Conference (Antananarivo 27th Sept.-2nd Oct. 2004).

† Fellow of the São Paulo State Foundation for Research Support (FAPESP).

3However, this narrow state has not been confirmed by several experiments with high statistics and very good particle identification, using either e^+ e^− [2] and hadronic initial states. 4The isovector I = 1 current for S-wave resonance have been proposed by [11]. We have also checked (see also [12]) that the tensor diquark current used in [13] is an isovector I = 1 instead

correspond to the experimental candidate Θ(1540) [1]. Defining the pseudoscalar (ps) and scalar (s) diquark interpolating fields as: Q^{ps}_{ab}(x) = [ u^T_a (x)Cd_b(x) ] , Q^s_{ab}(x) = [ u^T_a (x)Cγ_5d_b(x) ] , (1)

where a, b, c are colour indices and C denotes the charge conjugation matrix, the lowest dimension current built by two diquarks and one anti-quark describing the Θ as a I = 0, J^P = 1/2^+ S-wave resonance is [5] (see also [6])^5: η^Θ[5] = ϵ^{abc}ϵ^{def} ϵ^{cfg}Q^{ps}_{ab}Q^s_{de}Cs̄^T_g , (2) and the one with one diquark and three quarks is [7]:

η^Θ[7] = 1 √ 2 ϵ^{abc}Q^s_{ab} {u_es̄_eiγ_5d_c − (u ↔ d)} . (3) This later choice can be interesting if the instanton repulsive force arguments [15] against the existence of a pseudoscalar diquark bound state apply. Alternatively, a description of the Θ(1.54) as a I = 0, J^P = 1/2^+ P - wave resonance has been proposed by [3] and used by [8] in the sum rule analysis:

η^Θ[8] = ( ϵ^{abd}δ^{ce} + ϵ^{abc}δ^{de} ) [Q^s_{ab}(D^μQ^s_{cd}) − (D^μQ^s_{ab})Q^s_{cd}]γ_5γ_μCs̄^T_e . (4)

We have generalized this current by considering its mixing with the following one having the same dimen-

of an isoscalar I = 0 as confirmed by the authors in the revised version of their paper. In the following, we shall neglect the isospin breaking discussed in [14], which would come from higher order diagrams in our analysis.

5A negative parity state can be obtained by multiplying by γ_5 the diquark operator.

sion and quantum numbers: η^Θ_{new} = ϵ^{abc}ϵ^{def} ϵ^{cfg}Q^{ps}_{ab}Q^s_{de}γ_μ(D^μCs̄^T_g ) . (5) 3. THE QCD SPECTRAL FUNCTIONS

For the QCD spectral sum rules analysis, we shall work here with the two-point correlators:

Π^H (q^2) ≡ i ∫ d^4x e^{iqx} ⟨0|T η^H (x)η̄^H (0)|0⟩, (6) built from the previous η currents. It possesses the Lorentz decomposition:

Π^H (q^2) = q̂A^H (q^2) + B^H (q^2) . (7)

• The QCD expression of the correlators associated to different choices of the currents is known in the literature [5,7,8] to leading order of PT series and including the three first non-perturbative condensate (D ≤ 5, 6) contributions. We have checked the QCD expressions given there and agree with their results. However, at that approximation, we have added some missing contributions in [7].

• We have not included in the OPE the contribution of the D = 2 tachyonic gluon mass induced by the resummation of the PT series [16] bearing in mind that this effect will be negligible, to the accuracy we are working, as illustrated in some examples [17]. • We have included the D = 7, 9 contributions into the QCD expression of the spectral function associated to the current in Eq. (2), which we shall extensively study as a prototype example in this paper. In doing this calculation, we have worked in the chiral limit m_s = 0, such that for consistencies, we shall use the SU (3) symmetric value ⟨s̄s⟩ = ⟨d̄d⟩ for these contributions. In this particular example, we have checked that the contribution of the four-quark condensate vanishes to leading order. In our preliminary results, we also found that its radiative correction though not identically zero gives a negligible contribution. We have also neglected the contributions of the three-gluon condensate of the type g⟨GGG⟩⟨s̄s⟩ assuming that the theorem in [18] for the light quark bilinear operators continues to hold for the diquark correlators^6, which factorize during the evaluation of the QCD expression.

• We have evaluated the new contributions associated to the current η_{new} in Eq. (5), where we found that, to leading order in α_s and in the chiral limit m_q → 0, the contribution to the correlator vanishes. This result justifies a posteriori the unique choice of operator for the P -wave state used in [3,8].

4. THE LAPLACE SUM RULES (LSR)

We shall be concerned with the Laplace transform sum rules: L^H_{A/B}(τ ) ≡ ∫_∞ t_≤ dt e^{−tτ} 1 π ImA^H /B^H (t), R^H_{A/B} (τ ) ≡ − d dτ log L^H_{A/B}(τ ), (8)

6We plan to check explicitly this result in a future publication.

where t_≤ is the hadronic threshold, and H denotes the corresponding hadron. The latter sum rule, or its slight modification, is useful, as it is equal to the resonance mass squared, in the usual duality ansatz parametrization of the spectral function: 1 π ImA^H /B^H (t) ≃ (λ^2_H /λ^2_H M_H )δ(t − M^2_H ) +

“QCD continuum”Θ(t − t_c), (9)

where the “QCD continuum comes from the discontinuity of the QCD diagrams, which is expected to give a good smearing of the different radial excitations . λ_H is the residue of the hadron H; t_c is the QCD continuum threshold, which is, like the sum rule variable τ , an (a priori) arbitrary parameter. In this paper, we shall look for the τ - and t_c-stability criteria for extracting the optimal results. For illustrating our analysis, we give below the checked and completed LSR of the S-wave current in Eq. (2) including the new D = 7, 9 high-dimension condensates in B:

L^Θ_{A[} 5] (τ ) = τ^{−6}E_5 860160π^8 + τ^{−4}E_3 30720π^6 m_s⟨s̄s⟩ + τ^{−4}E_3 122880π^7 ⟨α_sG^2⟩ − τ^{−3}E_2 36864π^6 m_sg⟨s̄σGs⟩ , (10) L^Θ_{B[} 5] (τ ) = τ^{−6}E_5 122880π^8 m_s − τ^{−5}E_4 15360π^6 ⟨s̄s⟩+, τ^{−4}E_3 12288π^6 g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ + τ^{−4}E_3 24576π^7 m_s⟨α_sG^2⟩ − τ^{−3}7E_2 27648π^5 ⟨s̄s⟩⟨α_sG^2⟩ + τ^{−2}E_1 6144π^4 ⟨s̄s⟩g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ , (11)

where:

E_n = 1 − [ ρ_n ≡ e^{−tc τ} n∑ 0 (t_cτ )^k k! ] , (12)

ρ_n being the notation in [10], while: ⟨s̄s⟩, ⟨α_sG^2⟩ are respectively the dimension D = 3 quark and D = 4 gluon condensates; g⟨s̄σGs⟩ ≡ g⟨s̄σ^{μν} (λ_a/2)G^a_{μν}s⟩ ≡ M^2_0 ⟨s̄s⟩ is the D = 5 mixed condensate. Throughout this paper we shall use the values of the QCD parameters given in Table 1.

Table 1

QCD input parameters used in the analysis.

Parameters References m̄_s(2 GeV) = (111 ± 22) MeV [10,19,20,21] ⟨d̄d⟩^{1/3}(2 GeV)=−(243 ± 14) MeV [10,19,22] ⟨s̄s⟩/⟨d̄d⟩ = 0.8 ± 0.1 [10,19,23] ⟨α_sG^2⟩ = (0.07 ± 0.01) GeV^4 [10,24] M^2_0 = (0.8 ± 0.1) GeV^2 [10,25]

We study the LSR in Eqs. (10) and (11). We find that all LSR corresponding to different currents present the common features shown in Fig. 1:

− The B-component increases rapidly with τ .

Then, it is useless at that approximation of the OPE.

− For A, the mass prediction decreases smoothly when τ increases. The OPE converges for τ ≤ 0.9 GeV^{−2} (LHS of the vertical dashed line).

Figure 1. τ -behaviour of M_Θ for given values of tc. On the LHS

of the vertical dashed line, the OPE converges. The vertical line with arrow on each curve shows that the continuum contribution dominates over the resonance in the LHS region. A (resp B) corresponds to the invariant defined in Eq. (7)

− The QCD continuum contribution dominates over the resonance one in all ranges of τ where the OPE converges (LHS of the vertical line with arrow on each curve). Indeed, for τ ≤ 0.9 GeV^{−2}, the QCD continuum contribution eats more than 84% of the OPE one.

• Therefore, it is impossible to find a sum rule window region where both the resonance dominates over the QCD continuum contribution, and where the OPE converges. Intuitively, this feature is expected as the current describing the pentaquark is of higher dimensions, and therefore is more affected by the continuum contribution than the well-known sum rule for ordinary q̄q mesons. The absence of the sum rule window is reflected by the increase of the mass predictions with the QCD continuum threshold t_c. In existing literature, the t_c-values have been fixed ad hoc and intuitively. • During the evaluation of the different QCD diagrams, we do not find (to leading order in α_s) any factorization of the (s̄u)-(udd) diagram corresponding to a reducible K-N continuum diagram, which has nothing to do with the diquark picture. Then, our direct observation does not support the criticisms raised in [26] and refuted in [27] on a possible double counting due to the non-subtraction of the reducible diagram in the existing sum rules analysis of the Θ.

• We conclude from the previous prototype example that the LSR using the simple duality ansatz: resonance+QCD continuum criterion is not appropriate for determining the pentaquark masses due to the absence of the usual sum rule window. Due to the huge continuum contribution (≈ 85%) at relatively large τ ≈ 1 GeV^{−2}, the LSR cannot strictly indicates the existence of the resonance into the spectral function. • We have checked (though not explicitly shown in the paper) that the conclusions reached in the paper also apply to the sum rules used in the literature: [7] (current in Eq. (3)) and susbsequent uses in [26,27] for the I = 0, S-wave state; the sum rules used in [11] for the I = 1, S-wave state; in [8] (current in Eq. (4)) for the I = 0, 1 P -wave state; in [13] for the I = 1 tensor current and the sum rules used in [28,29] for studying the J = 3/2 states. Indeed, in most LSR, the OPE does not converge at the scale where the results are extracted, while the QCD continuum threshold has been taken arbitrarily or intuitively.

• The above results raise some doubts on the validity of the results obtained so far in the existing literatures. Indeed, if one insists on using the LSR for predicting the Θ parameters and some other pentaquark states, it is mandatory to introduce a more involved parametrization of the continuum spectral function.

5. FINITE ENERGY SUM RULES (FESR)

In contrast to the LSR, Finite Energy Sum Rules (FESR) [30,31,10] have the advantage to project out a set of constraints for operators of given dimensions (local duality). They also correlate the resonance mass and residue to the QCD continuum threshold t_c, so avoiding inconsistencies of the values of these parameters. Also contrary to the LSR, the resonance and QCD continuum contributions are separated from the very beginning. The FESR read: M^H_n (A/B) ≡ ∫_{tc} t≤ dt t^n ImA^H /B^H |_{EXP} ≃ ∫_{tc} t≤ dt t^n ImA^H /B^H |_{QCD} . (13) From the expressions of the spectral function given previously, one can easily derive the FESR constraints. Doing the FESR analysis for the A(q^2) invariant, one can notice that, at the approximation where the OPE is known (D ≤ 6), one does not have a stability in t_c for different moments M^Θ_n and for different choices of the currents (see Fig. 2). Therefore, we will not consider this invariant in the paper.

The I = 0, S-wave channel We illustrate the analysis by the current in Ref. [5] (the other choice [7] in Eq. (3)) has approximately the same dynamics as one can inspect from the QCD expressions). Including the D = 7 and 9 condensate contributions, the two first lowest dimension constraints from the B(q^2) invariant read:

M^Θ_{0,[}5_] = m_s t_c^6 88473600π^8 − ⟨s̄s⟩ t_c^5 1843200π^6 + g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ t_c^4 294912π^6 + m_s⟨α_sG^2⟩t^4_c 589824π^7 − 7⟨α_sG^2⟩⟨s̄s⟩t^3_c 165888π^5 + ⟨α_sG^2⟩g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩t^2_c 12288π^5

(14)

M^Θ_{1,[}5_] = m_s t_c^7 103219200π^8 − ⟨s̄s⟩ t_c^6 2211840π^6 + g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ t_c^5 368640π^6 + m_s⟨α_sG^2⟩t^5_c 737280π^7 − 7⟨α_sG^2⟩⟨s̄s⟩t^4_c 221184π^5 + ⟨α_sG^2⟩g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩t^3_c 18432π^5

(15)

from which one can deduce the mass squared:

M^2_Θ ≃

M^Θ_{1,[}5_]

M^Θ_{0,[}5_]

. (16)

Figure 2. tc-behaviour of M_Θ for different truncations of the

OPE.

The behaviour of M_Θ is shown in Fig. 2, for different truncations of the OPE. One can notice a stability at t_c ≃ 2.29 GeV^2 , where the OPE starts to converge after only the inclusion of the D = 7 + 9 condensates, while D = 7 alone destroys the stability reached for D ≤ 5. One can notice the important contribution of the lowest quark and mixed quark-gluon condensates in the OPE, which play a crucial role in this mass determination. To that order, we obtain:

M_Θ ≃ (1513 ± 20 ± 10 ± 40 ± 30 ± 30 ± 95) GeV ≃ (1513 ± 114) GeV , (17)

where the errors come respectively from m_s, ⟨q̄q⟩, ⟨α_sG^2⟩, M^2_0 , the estimate of the higher dimension condensates and the violation of the vacuum saturation assumption of the D = 7, 9 condensates by a factor (2 ± 1) like in the ρ-meson [32,30] and some other channels [10]. One can notice that: • The existence of the t_c-stability point makes the superiority of FESR compared to the LSR in this channel. For the LSR, M_Θ increases with t_c. Here, the localisation of the stability point induces here a negligible error.

• The FESR order parameter in the OPE, t_c ≃ 2.3 GeV^2 is much larger than for the LSR (τ^{−1} ≤ 1 GeV^2), implying a much better convergence of the OPE for the FESR, and then a much more reliable result than the LSR.

• Working with ratio of higher moments M^Θ_2 /M^Θ_1 ,...leads to almost the same value of M_Θ. The slight variation is much smaller than the error in Eq. (17).

• Truncating the OPE at D = 5 like done in the available literature would give a slightly lower value of M_Θ at the stability point t_c ≈ 3.2 GeV^2 (see Fig. 2), but compatible with the one in Eq. (17).

• Contrary to M_Θ, the value and the sign of λ^2_Θ are very sensitive to the truncation of the OPE due to the alternate signs of the condensate contributions in the analysis. The stability in t_c is obtained after the inclusion of the D = 5 condensate contributions as shown in Fig. 3. To our approximation D ≤ 9, the most conservative result is:

λ^2_Θ ≈ −(0.14 ∼ 0.49) × 10^{−9} GeV^{12}, (18)

Figure 3. tc-behaviour of λ^2_Θ × 10^9 in GeV^9 including D ≤ 5

condensates in the OPE.

where the range comes from the shift of the t_c-stability point from D = 5 to D = 9 approximation. This result, though inaccurate, suggests that the parity of the Θ is negative, as indicated by the lattice results given in [33]^7. Improving the accuracy of our result requires more high-dimension condensate terms in the OPE.

The I = 1, S-wave channel We have also applied FESR in the I = 1 S-wave channel with the current [11]:

η^Θ[11] = 1 √ 2 ϵ^{abc} [ Q^s_{ab}Q^s_{ce} + tQ^{ps}_{ab}Q^{ps}_{ce} − (u ↔ d) ] Cs̄^T_e (19)

where t is an arbitrary mixing parameter. To the D ≤ 5 approximation, the analysis gives almost the value of M_Θ in Fig. 2 at the same approximation. This result can be interpreted as a consequence of the good realization of the SU (2)_F symmetry for the u and d quarks. Then, we expect that the unmixed I = 1 partners of the umnixed I = 0 state will be around the 1.5 region if any.

The I = 0, P -wave channel

We do a similar analysis for the P -wave current given in Eqs. (4) and (5), where as we have mentioned in section 3, the contribution from Eq. (5) vanishes to leading order in α_s. The corresponding FESR up to D = 5 condensates are given below^8:

M^P_{0,[}8_] = m_s t_c^7 361267200π^8 − ⟨s̄s⟩ t_c^6 5529600π^6 + g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ t_c^5 614400π^6 − m_s⟨α_sG^2⟩t^5_c 19660800π^7

(20)

M^P_{1,[}8_] = m_s t_c^8 412876800π^8 − ⟨s̄s⟩ t_c^7 6451200π^6 + g⟨s̄σ.Gs⟩ t_c^6 737280π^6 − m_s⟨α_sG^2⟩t^5_c 23592960π^7

(21)

To this order, the moments present a similar t_cbehaviour as above (see Figs. 4 and 5.). Both for the mass and residue, the stability point is:

t_c ≃ 5.5 GeV^2 . (22)

7 At the approximation D ≤ 5 the LSR does not converge such that analogous results obtained in [5,26,27] should be taken with a great care.

8 The inclusion of higher dimension condensates is in progress.

Figure 4. tc-behaviour of M_P including the D ≤ 5 condensates

in the OPE.

The corresponding resonance mass and residue are:

M_P ≃ 1.99 ± 0.19 GeV, λ^2_P ≈ −(0.7 ∼ 7.1) × 10^{−9} GeV^{14} . (23)

The errors come mainly from the estimate of the unknown D = 7, 9 condensates contributions inspired from the S-wave channel. One can notice that:

Figure 5. tc-behaviour of λ^2_P × 10^9 GeV^{12} including the D ≤ 5

condensates in the OPE.

• The value of the QCD continuum threshold at which the FESR stabilizes is much higher than the intuitive choice used in the LSR [8] needed to reproduce the experimental mass of the Θ.

• The mass value obtained for the P -wave resonance is (450 ± 190) MeV higher than the Θ(1540) mass, which suggests that there is a P -wave state different from the Θ(1540) in the region around 2 GeV, which we expect to be discovered experimentally.

• The value and sign of the residue suggest that this P -wave state has a negative parity like the Θ(1540).

6. THE Θ-K-N COUPLING

For studying this coupling, we start from the threepoint function: V (p, q) = i^2 ∫ d^4x d^4y e^{i(px+qy)} ⟨0|η(0)N (x)K(y)|0⟩ (24) where K(y) ≡ (m_s + m_u)s̄(iγ_5)u is the kaon current, while N (x) ≡: u(Cγ_5)du : +b : u(Cd)γ_5u : is the nucleon interpolating field [34] (b being an arbitrary mixing parameter). η is the Θ current defined in previous section. For definiteness, we work with the S-wave current given by [5]. A QCD evaluation of the vertex in the chiral limit m_s = 0 shows that the leading and α_s orders perturbative and non-perturbative diagrams give zero contributions^9 . The result then suggests that the Θ-K-N coupling is of the order α^2_s supporting the experimental observation [1] that the Θ(1540) is a narrow state. The narrowness of a pentaquark state has been already advocated in the past, from duality arguments, where its decay into BB̄B baryon states is dynamically favoured, implying that light pentaquark states below this threshold are naturally narrow [14]. A narrow S-wave pentaquark state has been also obtained in [35] and [13] using simple chiral symmetry arguments. In [36] the narrowness of the Θ is due to a destructive interference between two almost degenerate states, while in [37], it is due to the flavour structure of the Θ, which, after the meson formation, the residual three-quark piece has a little overlap with the octet baryon wave-function.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

• We have re-analyzed the existing LSR results in the literature. We found that due to the slow convergence of the OPE and to the relative importance of the QCD continuum contribution into the spectral function, the minimal duality ansatz “one resonance + QCD continuum” is not sufficient for finding a sum rule window where the results are optimal. These features penalize all existing sum rule results in the literature, which then become unreliable despite the fact that the mass predictions reproduce quite well the data. However, this apparent good prediction is due to the fact that the intuitive or arbitrary choice of the continuum threshold t_c. In fact, in the LSR analysis, the mass prediction increases with t_c though it is a smooth function of τ as can be seen in Fig. 1.

• On the contrary, FESR has the advantage to present a good t_c-stability and converges faster than the LSR, because the optimal results are obtained at higher scale t_c ≈ (2 ∼ 3) GeV^2 than the one of LSR τ^{−1} ≤ 1 GeV^2. • Truncating the OPE at the D = 9 condensates, at which the OPE starts to converge, we obtain the result in Eq. (17), for the S-wave state, which one can compare with the experimental candidate Θ(1540). • By truncating the OPE at D = 5, we also find from FESR a good degeneracy between the unmixed I = 0 and I = 1 S-wave states.

• Similarly, we obtain, from FESR, the mass of the P -wave state of about 2 GeV in Eq. (23) to order D = 5 of the OPE, but including the estimated effects of D = 7, 9 condensates. This mass is (450 ± 190) MeV higher than the Θ(1540).

• Finally, an analysis of the Θ-K-N coupling using vertex sum rules supports results in the literature that the

9Our result is stronger than the one in Ref. [13] which claims a non-zero α_s contribution.

Θ(1540) is a narrow state.

• Our results seem to favour the case (b) discussed in [38] where the Θ resonance is induced in KN scattering by coupling to a confined channel. A complete program using FESR in different pentaquark channels is in progress and will be published elsewhere.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Communications with M. Eidemueller, R.L. Jaffe, F. Navarra, M. Nielsen, J.M. Richard, R. Rodrigues da Silva and G.C. Rossi are acknowledged.

REFERENCES

1. For a review, see e.g: S. Niccolai, QCD 04 International conference (Montpellier 5-9th July 2004). For the HERA collaboration, see e.g.: N. Malden, HEP-MAD 04 International Conference (Antananarivo 27 Sept - 4 Oct. 2004).

2. For the BABAR Collaboration, see e.g.: E.

Charles, QCD 04 International conference (Montpellier 5-9th July 2004); L. Lista, HEP-MAD 04 International Conference (Antananarivo 27 Sept - 4 Oct. 2004); For the BELLE Collaboration, see e.g.: R. Seuster, QCD 04 International conference (Montpellier 5-9th July 2004).

3. R. Jaffe and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 232003; [hep-ph/0312369]; [hep-ph/041034].

4. For reviews, see e.g: C. Quigg, [hep-ph/0411058];

J.M. Richard, [nucl.th/0410070].

5. J. Sugiyama, T. Doi, M. Oka, Phys. Lett. B 581, 167 (2004).

6. S. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 152001. 7. S. L. Zhu, [hep-ph/0307345] 8. M. Eidemuller, [hep-ph/0404126] and QCD 04 International conference (Montpellier 5-9th July 2004).

9. M.A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein and V.I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 147 (1979) 385, 448.

10. For a review and references to original works, see e.g., S. Narison, QCD as a theory of hadrons, Cambridge Monogr. Part. Phys. Nucl. Phys. Cosmol. 17 (2002) 1-778 [hep-h/0205006]; QCD spectral sum rules , World Sci. Lect. Notes Phys. 26 (1989) 1-527; Acta Phys. Pol. 26 (1995) 687; Riv. Nuov. Cim. 10N2 (1987) 1; Phys. Rep. 84 (1982).

11. R.D. Matheus, F.S.Navarra, M.Nielsen, R. Rodrigues da Silva, [hep-ph/0206198] 12. M. Nielsen and R. Rodrigues da Silva, private communication.

13. B.L. Ioffe and A.G. Oganesian, [hep-ph/0408152];

A.G. Oganesian, [hep-ph/0410335].

14. G.C. Rossi and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B123 (1977) 507; Phys. Lett. B 70 (1977) 255; [hep-ph/0404262]; L. Montanet, G.C. Rossi and G. Veneziano, Phys. Reports 63 (1980) 149.

15. E. Shuryak and I. Zahed, [hep-ph/0310270]. 16. F.V. Gubarev, M.I. Polikarpov and V.I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. (Proc. Suppl.) B 86 (2000) 457; V.I.

Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. (Proc. Suppl.) B 74 (1999) 392.

17. S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 300 (1993) 293; K.

Chetyrkin, S. Narison and V.I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 550 (1999) 353; S. Narison, V.I. Zakharov, Phys. Lett. B 522 (2001) 266.

18. W, Hubschmid and A. Mallik, Nucl. Phys. B 207 (1982) 29.

19. see e.g., S. Narison, [hep-ph 0202200]; S. Narison, Nucl. Phys. (Proc. Suppl.) B 86 (2000) 242.

20. S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 466 (1999) 345; B 358 (1995) 113.

21. PDG 2002, K. Hagiwara et al., Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 010001.

22. H.G. Dosch and S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 417 (1998) 173.

23. S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 216 (1989) 191; S. Narison et al., Nuovo. Cim A 74 (1983) 347.

24. S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 361 (1995) 121; Phys.

Lett. B 387 (1996) 162.

25. S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 210 (1988) 238. 26. Y. Kondo, O. Morimatsu and T. Nishikawa, [hep-ph/0404285].

27. S.H. Lee, H. Kim and Y. Kwon, [hep-ph/0411104]. 28. R.D. Matheus, F.S. Navarra, M. Nielsen, R. Rodrigues da Silva, [hep-ph/0406246]; F.S. Navarra, QCD 04 International conference (Montpellier 5- 9th July 2004).

29. Y. Kanada-En’yo, Y. Kondo, O. Morimatsu and T. Nishikawa, [hep-ph/0410394].

30. R.A. Bertlmann, G. Launer and E. de Rafael, Nucl.

Phys. B 250 (1985) 61; R.A. Bertlmann, C.A. Dominguez, G. Launer and E. de Rafael, Z. Phys. C 39 (1988) 231.

31. K. Chetyrkin, N.V. Krasnikov and A.N. Tavkhelidze, Phys. Lett. B 76 (1978) 83; N.V. Krasnikov, A.A. Pivovarov and A.N. Tavkhelidze, Z. Phys. C 19 (1983) 301.

32. G. Launer, S. Narison and R. Tarrach, Z. Phys. C 26 (1984) 433.

33. See e.g.: S. Sasaki, [hep-lat/0410016]; F. Csikor et al., JHEP 11 (2003) 070.

34. Y. Chung et al., Phys. Lett. B 102 (1981) 175;

Nucl. Phys. B 197 (1982) 55; H. G. Dosch, Workshop on Non-Perturbative Mehods, Montpellier 1985, edited S. Narison (WSC).

35. D. Melikhov and B. Stech, [hep-ph/0409015]. 36. M. Karliner and H. Lipkin, [hep-ph/0401072]. 37. F. Buccella and P. Sorba, [hep-ph/0401083]. 38. R.L. Jaffe and A. Jain, [hep-ph/0408046].