
ar
X

iv
:0

81
1.

27
62

v2
  [

he
p-

ph
] 

 2
2 

M
ay

 2
00

9

UB-ECM -PF 08/20

E�ective string theory constraints on the long distance behavior ofthe

subleading potentials

G uillem P�erez-Nadal1 and Joan Soto2
1
Departam ent de F��sica Fonam ental

2
Departam ent d’Estructura i Constituents de la M at�eria

and

Institut de Ci�encies del Cosm os

Universitat de Barcelona

Diagonal647, 08028 Barcelona, Catalonia, Spain

The dynam icsofheavy quarkonium system sin thestrong coupling regim e reducesto a quantum

m echanicalproblem with a num ber of potentials which m ay be organized in powers of 1=m , m

being the heavy quark m ass.The potentialsm ustbe calculated non-perturbatively,forinstance in

lattice Q CD .Itiswellknown thatthe long distance behaviorofthe static (1=m 0)potentialiswell

reproduced by an e�ectivestring theory.W eshow thatthise�ectivestring theory,ifcorrect,should

also reproduce the long distance behavior ofall1=m suppressed potentials. W e dem onstrate the

practicalusefulness ofthis result by �nding a suitable param eterization ofthe recently calculated

1=m potential.W ealso calculatethe1=m
2
velocity dependentand spin dependentpotentials.O nce

Poincar�e invariance isim plem ented,theshapesofm ostofthespin independentpotentialsare fully

predicted in term s ofthe string tension,and the shapes ofthe spin dependent ones in term s ofa

single param eter.

PACS num bers:12.39.Jh,12.39.Pn,11.15.Tk,11.25.Tq

Heavy quarkonium system s have played a m ajor

role in ourunderstanding ofQ CD (see [1]fora re-

view).Theearly successesofnon-relativisticpoten-

tialm odels in describing the gross features ofthe

spectrum ,can nowadaysbe understood asem anat-

ing from Q CD in a particular kinem aticalregim e.

The heavy quarks in the heavy quarkonium rest

fram em oveslowly,with avelocityv � 1,which gen-

eratesahierarchyofphysicalscalesm � m v � m v2

(1=m v isthetypicalsizeofthesystem and m v2 the

typicalbinding energy) in addition to �Q C D , the

typicalhadronic scale. This hierarchy is m ostcon-

veniently exploited using the e�ective �eld theories

(EFT)ofNRQ CD [2,3]and pNRQ CD [4,5],which

are built in such a way thatthey are equivalentto

Q CD in the kinem aticalregim e they hold (see [6]

for a review). It was shown in [5]that in the case

m v � �Q C D the relevantdegreesoffreedom ofpN-

RQ CD (and hence ofQ CD)reduceto thoseofnon-

relativistic potentialm odels. The potentials to be

input in pNRQ CD,however,have precise form ulas

in term sofobjectscom putablefrom Q CD.Som eof

these form ulaswere known since long [7,8,9],but

otherswere uncovered when form ulating this prob-

lem in the EFT fram ework,like the 1=m potential

[10].

Thepotentialshavebeen com puted on thelattice

with increasing precision [11,12,13,14,15]. Con-

venientand econom icalparam eterizationsoflattice

data arenecessary in orderto includethepotentials

assim plefunctionsin theSchr�odingerequation.For

the static potentialthe na��ve addition ofthe short

distance one-gluon exchange potentialand the long

distance linear potential,aspredicted by the e�ec-

tivestring theory (EST)[16],which isknown asthe

Cornellpotential[17],provides a good description

oflattice data and hasbeen very successfulin phe-

nom enologicalapplications.Correctionsto the long

distance linearbehaviorcan be calculated in a sys-

tem atic m annerin the EST [18,19](see also [20]).

For the subleading potentials,so far the only con-

straintwhich hasbeen used forsuch param eteriza-

tions,isthatatshortdistances,thepotentialsm ust

approach their perturbative expressions. The long

distancebehaviorhastraditionally been a m atterof

guess work,being quite com m on the use of poly-

nom ials in 1=r (lately powers ofr have also been

used). The aim ofthis letter is to show that the

EST also predictsthe long distance behaviorofthe

1=m suppressed potentials,and hence m ay becom e

an extrem ely usefultoolin orderto �nd suitablepa-

ram eterizationsoflattice data.

Thestaticpotentialcan beobtained from thevac-

uum expectation value of the rectangular W ilson

loop W (T;r) [21]. The EST hypothesis m aintains

that at long distances (r�Q C D � 1) this expecta-

tion value can be obtained from a string action,

lim
T ! 1

h0jW (T;r)j0i= Z

Z

D �
l
e
iSstring(�

l
) (1)

where Z isan unknown constant,and �l = �l(t;z),

l= 1;2,arethetransversecom ponentsofthestring,
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which ful�ll the boundary conditions �l(t;r=2) =

�l(t;� r=2)= 0. The string action m ay be written

as[19]

Sstring = � �

Z

dtdz

�

1�
1

2
@��

l
@
�
�
l

�

(2)

where � is the string tension. This action is cor-

rected by higher order term s in the EST counting,

and can be obtained as a long wavelength lim it of

theNam bu-G oto action.Equations(1)and (2)give

riseto thefollowing prediction forthelong distance

behaviorofthe staticpotential[18],

V
(0)(r)= �r+ � �

�

12r
(3)

where� isan unknown constant.Thisresultagrees

with lattice data for� ’ 0:21 G eV2 [19].

The 1=m suppressed potentials are given by ex-

pectation values of suitable operator insertions in

the rectangular W ilson loop (see [10, 22]for con-

crete form ulas). Since the large distance behav-

ior ofthe expectation value ofthe W ilson loop is

given by an EST,it is naturalto expect that the

suitableoperatorinsertionsthatthe1=m potentials

need also have a representation in the EST.In or-

derto pin down them apping itisconvenientto ex-

press the operator insertions in a gauge invariant

fashion. This is achieved by introducing two spin-

less (G rassm ann) �elds  and �.  annihilates a

static source in the fundam entalrepresentation at

the point r=2 = (0;0;r=2) and � creates a static

sourcein theanti-fundam entalrepresentation atthe

point � r=2,f y; g = f�y;�g = 1,the rem aining

�xed-tim e(anti-)com m utatorsbeingzero.TheQ CD

Lagrangian isthen augm ented by

�LQ C D =  
y(t)(i@0 � gA0(t;r=2)) (t)+

�
y(t)(i@0 � gA0(t;� r=2))�(t) (4)

The expectation value of the rectangular W ilson

loop W (T;r)can be rewritten as

h0jW (T;r)j0i= h0jO (
T

2
;r)O y(�

T

2
;r)j0i (5)

O (t;r)= �
y(t)�(t;�

r

2
;t;

r

2
) (t) (6)

�(t;r;t;r0) is the straight W ilson line joining the

points r and r
0 at the tim e t. In this form alism

theinsertionsofchrom oelectricandchrom om agnetic

operators(see (18)below and ref. [22])correspond

to insertionsin (5)ofthe following gauge invariant

operators,

 
y(t)E i(t;

r

2
) (t) ;  

y(t)B i(t;
r

2
) (t)

� �
y(t)E i(t;�

r

2
)�(t) ; � �

y(t)B i(t;�
r

2
)�(t)(7)

Forinstance,letusdenoteashE i(t;r=2)E i(t0;r=2)i

the expectation value ofthe insertionsoftwo chro-

m oelectric�eldsatthepoints(t;r=2)and (t0;r=2)of

the W ilson loop (T=2 > t> t0> � T=2).W e have,

hE
i(t;r=2)E i(t0;r=2)i=

h0jO (
T

2
;r) y(t)E i(t;

r

2
) (t) (8)

�  
y(t0)E i(t0;

r

2
) (t0)O y(�

T

2
;r)j0i

Thisway ofrewriting the operatorinsertionsin the

W ilson loop isespecially convenientforthem apping

into theEST.In thelim itT ! 1 ,which istaken in

the com putation ofthe 1=m suppressed potentials,

the chrom oelectric and chrom om agnetic insertions

reducetocorrelationfunctionsofthegaugeinvariant

operators(7). These correlation functions can now

be m apped into the EST ascorrelation functionsof

som esuitableEST operators.

Therefore,what we have to do is to �nd a rep-

resentation ofoperators like (7) in term s ofstring

variables,underthe guidance ofthe globalsym m e-

tries ofthe system . The latter correspond to the

D h1 group,the sym m etriesofa diatom ic m olecule

(changing P by CP),and tim e reversal.In orderto

identify the im plem entation ofthe sym m etry in the

EST,itisconvenientto choosea worldsheetparam -

eterization in which evolution isdescribed by tim e,

thezeroth coordinateofthestring,and thelabeling

by thezcoordinate,thelastcoordinateofthestring,

asithasalready been im plem ented in (2). Forthe

building blocksof(7),we have the following trans-

form ation propertieswith respectto the generators

ofD h1 (z = (0;0;z)):

� Rotationswith respectto the z-axis

E
i(t;z)! R

ij
E
j(t;z)

B
i(t;z)! R

ij
B
j(t;z)

 (t)!  (t);�(t)! �(t) (9)

� Re
ection with respectto the zx-plane

E
i(t;z)! �

ij
E
j(t;z)

B
i(t;z)! � �

ij
B
j(t;z)

 (t)!  (t);�(t)! �(t) (10)

� CP

E
i(t;z)!

�
E
i
�T

(t;� z)

B
i(t;z)! �

�
B
i
�T

(t;� z)

 (t)! �
�(t);�(t)!  

�(t) (11)
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Undertim e reversalthey transform asfollows:

� T

E
i(t;z)! E

i(� t;z)

B
i(t;z)! � B

i(� t;z)

 (t)!  (� t);�(t)! �(� t) (12)

In theseequations,R ij istherotation m atrix,�ij =

diag(1;� 1;1),and T standsfortranspose (with re-

spect to color indices). O n the string theory side,

the building blocks,nam ely the string coordinates

�i(t;z)(with �3 = z),transform asfollows:

� Rotationswith respectto the z-axis

�
i(t;z)! R

ij
�
j(t;z) (13)

� Re
ection with respectto the zx-plane

�
i(t;z)! �

ij
�
j(t;z) (14)

� CP

�
i(t;z)! � �

i(t;� z) (15)

� T

�
i(t;z)! �

i(� t;z) (16)

W e�nd thatthefollowingm appingsatis�esthesym -

m etry requirem ents,

 
y(t)E l(t;

r

2
) (t) 7! �2

@z�
l(t;

r

2
)

�
y(t)E l(t;�

r

2
)�(t) 7! � �2@z�

l(t;�
r

2
)

 
y(t)B l(t;

r

2
) (t) 7! �0

�
lm
@t@z�

m (t;
r

2
)

�
y(t)B l(t;�

r

2
)�(t) 7! �0

�
lm
@t@z�

m (t;�
r

2
)

 
y(t)E 3(t;

r

2
) (t) 7! �002 (17)

�
y(t)E 3(t;�

r

2
)�(t) 7! � �00

2

 
y(t)B 3(t;

r

2
) (t) 7! �000

�
lm
@t@z�

l(t;
r

2
)@z�

m (t;
r

2
)

�
y(t)B 3(t;�

r

2
)�(t) 7! �000

�
lm
@t@z�

l(t;�
r

2
)@z�

m (t;�
r

2
)

where l;m = 1;2 and �,� 0,�00,�000 � �Q C D are

unknown constants with dim ension of m ass. The

assignm entabove agreeswith the early assignm ent

in ref. [23]. The EST provides an expansion of

thephysicalobservablesin term sof1=r�Q C D ,trans-

versestringcoordinatesm ustbecounted as1=�Q C D ,

whereas@z and @0 like 1=r. Hence the expressions

in (17) willbe corrected by higher order operators

in the EST counting. The expression ofthe 1=m

potentialsin theEST willbeobtained by substitut-

ing theoperatorson thelhsof(17)by theoperators

on the rhs of(17) and calculating the expectation

valueswith the EST action (2).

Letusillustrateitby calculating theEST expres-

sion ofthe1=m potential.Forthispotentialwehave

[22]

V
(1;0)(r)= �

g2

2

Z 1

0

dtthhE
i(t;

r

2
)E i(0;

r

2
)iic (18)

wherehh� � � iim eansthattheexpectation valueofthe

operatorinsertions in the W ilson loop (e.g. (8)) is

norm alized to the expectation value ofthe W ilson

loop (5),and the subscript c stands for connected.

Hencethe EST representation is

V
(1;0)(r)= �

g2�4

2

Z 1

0

dtt@z@z0G
ll
F (t;

r

2
;0;

r

2
)

(19)

where G lm
F (t;z;t0;z0)= h�l(t;z)�m (t0;z0)i. This in-

tegralism osteasilycom puted by perform ingaW ick

rotation to im aginary tim e. For the calculation of

the correlatorweobtain

G
lm
F (it;z;it0;z0)= �

lm 1

4��
�

ln

(

cosh
�
�

r
(t� t0)

�
+ cos

�
�

r
(z+ z0)

�

cosh
�
�

r
(t� t0)

�
� cos

�
�

r
(z� z0)

�

)

(20)

The tim e integration in (19)su�ersfrom an UV di-

vergence,which m ay be regulated by introducing a

cut-o� for sm alltim es. The contribution from this

cut-o� isjustan additive constantto the potential,

which m ay be absorbed into the additive constant

thatappearsin the EST resultforthe staticpoten-

tial(3).Up to a constantterm ,wethen obtain

V
(1;0)(r)=

g2�4

��
ln
�p

� r
�

(21)

Henceweobtain thenon-trivialresultthatthe1=m

potentialm ustgrow logarithm ically atlarge r. Let

us com pare this result with available lattice data.

W e �tted a curveofthe form V (1;0)(r)= alogr+ b

to the data in [24]at� = 6=g2 = 6:00 and r > 0:2

fm .Notethatthisrangealready correspondsto the

interm ediate and long distance regim es r & �
�1

Q C D
.

The resultisplotted in Fig. 1. As we can see,the

�tisvery good,with a reduced chi-square�2=N df =

0:93 1.O fcourse,forphenom enologicalapplications

1 W e have considered the errorsofthe di�erentlattice points
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FIG .1:The lattice data forV (1;0)(r),�tted to the EST

prediction V
(1;0)

(r)= alogr+ b.

(see for instance [25]) a short distance piece com -

patiblewith perturbation theory (� 1=r2)should be

\added" to the long distancebehaviorabove.

Som e ofthe 1=m 2 potentials are related to the

correlator (20), and hence can be easily obtained

from it,

V
(2;0)

p2
(r)= V

(1;1)

p2
(r)= 0

V
(2;0)

L 2 (r)= � V
(1;1)

L 2 (r)= �
g2�4

6�
r (22)

The velocity dependent potentials V
(2;0)

p2
(r) and

V
(1;1)

p2
(r)m ay receivenon-vanishingcontributionsat

NNLO ,and,hence,up to logarithm ic corrections,

they areexpected to scaleasV
(2;0)

p2
(r)� V

(1;1)

p2
(r)�

C=r (V
(2;0)

p2
(r)m ay develop a constantpiece due to

a contactterm ,sim ilarto theonesappearingin (26)

below). W e obtain from (22) the following m odel-

independentpredictionsforthelong rangebehavior

ofthesepotentials,

V
(2;0)

L 2 (r)

V
(1;1)

L 2 (r)
= � 1 ;

r2 d

dr
V (1;0)(r)

V
(2;0)

L 2 (r)
= �

6

�
(23)

Letusnextturn to the potentialsinvolving chro-

m om agnetic �elds(spin dependentpotentials). W e

obtain forthe spin-orbitpotentials,

V
(2;0)

L S
(r) = �

�2c

r
�
g2c

(1)

F
�0�2

�r2

V
(1;1)

L 2S1
(r) = �

g2c
(1)

F
�0�2

�r2
(24)

uncorrelated.W hen thecorrelationsaretaken into account

�
2
=N df becom es largerbutstilloforderone [26].

where c
(1)

F
is a m atching coe�cientofthe NRQ CD

Lagrangian,which isinherited by the spin-orbitin-

teraction (see [6]). V
(2;0)

L S
(r) is UV divergent and

requiresregularization and renorm alization.Thisis

notaproblem oftheEST itselfbutratheroneinher-

ited from the staticlim itofQ CD.Theintroduction

ofthe static �elds (t)and �(t)m akesthe solution

ofthe problem straightforward. Indeed,whenever

we have a tim e ordered productoflocaloperators,

contact(local)term sofdim ension equalorsm aller

than the sum of the dim ensions of the operators

m ust generically be added in order to obtain �nite

results. In the case ofV
(2;0)

L S
(r),which involvesthe

tim e ordered product

�
lm
 
y(t)B l(t;

r

2
) (t) y(0)E m (0;

r

2
) (0) (25)

only the following term sarepossible 2,

�
lm
 
y(t)B l(t;

r

2
) (t) y(0)E m (0;

r

2
) (0)� !

�
lm
 
y(t)B l(t;

r

2
) (t) y(0)E m (0;

r

2
) (0)

+ i(c1�
0(t)+ c2�

000(t)) y(0) (0) (26)

+ ic3�
0(t) y(0)E 3(0;

r

2
) (0)

c1,c2 and c3 arerealconstants.Theterm with c2 is

subleading in the EST counting,but c1 and c3 are

not.W eusethesam eregularization asforV (1;0)(r)

and add asuitablecontactterm correspondingtothe

EST representation ofthe term s with c1 and c3 in

(26),which turn outto beproportionalto theiden-

tity operator,in orderto m ake the �nalexpression

�nite.The coe�cient� 2
c appearing in (24)depends

on the �nite piece ofthis contact term and m ust

beconsidered an additionalfreeparam eter.Forthe

spin-spin potentialswegetzero atLO ,which iscon-

sistentwith theargum entputforward in [23].How-

ever,atNLO they m ightreceivenon-vanishing con-

tributions.Up to logarithm iccorrections,weexpect

them to scaleasV
(1;1)

S 2 � V
(1;1)

S12
� C=r5,which m ay

explain the sharp drop observed in lattice calcula-

tions [15]. Note that these contributions would be

m 2=�2
Q C D enhanced with respect to the one found

in [23].

Beforeclosing,itisinteresting to explorethecon-

straintsthatPoincar�einvarianceim poseson thepo-

tentials [27]with regard to the EST results above.

2 N otethat y(0) (0)istheidentity operatorin thesubspace

spanned by  
y(0), and hence operators involving higher

powers ofitare redundant.
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The G rom esrelation [28]and the �rstBBM P rela-

tion [29]�x �2c in (24)and �
2 to

�
2
c = �=2 ; g�2 = � (27)

TheotherBBM P relationsaresatis�ed withoutany

further constraints. This is a rem arkable result. It

�xesthecoe�cientsofthe1=m potentialand ofthe

velocity dependent potentials in term s ofthe slope

ofthe static potential(the string tension �). For

the 1=m potential the �t value of the coe�cient

a = 0:095 G eV 2,whereasthepreviousrelation gives

a = �=� = 0:067 G eV2. The di�erence m ay be

due to two reasons: (i) the lattice data of[24]are

not in the continuum and,hence,sm allviolations

ofPoincar�einvariance are expected,and (ii)higher

order term s in the EST,which have not been con-

sidered,them ostim portantofwhich goeslikeC=r2,

up to logarithm s.

In sum m ary,wehaveshown how EST can beused

to extract the long distance part ofthe 1=m sup-

pressed potentials. As an exam ple,we have quan-

titatively com pared with lattice data in the case

ofthe 1=m potentialand have found an excellent

agreem ent. W e expect a sim ilar agreem entfor the

rem aining potentials. W hen Poincar�e invariance is

used,the shapesofthe spin-independentpotentials

are fully predicted (at LO in the EST expansion),

and theshapesofthespin-dependentonesaregiven

in term sofa singleparam eter.

W ebelieveourresultsareim portantfrom twodif-

ferent points ofview. O n the one hand,we have

obtained for the �rst tim e a satisfactory param e-

terization of the 1=m potential at long distances,

which can now be used to com pute the 1=m cor-

rection to the heavy quarkonium spectrum .O n the

other hand,there is no available proofofthe idea

that Q CD is equivalent to EST at long distances.

O ur results provide a num ber ofnew ways to test

whetherthisidea isvalid ornot.
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