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In this work, we study the multibaryon configurations in a simple chromomagnetic model. We
first construct the wave function of the multibaryon states using the multiquark configuration.
We consider all possible quantum numbers assuming the spatial part of the wave function to be
totally symmetric. Then, we calculate the color-spin factors for tetrabaryons, pentabaryons and
hexabaryons in the flavor SU(3) breaking case.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the realm of nuclear physics, the study of baryons
has unveiled the intricate nature of the strong nuclear
force that bind atomic nuclei together. In the past, much
of the study on the interaction between baryons had fo-
cused on long range interactions driven by pion exchange.
However, the interaction at a short distance could not be
explained only with pion exchange, and for this, other ex-
planations, such as vector meson exchange were needed.
Among them, one of the most representative studies

is a study examining short-range part of baryon-baryon
interactions using the quark model [1, 2]. Moreover, we
recently showed that the results of the quark model incor-
porating color-spin interaction are quite consistent with
the results of the baryon-baryon interaction calculated in
lattice QCD in the short range [3, 4].
When dealing with baryon-baryon interactions in the

quark model, the dibaryon configuration, which is a six-
quark configuration is used. In particular, the task of
calculating the color-spin factors of a dibaryon when the
flavor SU(3) is broken has been studied frequently to
examine the possibility of stable dibaryon as an exotic
hadron. First, Silvestre-Brac and Leandri [5] calculated
the color-spin factors for all possible dibaryon states in
the flavor SU(3) symmetry broken case. To describe the
flavor symmetry broken effect, they introduced the fol-
lowing strange quark mass parameter.

δ = 1−
mu

ms

, (1)

where mu and ms are the constituent quark masses of
u, d and s, respectively. In this work, we represent the
color-spin factors using this parameter.
Additionally, it has been studied to examine the pos-

sibility of dibaryons containing heavy flavors using the
constituent quark model [6–12]. If we only consider s-
wave state, the spatial part of the wave function should
be totally symmetric. Then, more flavors increase the an-
tisymmetry of the flavor state, and according to the Pauli
principle, the remaining part of the wave function, which
is the color-spin coupling state, becomes more symmet-
ric making color-spin interaction attractive. Therefore,
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it is more likely that a compact exotic hadron containing
heavy quarks exists than if it is composed of light quarks
only. This can be seen as an another effect of color-spin
interaction, which has a large effect in a short range.

Meanwhile, the behavior of nucleons in nuclei cannot
be fully explained by two-body interactions alone. Three-
body forces play a crucial role in refining our understand-
ing of nuclear structure [13–15]. Just as one studied
two-body interaction using the dibaryon configuration,
we have studied to analyze three-body interaction using
the tribaryon configuration [16–18]. Although the intrin-
sic three-body forces resulting from the color-spin inter-
action are canceled in the flavor SU(3) symmetric case
[17], these can survive when the flavor symmetry is bro-
ken. Therefore, calculating the color-spin factor in the
flavor symmetry broken case will be useful in studying
the short range part of three-body interaction.

Additionally, we can go further considering four-
baryon configuration. Tetrabaryon configuration may of-
fer a unique opportunity to investigate the realm of four-
body forces at short distances and their impact on nu-
clear dynamics. In this work, we calculate the color-spin
factor of the tetrabaryon, pentabaryon, and hexabaryon
in a simple chromomagnetic model.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the color-spin interaction formula in the flavor
SU(3) symmetric case. In Sec. III, we classify the possible
tetrabaryon states and represent the color-spin factors for
each cases when the flavor SU(3) symmetry is broken.
Similalry, we represent the results for pentabaryons and
hexabaryons in Sec. IV and V. Finally, we summarize our
work in Sec. VI.

II. COLOR-SPIN INTERACTION

In this work, we construct the wave function of tetra-
baryon, pentabaryon and hexabaryon assuming that the
spatial part of the wave function to be totally symmetric.
Then, we calculate the color-spin factor of multibaryon
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configurations using the following formula.

VCS = −

n
∑

i<j

1

mimj

λc
iλ

c
jσi · σj

≡
1

m2
u

HCS , (2)

where λc
i , mi, mu are respectively the color SU(3) Gell-

Mann matrices, the constituent quark mass of the i’th
quark, and the constutient quark mass of u, d quarks.
In the flavor SU(3) symmetric case, color-spin factor

HCS can be easily calculated by the following formula.

HCS = −

n
∑

i<j

λc
iλ

c
jσi · σj

= n(n− 10) +
4

3
S(S + 1) + 4CF + 2CC ,

4CF =
4

3
(p21 + p22 + 3p1 + 3p2 + p1p2), (3)

where CF is the first kind of the Casimir operators of the
flavor SU(3) and pi is the number of columns containing
i boxes in a column in the Young diagram.

III. TETRABARYON CONFIGURATION

In this section, we calculate the color-spin factors of the
tetrabaryon which is four-baryon configuration. Since the
color state of the tetrabryon is singlet, which is [4,4,4],
we can determine the flavor-spin coupling state to be
satisfied the Pauli exclusion principle as follows.

C

⊗

FS

. (4)

Now, we can decompose the flavor-spin coupling state
into the possible flavor and spin states using Clebsh-
Gordan(CG) series [19].

[3, 3, 3, 3]FS = [6, 6]F ⊗ [6, 6]S + [6, 5, 1]F ⊗ [7, 5]S +
[6, 4, 2]F ⊗ [8, 4]S+[6, 4, 2]F ⊗ [6, 6]S+[6, 3, 3]F ⊗ [9, 3]S+
[6, 3, 3]F ⊗ [7, 5]S+[5, 5, 2]F ⊗ [7, 5]S+[5, 4, 3]F ⊗ [8, 4]S+
[5, 4, 3]F ⊗ [7, 5]S + [4, 4, 4]F ⊗ [6, 6]S.

There are seven possible flavor states for tetrabaryon
as follows. We indicate the possible spin states in the
parentheses.

1(S = 0)

,

8(S = 1, 2)

,

10(S = 1)

,

Flavor
−
∑

i<j
λiλjσi · σj

S = 0 S = 1 S = 2 S = 3

1 24

8 116

3
44

10 152

3

10 152

3
64

27 56 64

35 224

3

28 96

TABLE I. The color-spin interaction factors of the tetra-
baryon for each flavor and spin in the flavor SU(3) symmetric
case. Blanks represent the Pauli blocking states.

10(S = 1, 3)

,

27(S = 0, 2)

,

35(S = 1)

,

28(S = 0)

.

We represent the color-spin factors of the tetrabaryon
in the flavor SU(3) symmetric case in Table I. The results
in the flavor SU(3) broken case are represented in the
following subsections.

A. q12

When there are no strange quarks, there is only one
possible flavor which is 28. Also, in this case, the possible
isospin and spin are both zero.

1. I = 0

28(S = 0)

.

HCS = 96. (5)

B. q11s : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11}12

When there are strange quarks, the wave function
must be constructed so that light quarks and strange
quarks each satisfy the Pauli principle. So, in this case
the wave function should satisfy {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11}
which means it is antisymmetric for exchange between
eleven quarks. Also, among seven possible flavor states,
only the flavor 35 and 28 states are possible for tetra-



3

baryon with one strange quark. And in this case, only
the isospin 1

2 is allowed.

1. I = 1

2

In this case, there are two possible flavor and spin
states as follows.

s

35(S = 1)

, s

28(S = 0)

.

For light quarks, color-spin coupling state is
[2,2,2,2,2,1]. Since the color state of eleven quarks should
be antitriplet, which is [4,4,3], we can find possible spin
state using the CG series.

• S = 1
[2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 1]CS = [4, 4, 3]C ⊗ [6, 5]S. The spin of
light quarks is 1

2 . Now, can determine the color-
spin factor for light quarks.

Huu
CS = 80. (6)

Then, we can determine the remaining color-spin
factor because we know the total color-spin factor.

HCS =
224

3
+

16δ

3
. (7)

However, it should be noted that this method is
valid when there is only one possible state. If the
multiplicity is two or more, then we need to calcu-
late the color-spin factor starting from constructing
the wave function.

• S = 0
Similar to S = 1 case, we can determine the color-
spin factor.

HCS = 96− 16δ. (8)

C. q10s2 : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10}{11, 12}

When there are two or more strange quarks, we should
consider the symmetry between them too.

1. I = 1

F = ( , s s ), CS = ( ,
s

s
)

[2, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1]CS = [4, 4, 2]C⊗[5, 5]S+[4, 3, 3]C⊗[6, 4]S.

The possible flavor and spin states are as follows.

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,
s

s

35(S = 1)

,

s s

28(S = 0)

.

• S = 2
F = 27

HCS = 64 +
8δ2

3
. (9)

• S = 1
F = 35

HCS =
224

3
−

32δ

3
+

8δ2

3
. (10)

• S = 0
F = 28,27

In this case, we need to construct the wave func-
tion of multiquark state. We represent the detailed
Young tableaux showing the position of strange
quarks in the appendix.

HCS =





96− 32δ + 16δ2

5 − 4
5

√

2
3δ

2

− 4
5

√

2
3δ

2 56 + 8δ + 52δ2

15



 . (11)

2. I = 0

F = ( , s s ), CS = ( ,
s

s
).

[2, 2, 2, 2, 2]CS = [4, 4, 2]C ⊗ [6, 4]S + [4, 3, 3]C ⊗ [5, 5]S.

s s

10(S = 1)

,

s

s

35(S = 1)

.

• S = 1
F = 35,10

HCS =

(

224
3 − 160δ

9 + 32δ2

9 − 16
√
2δ

9 − 4
√
2δ2

9

− 16
√
2δ

9 − 4
√
2δ2

9
152
3 + 40δ

9 + 28δ2

9

)

. (12)
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D. q9s3 : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9}{10, 11, 12}

1. I = 3

2

F = ( , s s s ),

CS = ( ,

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1]CS = [4, 3, 2]C⊗[5, 4]S+[3, 3, 3]C⊗[6, 3]S.

s s s

10(S = 1, 3)

,
s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,

s s

s

35(S = 1)

, s s s

28(S = 0)

.

• S = 3
F = 10

HCS = 64− 16δ + 8δ2. (13)

• S = 2
F = 27

HCS = 64− 16δ + 8δ2. (14)

• S = 1
F = 35,10

HCS =

(

224
3 − 80δ

3 + 80δ2

9 − 4
√
5δ2

9

− 4
√
5δ2

9
152
3 − 8δ

3 + 82δ2

9

)

. (15)

• S = 0
F = 28,27

HCS =

(

96− 48δ + 48δ2

5 − 4δ2

5

− 4δ2

5 56− 8δ + 42δ2

5

)

. (16)

2. I = 1

2

F = ( , s s s ), CS = ( ,

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 2, 2, 1]CS = [4, 4, 1]C⊗ [5, 4]S+[4, 3, 2]C⊗ [6, 3]S+
[4, 3, 2]C ⊗ [5, 4]S + [3, 3, 3]C ⊗ [5, 4]S.

s s s

8(S = 1, 2)

,
s

s s

10(S = 1)

,

s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,

s

s

s

35(S = 1)

.

• S = 2
F = 27,8

HCS =

(

64− 128δ
5 + 48δ2

5 − 16δ
5 − 4δ2

5

− 16δ
5 − 4δ2

5 44− 52δ
5 + 42δ2

5

)

. (17)

• S = 1
F = 35,10,8

HCS =







224
3 − 112δ

3 + 88δ2

9 − 8δ
3 − 4δ2

9 − 4δ2

9

− 8δ
3 − 4δ2

9
152
3 − 44δ

3 + 82δ2

9 − 8δ
3 − 8δ2

9

− 4δ2

9 − 8δ
3 − 8δ2

9
116
3 − 4δ + 82δ2

9






. (18)

• S = 0
F = 27

HCS = 56− 20δ + 10δ2. (19)

E. q8s4 : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8}{9, 10, 11, 12}

1. I = 2

F = ( , s s s s ),
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CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1]CS = [4, 2, 2]C⊗[4, 4]S+[3, 3, 2]C⊗[5, 3]S.

s s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,
s s s

s

35(S = 1)

,

s s s s

28(S = 0)

.

• S = 2
F = 27

HCS = 64− 32δ +
56δ2

3
. (20)

• S = 1
F = 35

HCS =
224

3
−

128δ

3
+

56δ2

3
. (21)

• S = 0
F = 28,27

HCS =





96− 64δ + 96δ2

5 − 4
5

√

2
3δ

2

− 4
5

√

2
3δ

2 56− 24δ + 292δ2

15



 . (22)

2. I = 1

F = ( , s s s s ),

CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 2, 1, 1]CS = [4, 3, 1]C⊗ [5, 3]S+[4, 3, 1]C⊗ [4, 4]S+
[4, 2, 2]C⊗ [5, 3]S+[3, 3, 2]C⊗ [6, 2]S+[3, 3, 2]C⊗ [5, 3]S+
[3, 3, 2]C ⊗ [4, 4]S.

s

s s s

8(S = 1, 2)

,
s s

s s

10(S = 1)

,

s

s s s

10(S = 1, 3)

,

s

s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,

s

s s

s

35(S = 1)

.

• S = 3
F = 10

HCS = 64−
128δ

3
+

56δ2

3
. (23)

• S = 2
F = 27,8

HCS =





64− 224δ
5 + 56δ2

3 − 16
5

√

2
3δ

− 16
5

√

2
3δ 44− 388δ

15 + 56δ2

3



 . (24)

• S = 1
F = 10,10,8,35.
In thise case, the calculation is a bit tricky. In most cases, we can calculate the color-spin factors using the CG
coefficients of Sn, where n is the number of nonstrange quarks. The reason why this is possible is because the
values of the color-spin factor are different for each flavor. So, we can get the flavor eigenstates by diagonalization.
However, in thise case flavor 10 and 10 have the same color-spin factors, so we cannot distinguish which state
is 10 and which state is 10. And in fact, what we can obtain through diagonalization is the mixing of the two
states. Therefore, in this case, we should construct the wave function using the CG coefficients of S12 which
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clearly distinguish 10 and 10.

HCS =











152
3 − 304δ

9 + 506δ2

27 − 2
√
5

27 δ2 8δ
3 − 4δ2

27
16

√
2δ

9 + 4
√
2δ2

27

− 2
√
5

27 δ2 152
3 − 304δ

9 + 514δ2

27
8
√
5δ
9 + 4

√
5δ2

27 − 4
√
10

27 δ2

8δ
3 − 4δ2

27
8
√
5δ
9 + 4

√
5δ2

27
116
3 − 188δ

9 + 512δ2

27 − 8
√
2

27 δ2

16
√
2δ

9 + 4
√
2δ2

27 − 4
√
10

27 δ2 − 8
√
2

27 δ2 224
3 − 512δ

9 + 520δ2

27











. (25)

• S = 0
F = 27

HCS = 56− 40δ +
56δ2

3
. (26)

3. I = 0

F = ( , s s s s ), CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 2, 2]CS = [4, 4]C ⊗ [4, 4]S + [4, 3, 1]C ⊗ [5, 3]S +
[4, 2, 2]C ⊗ [6, 2]S + [4, 2, 2]C ⊗ [4, 4]S + [3, 3, 2]C ⊗ [5, 3]S.

s s s s

1(S = 0)

,

s

s s s

8(S = 1, 2)

,

s s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

.

• S = 2
F = 27,8

HCS =





64− 256δ
5 + 292δ2

15 − 8
√
6δ
5 − 4

5

√

2
3δ

2

− 8
√
6δ
5 − 4

5

√

2
3δ

2 44− 164δ
5 + 96δ2

5



 . (27)

• S = 1
F = 8

HCS =
116

3
−

92δ

3
+

56δ2

3
. (28)

• S = 0
F = 27,1

HCS =

(

56− 48δ + 59δ2

3 − δ2√
3

− δ2√
3

24− 16δ + 19δ2

)

. (29)

F. q7s5 : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7}{8, 9, 10, 11, 12}

1. I = 5

2

F = ( , s s s s s ),

CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1]CS = [3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [4, 3]S.

s s s s

s

35(S = 1)

, s s s s s

28(S = 0)

.

• S = 1
F = 35

HCS =
224

3
−

176δ

3
+ 32δ2. (30)

• S = 0
F = 28

HCS = 96− 80δ + 32δ2. (31)

2. I = 3

2

F = ( , s s s s s ),

CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 1, 1, 1]CS = [4, 2, 1]C⊗ [4, 3]S+[3, 3, 1]C⊗ [5, 2]S+
[3, 3, 1]C ⊗ [4, 3]S + [3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [5, 2]S + [3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [4, 3]S.

s s s

s s

10(S = 1)

,

s

s s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

,

s

s s s

s

35(S = 1)

.
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• S = 2
F = 27

HCS = 64− 64δ + 32δ2. (32)

• S = 1
F = 35,10

HCS =

(

224
3 − 688δ

9 + 32δ2 − 8
√
5δ
9

− 8
√
5δ
9

152
3 − 476δ

9 + 32δ2

)

.

(33)

• S = 0
F = 27

HCS = 56− 60δ + 32δ2. (34)

3. I = 1

2

F = ( , s s s s s ),

CS = ( ,

s

s

s

s

s

).

[2, 2, 1, 1, 1]CS = [4, 3]C ⊗ [4, 3]S + [4, 2, 1]C ⊗ [5, 2]S +
[4, 2, 1]C⊗ [4, 3]S+[3, 3, 1]C⊗ [5, 2]S+[3, 3, 1]C⊗ [4, 3]S+
[3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [6, 1]S + [3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [5, 2]S + [3, 2, 2]C ⊗ [4, 3]S.

s

s

s s s

8(S = 1, 2)

,

s s

s s s

10(S = 1, 3)

,

s s

s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

.

• S = 3
F = 10

HCS = 64−
208δ

3
+ 32δ2. (35)

• S = 2
F = 27,8

HCS =

(

64− 368δ
5 + 32δ2 − 16δ

5

− 16δ
5 44− 776δ

15 + 32δ2

)

. (36)

• S = 1
F = 10,8

HCS =

(

152
3 − 584δ

9 + 32δ2 − 8
√
5δ
9

− 8
√
5δ
9

116
3 − 472δ

9 + 32δ2

)

.

(37)

• S = 0
F = 27

HCS = 56− 72δ + 32δ2. (38)

G. q6s6 : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}{7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12}

In this case, the flavor and color-spin coupling state of
strange quarks is as follows.

s s s s s s
F
⊗

s

s

s

s

s

s
CS

.

To satisfy the Pauli principle, decomposition of
[1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1]CS for strange quarks should be as follows.

s s

s s

s s
C

⊗
s s s

s s s
S

.

Therefore, the color-spin factor of strange quarks is
determined regardless of the isospin of light quarks.

Hss
CS = 48. (39)

Additionally, we can find out that the color state of light
quarks is also singlet because the color state of strange
quarks is singlet. In the same way, the spin of total
quarks is determined from the spin of light quarks.

1. I = 3

s s s s s s

28(S = 0)

.

HCS = 96− 96δ + 48δ2. (40)

2. I = 2

s

s s s s

s

35(S = 1)

.

HCS =
224

3
− 96δ + 48δ2. (41)
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3. I = 1

s s

s s

s s

27(S = 0, 2)

.

• S = 2
F = 27

HCS = 64− 96δ + 48δ2. (42)

• S = 0
F = 27

HCS = 56− 96δ + 48δ2. (43)

4. I = 0

s s s

s s s

10(S = 1, 3)

.

• S = 3
F = 10

HCS = 64− 96δ + 48δ2. (44)

• S = 1
F = 10

HCS =
152

3
− 96δ + 48δ2. (45)

IV. PENTABARYON CONFIGURATION

Now, let’s consider the pentabaryon configuration
which is composed of five baryons. Since the color state
of the pentabaryon is singlet, which is [5,5,5], we can de-
termine the flavor-spin coupling state satisfying the Pauli
exclusion principle as follows.

C

⊗

FS

. (46)

Now, we can decompose the flavor-spin coupling state
into the possible flavor and spin states as follows.

[3, 3, 3, 3, 3]FS = [6, 6, 3]F ⊗ [9, 6]S + [6, 5, 4]F ⊗ [8, 7]S.

There are two possible flavor states for the
pentabaryon.

10(S = 3
2 )

,

8(S = 1
2 )

.

The color-spin factors for each state in the flavor sym-
metric case are as follows.

H
10(S= 3

2
)

CS = 104 (47)

H
8(S= 1

2
)

CS = 88 (48)

A. q12s3

According to possible flavor states of the pentabaryon,
it should contain at least three strange quarks.

1. I = 0

s s s

10(S = 3
2 )

.

• S = 3
2

F = 10

HCS = 104− 16δ + 8δ2. (49)

B. q11s4

1. I = 1

2

s

s s s

10(S = 3
2 )

,
s s s s

8(S = 1
2 )

.

• S = 3
2

F = 10

HCS = 104−
128

3
δ +

56

3
δ2. (50)

• S = 1
2

F = 8

HCS = 88−
80

3
δ +

56

3
δ2. (51)
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C. q10s5

1. I = 1

s s

s s s

10(S = 3
2 )

,
s

s s s s

8(S = 1
2 )

.

• S = 3
2

F = 10

HCS = 104−
208

3
+ 32δ2. (52)

• S = 1
2

F = 8

HCS = 88−
160

3
δ + 32δ2. (53)

2. I = 0

s

s s s s

8(S = 1
2 )

.

• S = 1
2

F = 8

HCS = 88− 64δ + 32δ2. (54)

D. q9s6

1. I = 3

2

s s s

s s s

10(S = 3
2 )

.

• S = 3
2

F = 10

HCS = 104− 96δ + 48δ2. (55)

2. I = 1

2

s

s

s s s s

8(S = 1
2 )

.

• S = 1
2

F = 8

HCS = 88− 96δ + 48δ2. (56)

V. HEXABARYON CONFIGURATION

We can also consider the hexabaryon configuration
which is composed of six baryons. Since the color state
of the hexabaryon is singlet, which is [6,6,6], we can de-
termine the flavor-spin coupling state satisfying the Pauli
exclusion principle as follows.

C

⊗

FS

. (57)

Now, we can decompose the flavor-spin coupling state
into the possible flavor and spin states as follows.

[3, 3, 3, 3, 3, 3]FS = [6, 6, 6]F ⊗ [9, 9]S .

There is one possible flavor state for the hexabaryon.

1(S = 0)

.

The color-spin factor for this state in the flavor sym-
metric case is as follows.

HCS = 144. (58)

A. q12s6

For the flavor singlet of the hexabaryon, it should con-
tain six strange quarks.

1. I = 0

s s s s s s

1(S = 0)

.

HCS = 144− 96δ + 48δ2. (59)
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VI. SUMMARY

In this work, we calculated the matrix elements of
color-spin factors of the multibaryon configurations,
which are tetrabaryons, pentabaryons and hexabaryons,
in flavor SU(3) symmetry broken case. First, we con-
structed the wave function of the multibaryon states as-
suming the spatial part to be totally symmetric. Since
the color state of the multibaryon should be singlet, we
could determine the remaining part of the wave func-
tion which is flavor-spin coupling state satisfying the
Pauli exclusion principle. Then, using the CG series
we decomposed the flavor-spin coupling state into flavor
and spin states, respectively. And then, we calculated
the color-spin factors using the CG coefficients of Sn,
where n is the number of nonstrange quarks, except the

q8s4(I = 1, S = 1) case.

As our previous work showed [3], color-spin interac-
tion could be critical ingredient when we study the short
range part of the baryon-baryon interaction. In dense nu-
clear matter, three-body and even four-body interations
can be more important. Therefore, the color-spin fac-
tors calculated in this work may be useful when studying
extremely high density nuclear matter.

However, it should be noted that in this work, we as-
sumed that the spatial part of the wave function to be
totally symmetric. In this case, the six-baryon is the
maximum multibaryon state we can construct to be sat-
isfied the Pauli exclusion principle. Moreover, since it is
important to consider the angular momentum in three-
body or larger systems, follow-up research considering
the nonsymmetric orbital state is necessary.

Appendix A: q10s2(I = 1, S = 0)

In the following sections, we represent how strange quarks occupy their places in color and spin states for the
cases when there are two or more multiplicities. Note that the color-spin coupling state of strange quarks should be
antisymmetric.

1.

s s
C

⊗
s

s
S

→





















,
s

s





















CS

.

2. s

s
C

⊗
s s

S

→





















,
s

s





















CS

.

Appendix B: q10s2(I = 0, S = 1)

1.

s s
C

⊗
s

s
S

→















,
s

s















CS

.

2. s

s
C

⊗
s s

S

→















,
s

s















CS

.
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Appendix C: q9s3(I = 3

2
, S = 1)

1. s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s
S

→





















,

s

s

s





















CS

.

2.

s

s

s
C

⊗
s

s s
S

→





















,

s

s

s





















CS

.

Appendix D: q9s3(I = 3

2
, S = 0)

1. s

s s
C

⊗
s

s s
S

→





















,

s

s

s





















CS

.

2.

s

s

s
C

⊗
s s s

S

→





















,

s

s

s





















CS

.

Appendix E: q9s3(I = 1

2
, S = 2)

1. s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s
S

→
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s

s















CS

.

2.

s

s

s
C

⊗
s s s

S

→
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s

s















CS

.
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Appendix F: q9s3(I = 1

2
, S = 1)

1. s

s s
C

⊗
s

s s
S

→















,

s

s

s















CS

.

2. s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s
S

→
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CS

.

3.

s

s

s
C

⊗
s s

s
S

→
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s

s















CS

.

Appendix G: q8s4(I = 2, S = 0)

1. s s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s s
S
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CS

.
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s s
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⊗
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S
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CS

.

Appendix H: q8s4(I = 1, S = 2)

1.

s

s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s s
S
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s

s















CS

.
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s

s s
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⊗
s s s
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S
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s

s















CS

.
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Appendix I: q8s4(I = 1, S = 1)

1. s s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s s
S

→
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s

s

s















CS

.
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s s
C

⊗
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s s s
S

→















,

s

s

s

s















CS

.
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s s
C

⊗
s s

s s
S

→















,

s

s

s

s















CS

.
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s

s

s s
C

⊗
s s s

s
S

→
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.

Appendix J: q8s4(I = 0, S = 2)

1. s s
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⊗
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.
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.

Appendix K: q8s4(I = 0, S = 0)

1. s s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s s
S
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.
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.



14

Appendix L: q7s5(I = 3

2
, S = 1)

1.
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s s

s s
C

⊗
s s

s s s
S

→
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.

Appendix M: q7s5(I = 1

2
, S = 2)
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s s

s s
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⊗
s s

s s s
S

→
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.

Appendix N: q7s5(I = 1

2
, S = 1)

1.
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s s

s s
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⊗
s s

s s s
S
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⊗
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