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E ective string theory constraints on the long distance behavior of the
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T he dynam ics of heavy quarkonium system s In the strong coupling regin e reduces to a quantum
m echanical problem wih a number of potentials which m ay be organized In powers of 1=m , m
being the heavy quark m ass. T he potentials m ust be calculated non-perturbatively, for lnstance in
lattice QCD . It is wellknown that the long distance behavior of the static (1=m °) potential is well
reproduced by an e ective string theory. W e show that thise ective string theory, if correct, should
also reproduce the long distance behavior of all 1=m suppressed potentials. W e dem onstrate the
practical usefiilness of this result by nding a suitable param eterization of the recently calculated
1=m potential. W e also calculate the 1=m 2 velocity dependent and spin dependent potentials. O nce
Poincare Invariance is in plem ented, the shapes ofm ost of the spin independent potentials are fully
predicted in temm s of the string tension, and the shapes of the spin dependent ones in tem s of a

single param eter.

PACS numbers: 12.39.Jh, 12.39Pn, 11.15Tk, 1125Tq

Heavy quarkonium system s have played a m a pr
role In our understanding ofQCD (see [I] for a re-
view ). T he early successes of non-relativistic poten—
tial m odels in describing the gross features of the
spectrum , can now adays be understood as em anat—
Ing from QCD in a particular kinem atical regin e.
The heavy quarks in the heavy quarkoniim rest
fram em ove slow Iy, w ith avelocity v 1, which gen—
eratesa hierarchy ofphysicalscalesm mv mv?
(I=m v is the typical size of the system and m v the
typical binding energy) iIn addition to gcp, the
typical hadronic scale. This hierarchy is m ost con-—
veniently exploited using the e ective eld theordes
EFT) ofNRQCD [,3land pPNRQCD [4,8], which
are built n such a way that they are equivalent to
QCD in the kinem atical regim e they hold (see [€]
fora review ). It was shown in [B] that in the case
mv ocp the relevant degrees of freedom ofpN —
ROCD (and hence ofQCD ) reduce to those of non-
relativistic potentialm odels. The potentials to be
Input in pPNRQ CD , how ever, have precise form ulas
In term s of ob fcts com putable from QCD . Som e of
these form ulas were known since long [17,18,19], but
others were uncovered when form ulating this prob-
¥em in the EFT fram ework, lke the 1=m potential
[Lal.

T he potentials have been com puted on the lattice
w ith Increasing precision [11,112,113,114,[15] . Con—
venient and econom ical param eterizations of lattice
data are necessary In order to inclide the potentials
as sin ple functions in the Schrodinger equation. For

the static potential the na ve addition of the short
distance onegluon exchange potential and the long
distance linear potential, as predicted by the e ec—
tive string theory (EST) [L€], which isknown asthe
Comell potential [17], provides a good description
of lattice data and has been very successful in phe-
nom enological applications. C orrections to the long
distance linear behavior can be calculated in a sys—
tem atic m anner in the EST [LE,19] (see also R20)).
For the sublading potentials, so far the only con—
straint which has been used for such param eteriza—
tions, is that at short distances, the potentialsm ust
approach their perturbative expressions. The long
distance behavior has tradiionally been a m atter of
guess work, being quite comm on the use of poly—
nom ials In 1=r (lately powers of r have also been
used). The ain of this ltter is to show that the
EST also predicts the long distance behavior of the
1=m suppressed potentials, and hence m ay becom e
an extrem ely usefiltoolin orderto nd suiable pa—
ram eterizations of lattice data.

T he static potentialcan be obtained from the vac—
uum expectation valie of the rectangular W ilson
loop W (T;r) R1]. The EST hypothesis m aintains
that at long distances (r gcp 1) this expecta-
tion value can be obtained from a string action,

Z

Im PO§1 (T;r)Pi= 2z D leSwmwalD ()
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where Z is an unknown constant, and '= l(@;z),
1= 1;2, are the transverse com ponents of the string,
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which fiil 11 the boundary conditions *(t;r=2) =
Yt; r=2) = 0. The string action m ay be w ritten
as [L9]
Z
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Sstrjng = dtdz 1 E @ @ (2)
where  is the string tension. This action is cor-
rected by higher order tem s in the EST counting,
and can be obtained as a Iong wavelength Iim it of
the N am bu-6 oto action. Equations [1) and [2) give
rise to the Hllow ing prediction for the long distance
behavior of the static potential [L8],

VOu@= r+ @)

12r
where isan unknown constant. T his result agrees
with lattice data or / 021 Gev? [L9].

The 1=m suppressed potentials are given by ex—
pectation values of suitable operator insertions in
the rectangular W ilson loop (see [LQ, 122] for con-
crete formulas). Since the large distance behav-
jor of the expectation valuie of the W ilson loop is
given by an EST, it is natural to expect that the
suitable operator insertions that the 1=m potentials
need also have a representation in the EST . In or—
der to pin down the m apping it is convenient to ex—
press the operator Insertions In a gauge invariant
fashion. This is achieved by ntroducing two soin—
lss Grassmann) elds and annihilates a
static source in the fundam ental representation at
the point =2 = (0;0;r=2) and creates a static
source in the anti-findam ental representation at the
point r=2,fY; g= £ ¥; g= 1, the rem aining

xed-tin e (@nti)ocom m utatorsbeing zero. TheQ CD
Lagrangian is then augm ented by

Locp = 7 (@ gAGir=2)) ©+
) (@@ gAol; r=2)) (© @)

The expectation value of the rectangular W ilson
loop W (T ;r) can be rew ritten as

. T T
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;r;t;1°) is the straight W ilson line Ppining the
points r and r° at the tine t. In this form alism
the insertions ofchrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic
operators (see [18) below and ref. R2]) correspond
to insertions in [§) of the ollow ing gauge invariant
operators,

. r ; r
y(t)El(t;E) © ; y(t)Bl(t;E) ©
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For nstance, ket usdenote astE * (g r=2) E* % r=2)1
the expectation valie of the mnsertions of two chro—
m oelectric eldsatthepoints ;r=2) and «%r=2) of
theW ilson Joop (T=2> t> t°> T=2).W e have,

EiGgr=2)E ;r=2)i=
T i r
hoH (E;r) Y OE (t;g) (t) ®)
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Thisway of rew riting the operator insertions in the
W ilson loop is especially convenient for them apping
ntotheEST .Inthelimi T ! 1 ,which istaken In
the com putation of the 1=m suppressed potentials,
the chrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic insertions
reduce to correlation fiinctions ofthe gauge invariant
operators [7). These correlation filnctions can now
be m apped into the EST as correlation functions of
som e suitable E ST operators.

T herefore, what we have to do isto nd a rep—
resentation of operators ke [I) in tem s of string
variables, under the guidance of the global sym m e-
tries of the system . The latter correspond to the
D1 group, the symm etries of a diatom icm olecule
(changing P by CP), and tin e reversal. In order to
identify the in plem entation of the sym m etry in the
E ST, it is convenient to choose a w orldsheet param —
eterization In which evolution is described by tim e,
the zeroth coordinate of the string, and the labeling
by the z coordinate, the last coordinate ofthe string,
as it has already been implem ented in [2). For the
building blocks of [1), we have the ©llow ing trans—
form ation properties w ith respect to the generators
ofDp1 (= (0;0;2)):

R otations w ith respect to the zaxis
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Re ection w ith respect to the zx-plane
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Under tin e reversal they transform as follow s:

T

Ei(t;z) ! Ei( t;2)
Bi(t;z) ! Bi( t;z)

! (9; ©! (9 (12)
In these equations, R is the rotation m atrix, =
diag(; 1;1),and T stands for transpose W ih re-
spect to color indices). On the string theory side,
the building blocks, nam ely the string coordinates

tz) wih 3= z), transform as ollow s:

R otations w ith respect to the z-axis

fgz) ! RY I (gz) a3)
Re ection w ith respect to the zx-plane

Yzt P I z) (14)
cp

‘Gz ! G 2) (15)
T

Yz ! T tiz) (16)

W e nd thatthe ollow ngm apping satis esthe sym —
m etry requirem ents,
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where Lm = 1;2and , 9 © @ ocp are

unknown constants wih din ension of mass. The
assignm ent above agrees w ith the early assignm ent
In ref. R3]. The EST provides an expansion of
the physicalobservables in tem sofl=r gcp,trans-
verse string coordinatesm ustbe counted as1= gcp,
whereas @, and Qp lke 1=r. Hence the expressions

r to the data in R4]lat =
5 )fin . Note that this range already corresponds to the

in [[7) willbe corrected by higher order operators
In the EST counting. The expression of the 1=m
potentials n the EST w illbe obtained by substitut—
ing the operators on the hhs of [I7) by the operators
on the rhs of [[7) and calculating the expectation
values w ith the EST action [).

Let us illustrate i by calculating the EST expres—
sion ofthe 1=m potential. For thispotentialwe have
2]

Z
1;0) _ g i Eiin, L
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where lh i m eans that the expectation value ofthe

operator nsertions in the W ilson loop E€g. 8)) is
nom alized to the expectation value of the W ilson
Ioop [@), and the subscript ¢ stands ©r connected.
Hence the EST representation is
121
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19)
w here Gb{m z;t%2% = hiigz) ™ ;z9i. This n—
tegralism ost easily com puted by perform inga W ick
rotation to In aginary tin e. For the calculation of
the correlator we obtain

v (1;0) (r) —
0
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The tin e integration in [[9) su ers from an UV di-
vergence, w hich m ay be requlated by Introducing a
cut-o for an all tin es. The contrbution from this
cut-o is just an additive constant to the potential,
which m ay be absorbed into the additive constant
that appears In the EST result for the static poten—
tial [@). Up to a constant term , we then obtain

g *_ pP-

v 30 (r) = n r

@1)

a7

Hence we obtain the non-trivial resul that the 1=m
potentialm ust grow logarithm ically at large r. Let
us com pare this result wih availbbl lattice data.
We tted a curve ofthe om v &% (r) = alogr+ b
6=¢ = 600 and r> 02
Interm ediate and long distance regines r & Q1CD .
The result isplotted n Fig. 1. As we can see, the

t isvery good, w ith a reduced chisquare 2=N g4 =
0:93'. 0 foourse, or phenom enological applications

1 W e have considered the errors of the di erent lattice points
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FIG .1: The lhattice data orv * (r), tted to the EST
prediction V 4% (r) = alogr+ b.

(see for instance RI]) a short distance piece com -
patible w ith perturbation theory ( 1=F) should be
\added" to the long distance behavior above.

Som e of the 1=m ? potentials are related to the
correlator [20), and hence can be easily cbtained
from it,

(171)
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4

v m= vite= 926 r (2
(2;0) (r) and

The velocity dependent potentials sz

Vp(zl;l) (r) m ay receive non-vanishing contributionsat

NNLO, and, hence, up to logarithm ic corrections,
they are expected to scale as Vp(22;0) (x) \{)(21;1) (x)

C=r (Vp(zz;o) (r) m ay develop a constant piece due to
a contact temm , sim ilar to the ones appearing in [28)
below). W e obtain from [22) the Hllow ing m odel
Independent predictions for the long range behavior
of these potentials,

VL(E;O) (r) ) I‘Z%V (1;0) (r) B 6
= 1 ;= — (23)
;1) 2;0)
L2 (r) VLz (r)
Let us next tum to the potentials involving chro—
m om agnetic elds (soin dependent potentials). W e

obtain for the spin-orbit potentials,

gch(l) 0 2
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uncorrelated. W hen the correlations are taken into account
2N gt becom es larger but still of order one [2€6].

where cF(l) is a m atching coe cient of the NRQCD
Lagrangian, which is inherited by the spin-orbit in-—
teraction (see [). V,2° () is UV divergent and
requires regularization and renom alization. T his is
not a problem oftheEST itselfbut rather one inher-
ited from the static lim it 0£Q CD . T he Introduction
ofthe static elds (t) and (t) m akes the solution
of the problem straightforward. Indeed, whenever
we have a tin e ordered product of local operators,
contact (local) tem s of din ension equal or an aller
than the sum of the din ensions of the operators
m ust generically be added In order to obtain nite
results. In the case ofVL(é;O) (r), which involves the
tin e ordered product

n y(t)Bl(t;g) © YOE" (o;g) 0 @5

only the Hllow ing term s are possble ?,

n -‘/(t)Blo:;l;) © YOE™ <0;1;> 0 !

n y(t)lal(t;l;) © YOE™ (o;1;> 0)
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¢, and ¢ are realconstants. The term with ¢ is
subleading in the EST counting, but ¢ and ¢; are
not. W e use the sam e reqularization as orv 9 (r)
and add a suitable contact tem corresponding to the
EST representation of the tem swih ¢ and c; in
[26), which tum out to be proportional to the iden-
tity operator, in order to m ake the nalexpression
nite. The coe cient 2 appearing .n [24) depends
on the nie piece of this contact term and must
be considered an additional free param eter. For the
spin-spin potentialswe get zero at LO , which is con—
sistent w ith the argum ent put orward in R3]. How -
ever, at NLO they m ight receive non-vanishing con—
tributions. Up to logarithm ic corrections, we expect
them to scale asVs(zl;l) Vs(llz;l) C=r,which may
explain the sharp drop cbserved in lattice calcula—
tions [L3]. Note that these contributions would be
m?= 2., enhanced with respect to the one found
n R3].

Before closing, it is Interesting to explore the con—
straints that P oincare invariance in poses on the po—
tentials R7] w ith regard to the EST results above.

2 Notethat Y (0) (0) isthe identity operator in the subspace
spanned by Y (0), and hence operators involving higher
pow ers of it are redundant.



The G rom es relation R€] and the rst BBM P rela—
tion R9] x 2 in 24) and ? to
= =2;97%= @7

The otherBBM P relations are satis ed w ithout any
further constraints. This is a rem arkable result. Tt

xes the coe cients ofthe 1=m potentialand ofthe
velocity dependent potentials In tem s of the slope
of the static potential (the string tension ). For
the 1=m potential the t value of the coe cient

= 0:095 G eV ?, whereas the previous relation gives
a= = = 0067 GeV?. The di erence may be
due to two reasons: (i) the lattice data of R24] are
not in the continuum and, hence, am all violations
of Poincare invariance are expected, and (ii) higher
order termm s In the EST, which have not been con-
sidered, the m ost in portant ofwhich goes like C =r?,
up to logarithm s.

In summ ary, we have shown how EST can beused
to extract the long distance part of the 1=m sup-
pressed potentials. A s an exam ple, we have quan—
titatively com pared w ith lattice data in the case
of the 1=m potential and have found an excellent
agream ent. W e expect a sin ilar agreem ent for the
rem aining potentials. W hen Poincare invariance is
used, the shapes of the spin—-independent potentials
are fully predicted (@t LO in the EST expansion),
and the shapes of the spin-dependent ones are given
In temm s of a single param eter.

W e believe our results are in portant from two dif-
ferent points of view . On the one hand, we have
obtained for the st time a satisfactory param e—
terization of the 1=m potential at long distances,
which can now be used to compute the 1=m cor-
rection to the heavy quarkonium spectrum . On the
other hand, there is no available proof of the idea
that QCD is equivalent to EST at long distances.
O ur results provide a num ber of new ways to test
w hether this idea is valid or not.
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