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Abstract
We consider heavy mesons with charm and bottom in nuclear medium. We construct the effective
Lagrangian with axial-vector coupling including 1/M -corrections for the heavy meson mass M by
following the velocity-rearrangement invariance. As an application, we consider heavy mesons,
D̄ and D̄∗ mesons for charm and B and B∗ mesons for bottom, bound in nuclear matter, and
we discuss their in-medium masses modified by the interaction with nucleons via pion exchanges
including the 1/M -corrections. The mass modifications are affected by the gluon dynamics in
nuclear medium. By comparison with the heavy quark effective theory, we find that the effects of
scale anomaly become suppressed in nuclear medium. We also find that the contributions from the
chromoelectric gluon are enhanced in nuclear medium, while those from the chromomagnetic gluon
are reduced. We propose to use heavy mesons as probes to research the gluon fields in nuclear
medium in experimental studies.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

Exotic nuclei containing hadrons as impurities are interesting, not only for studying
hadron-nucleon interactions and changes of nuclear structures induced by the impurities,
but also for investigating medium effects at finite baryon number density as modifications of
the QCD vacuum. In light flavor (up, down and strangeness) sector, it has been studied to
explore the chiral condensates as well as the gluon condensates in nuclear medium by using
light hadrons as probes [1–7]. As a natural extension from light flavors to heavy flavors,
there have been also discussions about exotic nuclei containing charm and bottom hadrons
[8–16]. Exotic nuclei with charm and bottom flavors will bring us new knowledge which is
difficult to be accessed by those with light flavors. It is expected that they are studied in
future experiments in accelerator facilities.
We consider mass for the hadron and nuclear system containing a heavy quark with mass
mQ . It is given by 1/mQ -expansion by following the heavy quark effective theory (HQET)
[17, 18]. Importantly, the coefficients in the power series of 1/mQ are related to the gluon
dynamics in the heavy systems. As well known, at leading order of the 1/mQ -expansion
(the heavy quark limit mQ → ∞), the system with a heavy quark obeys the heavy quark
symmetry, namely the heavy-flavor symmetry and the heavy-quark-spin symmetry. At this
order, the mass of the heavy system is simply a sum of the mass of the heavy quark and the
energy from the light component, namely the light quarks and the gluons. The contributions
from the light component (light quarks and gluons) are related to the scale anomaly of the
energy-momentum tensor in QCD [19, 20], which is the analogue of the gluon condensate in
the QCD vacuum. In the present study, we further explore the corrections at O(1/m1Q ) in
the 1/mQ -expansion. It provides us with another information about the gluon dynamics. At
O(1/m1Q ), “chromomagnetic” gluon field is concerned with the mass splitting between a pair

of spin partners, such as a P̄ = (Q̄q)spin 0 meson and a P̄∗ = (Q̄q)spin 1 meson with a heavy

antiquark Q̄ and a light quark q. Furthermore, it is also known from the virial theorem
that “chromoelectric” gluon field is related to the kinetic energy of the heavy system with
O(1/m1Q ) [21]. Both of them are involved in the mass formula for the heavy system which is
given by power series of 1/mQ (see Eq. (4) in Sec. II). Thus, we obtain the information about
the gluon dynamics from the masses of heavy systems. This is a quite general procedure
so that it can be applied not only to heavy hadrons but also to exotic nuclei containing a
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heavy quark.
Let us focus on the charm (bottom) nuclei with anticharm (C = −1) (antibottom (B =

+1)), which contain a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson in the ground state. We note that a D̄(∗) (B(∗) )

meson is composed of c̄q (b̄q) with a charm (bottom) antiquark c̄ (b̄) and a light quark q, and
hence there is no annihilation process from light quark-antiquark pairs in nuclear medium.
Therefore, when the interaction between a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson and a nucleon N is attractive
sufficiently, a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson can be bound in nuclei as a stable particle against the decays
by strong interactions. It decays by weak interactions and electromagnetic interactions only.
Theoretically, it was shown indeed that there is an attractive force (e.g. a pion exchange
force) so that several bound and/or resonant states of D̄(∗) N (B(∗) N) can exist around the
thresholds [22–25]. The problem whether a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson is bound in nuclear matter
was discussed by several theoretical approaches, the quark-meson coupling models [26–28],
the QCD sum rules [15, 16], the mean-field methods [29–32], the coupled-channel methods
with contact interactions [33–36] and the perturbative calculations by pion exchanges [37].
The study of atomic nuclei containing a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson was also performed. There is also
a discussion about the in-medium interaction between a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson and a nucleon in
nuclear matter [38]. Many of them suggest that D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons can be bound stably.
The purpose in the present study is to investigate the in-medium masses of D̄(∗) (B(∗) )
mesons in nuclear matter. The previous studies about D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons in nuclear matter
did not give all the terms with O(1/mQ ) in 1/mQ -corrections. However, it is necessary to
fully include the complete terms with O(1/mQ ) for discussions in realistic situations, which
are comparable with experimental results. Furthermore, in the power series by 1/mQ for the
in-medium masses, we obtain the information about the modifications of gluon dynamics as
the medium effects. For the achievement of this, the correct 1/mQ -expansion for the masses
of D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons in nuclear medium is needed. We discuss the 1/M-expansion with
the heavy meson mass M in the heavy meson effective theory (HMET) [39, 40] (see also
Ref. [41, 42]). In fact, it will turn out that the 1/M-expansion up to O(1/M 1 ) corresponds

to the 1/mQ -expansion up to O(1/m1Q ) in the heavy quark effective theory. We leave a
comment that, at finite density, a D(∗) (B̄(∗) ) meson is unstable in nuclear medium, because

the absorption and annihilation processes are dynamically caused by light quark-antiquark
pairs. In those views, we regard that D̄ and D̄∗ (B and B∗ ) mesons are simple and unique
objects to probe the gluon dynamics in nuclear medium.
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The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we summarize briefly the mass formula with
the 1/mQ -expansion for heavy hadrons in the heavy quark effective theory. In Sec. III, we
formulate the effective Lagrangian with the 1/M-corrections for the heavy mesons interacting
with a pion by the coupling through the axial-vector current. In Sec. IV, we apply the
heavy meson effective Lagrangian to calculate the in-medium mass of the D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson
in nuclear matter. We then discuss the modifications of effects of the scale anomaly and the
chromoelectric and chromomagnetic gluon fields in nuclear matter. In Sec. V, we discuss the
application to baryons containing a heavy quark. The final section is devoted to a summary
and perspectives.

II.

MASS FORMULA FOR HEAVY HADRONS IN HEAVY QUARK EFFECTIVE

THEORY

In the heavy quark effective theory [17, 18], the four-momentum of the heavy quark Q
with mass mQ is separated as
pµ = mQ v µ + k µ ,

(1)

with the four-velocity v µ (v 2 = 1) and the residual four-momentum k µ whose scale is much
smaller than mQ v µ . Then, we introduce the effective field for the heavy quark
Qv (x) = eimQ v·x

1 + v/
Q(x),
2

(2)

for the original heavy quark field Q(x). The effective Lagrangian including O(1/m1Q ) is given
by
(iD⊥ )2
Qv
2mQ
σαβ Gαβ
Qv + O(1/m2Q ),
−c(µ)gs Qv
4mQ

LHQET = Qv v·iDQv + Qv

(3)

µ
with D⊥
= D µ − v µ v · D for the covariant derivative D µ = ∂ µ + igs Aµ with the coupling

constant gs and the gluon field Aµ = Aa µ T a (a = 1, . . . , 8). In the third term, we define
the gluon field tensor Gαβ given by [D α , D β ] = igs Gαβ , and introduce the Wilson coefficient

c(µ) from the matching to QCD at energy scale µ ≃ mQ . The heavy quark symmetry (the

heavy-flavor symmetry and the heavy-quark-spin symmetry) is conserved at O(1/m0Q ), while

it is not generally conserved at O(1/m1Q ). In the terms with O(1/m1Q ) in Eq. (3), the first
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term breaks the heavy-flavor symmetry but still conserves the heavy-quark-spin symmetry,
while the second term breaks both symmetries. The QCD Lagrangian for light quarks and
gluons is unchanged.
Based on the effective Lagrangian (3), the mass of the hadron H containing a heavy quark
Q is given as
λ1
~Q · S
~L λ2 (mQ )
+ 4S
2mQ
2mQ
2
+O(1/mQ ),

MH = mQ + Λ̄ −

(4)

where we define, in the rest frame with vr = (1, ~0 ),
1
hHvr |H0 |Hvr i = Λ̄,
2

1
hHvr |Qvr (iD⊥ )2 Qvr |Hvr i = λ1 ,
2
1
~Q · S
~L λ2 (mQ ),
c(µ)hHvr |Qvr gs σαβ Gαβ Qvr |Hvr i = 8S
2

(5)
(6)
(7)

with denoting the hadron state by |Hvr i. The factor 1/2 is multiplied due to the normalization of the wave function. Here H0 is the Hamiltonian obtained from the leading term
~Q and S
~L are operators for the spin of the heavy quark Q and
in LHQET . In Eq. (7), S
the total angular momentum of the light degrees of freedom (the brown muck [17, 18] or
the spin-complex [43]), respectively. The dependence of mQ on λ2 (mQ ) originates from the
dependence of mQ on the Wilson coefficient c(µ), because the matching with QCD is done
at the energy scale µ ≃ mQ . For Eqs. (5), (6) and (7), interestingly, there are alternative
expressions given as
β(αs ) 2
1
hH̃vr |
G |H̃vr i = Λ̄,
2MH
4αs
~ vr |Hvr i = − λ1 ,
hHvr |Qvr gs~x · EQ
mQ
1
~Q · S
~Lλ2 (mQ ),
~ vr |Hvr i = 8S
c(µ)hHvr |Qvr gs~σ · BQ
2

(8)
(9)
(10)

where E i = −G0i is the chromoelectric gluon field and B i = εijk Gjk is the chromomagnetic
gluon field (i, j, k = 1, 2, 3). The first equation (8) originates from the scale anomaly in the
trace of the energy-momentum tensor in QCD [19, 20]. We introduce the Gell-Mann–Low
function β(αs ) = µdαs (µ)/dµ. We ignore the finite current mass of light quarks for simplicity.
In this case, the light quark fields do not appear in the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.
In Eq. (8), we use the state |H̃vr i, which normalization factor is consistent with the one used
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in Refs. [19, 20], instead of the state |Hvr i. The choice of the normalization factor does not
affect our conclusion. We may note that Eq. (8) is an analogue of the gluon condensate in the
QCD vacuum. Instead of the real vacuum as the ground state of QCD, however, we consider
the state containing a heavy quark in the present discussion. The second equation (9) is
derived from the virial theorem as shown in Ref. [21] (see also Ref. [20]). Here ~x denotes the
position of the center-of-mass of the system, which should coincide with the position of the
heavy quark in the heavy quark limit. The third equation (10) is straightforwardly obtained,
because σαβ contains the Pauli matrices ~σ for the heavy quark spin. Thus, we find that the
matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 and λ2 (mQ ) are related to the scale anomaly and the chromoelectric
and chromomagnetic gluon fields around the heavy quark, respectively. This provides us
with an interesting view to study the gluon dynamics. We may use heavy hadrons to probe
the gluon field (the chromoelectric and chromomagnetic fields) around the heavy quarks in
vacuum.
The mass formula in Eq. (4) does not depend on the specific structure of heavy hadrons,
when the matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 and λ2 (mQ ) are appropriately given. It can be applied
to the heavy hadrons in finite temperature and/or baryon number density, as far as the
energy scale of the temperature and the baryon number density is much smaller than the
heavy quark mass. We can even consider possible bound/resonant states containing a heavy
quark in the deconfinement phase. When the heavy hadron is embedded in the medium
with temperature T and baryon number density ρ, the mass formula is given as
MH (T, ρ) = mQ + Λ̄(T, ρ) −

λ1 (T, ρ)
~Q · S
~L λ2 (T, ρ; mQ )
+ 4S
2mQ
2mQ

+O(1/m2Q ),

(11)

where the matrix elements are defined by
β(αs ) 2
1
hH̃vr (T, ρ)|
G |H̃vr (T, ρ)i = Λ̄(T, ρ),
2MH
4αs
~ vr |Hvr (T, ρ)i = − λ1 (T, ρ) ,
hHvr (T, ρ)|Qvr gs~x · EQ
mQ
1
~ vr |Hvr (T, ρ)i
c(µ)hHvr (T, ρ)|Qvr gs~σ · BQ
2
~Q · S
~L λ2 (T, ρ; mQ ).
= 8S

(12)
(13)

(14)

for the hadron state |Hvr (T, ρ)i in the medium. Thus, the matrix elements Λ̄(T, ρ), λ1 (T, ρ)
and λ2 (T, ρ; mQ ) bring us with the information about the gluon field around the heavy
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quark in the medium. When we know Λ̄(T, ρ), λ1 (T, ρ) and λ2 (T, ρ; mQ ) in the medium, we
immediately obtain the ratios
s)
hH̃vr (T, ρ)| β(α
G2 |H̃vr (T, ρ)i
4αs

Λ̄(T, ρ)
,
Λ̄

(15)

~ vr |Hvr (T, ρ)i
hHvr (T, ρ)|Qvr gs~x · EQ
λ1 (T, ρ)
,
=
~
λ1
hHvr |Qvr gs~x · EQvr |Hvr i

(16)

s)
hH̃vr | β(α
G2 |H̃vr i
4αs

=

~ vr |Hvr (T, ρ)i
hHvr (T, ρ)|Qvr gs~σ · BQ
λ2 (T, ρ; mQ )
,
=
~ vr |Hvr i
λ2 (mQ )
hHvr |Qvr gs~σ · BQ

(17)

in comparison with Λ̄, λ1 and λ2 (mQ ) in vacuum. These ratios tell us how the effects of scale
anomaly and chromoelectric and chromomagnetic gluon fields are changed in the medium.
Thus, it will enable us to know the gluon dynamics in the medium in comparison with that
in vacuum. The procedure is generally as follows. First, we evaluate the matrix elements
Λ̄, λ1 and λ2 (mQ ) for heavy hadrons in vacuum from the mass formula in Eq. (4). Second,
we do the same procedure for Λ̄(T, ρ), λ1 (T, ρ) and λ2 (T, ρ; mQ ) in medium from Eq. (11).
Third, by using Eqs. (15), (16) and (17), we finally find the modification of the effects of
scale anomaly and chromoelectric and chromomagnetic gluon fields in the medium. We note
that this procedure is model-independent, because the mass formulae in Eqs. (4) and (11)
are based directly on the HQET. It will be applied also to nonuniform medium, few-body
hadron and nuclear systems and so on, as far as the systems contain a heavy quark. Because
we concentrate on nuclear matter with zero temperature (T = 0) in the present study, for
simplicity we introduce the notations

MH (ρ) = MH (T = 0, ρ),

(18)

|Hvr (ρ)i = |Hvr (T = 0, ρ)i,

(19)

Λ̄(ρ) = Λ̄(T = 0, ρ),

(20)

λ1 (ρ) = λ1 (T = 0, ρ),

(21)

λ2 (ρ; mQ ) = λ2 (T = 0, ρ; mQ ),

(22)

which will be used in the following discussions.
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III.

A.

HEAVY MESON EFFECTIVE THEORY WITH 1/M -CORRECTION

Correspondence between heavy quark effective theory and heavy meson effec-

tive theory

We consider D̄ and D̄∗ (B and B∗ ) mesons as the simplest systems in nuclear medium.
Their quark contents are given as Q̄q with a heavy antiquark Q̄ and a light quark q, in which
the latter is indeed a non-perturbative object (the spin-complex [43]) with a superposition of
not only light quark-antiquark pairs and gluons like q+ q̄qq+ q̄qg + . . . but also nucleon-hole
pairs around the Fermi surface. In theoretical analysis, the most reliable way to evaluate
the matrix elements in Eqs. (12), (13) and (14) will be to solve directly the non-perturbative
problems in QCD, such as in lattice simulations. However, we will discuss the in-medium
effects in nuclear matter, for which the lattice simulations cannot be applied yet. In the
present paper, we consider the approach from the heavy meson effective theory by introducing the hadronic degrees of freedom. Based on the effective Lagrangian for heavy mesons,
we calculate the in-medium masses of D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons in nuclear matter. By fitting them
to the in-medium mass formula in Eq. (11), we can evaluate the desired matrix elements.
To use the heavy meson effective theory has an advantage, not only for performing a
practical calculation, but also for keeping a consistency with the heavy quark effective theory.
The in-medium mass formula in Eq. (11) is given by power series of 1/mQ . Interestingly,
the contributions up to O(1/m1Q ) from the heavy quark effective theory correspond to the

ones up to O(1/M 1 ) in the heavy meson effective theory, with the heavy meson mass M =
(MP + 3MP∗ )/4 as an averaged mass of MP for a P (pseudoscalar) meson and MP∗ for a P∗

(vector) meson. In the heavy quark limit, the term from the heavy quark effective theory
coincide with that from the heavy meson effective theory, because there is no heavy quark
mass in both theories. We also confirm the correspondence at O(1/mQ ) and O(1/M) by

the relation 1/M = 1/mQ + O(1/m2Q ), or inversely 1/mQ = 1/M + O(1/M 2 ), from the
mass formula in vacuum in Eq. (4) and also in medium in Eq. (11). The contributions at
O(1/m2Q ) and O(1/M 2 ) are neglected in the present accuracy. Therefore, we can use the

1/M-expansion in the heavy meson effective Lagrangian up to O(1/M 1 ) with keeping the
correspondence to the 1/mQ -expansion in the heavy quark effective theory. In the literature,

the systematic analysis to include the 1/M-corrections in the heavy meson effective theory
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was given in Ref. [39, 40]. In the next two subsections, we give their results with adding
more information.

B.

Velocity-rearrangement invariance

In the heavy meson effective theory, we define the meson-field
Hv (x) =

1 + v/ ∗
[P
/v (x) + iγ5 Pv (x)] ,
2

(23)

which is a superposition of the vector field Pv∗ µ (x) (µ = 0, . . . , 3) for a P∗ meson and the
pseudoscalar field Pv (x) for a P meson with the four-velocity v µ (v 2 = 1) [44–48] ( see also
Refs. [18, 49] for reviews). We assign P(∗) to stand for D(∗) and B̄(∗) mesons by following the
notations used in the literature. The results for D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons are easily obtained by
charge transformation. In this formalism, in a similar way to Eq. (1), the four-momentum
of the P(∗) meson with mass M is expressed as
pµ = Mv µ + k µ ,

(24)

with the four-velocity v µ and the residual four-momentum k µ . The residual four-momentum
is a quantity much smaller than the scale of Mv µ . However, such a separation is not uniquely
fixed, when we allow the small change of v µ and k µ to take into the 1/M-correction. Namely,
we can define a new four-velocity w µ instead of v µ ;
v µ = w µ − q µ /M,

(25)

together with the replacement of the residual momentum from k µ to k µ + q µ , under the
constraint v · q = O(q 2 /M). This transformation is called the velocity-rearrangement [39].
Under the velocity-rearrangement, we keep w 2 = 1 as

w 2 = (v + q/M)2 = 1 + O(1/M 2 ),

(26)

with dropping the terms at O(1/M 2 ). In accompany with the velocity-rearrangement, the
meson-fields Hv (x) and Hw (x) are related as


1
[q/, Hw (x)] e−iq·x
Hv (x) = Hw (x) −
2M
+O(1/M 2 ).
9

(27)

This relation is obtained from the Lorentz transformations from the frame with w µ to the
frame with v µ , as explicitly shown in Ref. [40]. Hereafter we do not write the position x in
the fields for simplicity.
The velocity-rearrangement allows us an arbitrary choice of the four-velocity up to
O(1/M). Accordingly, the Lagrangian should be invariant under the velocity-rearrangement,
which is called the velocity-rearrangement invariance [39]. This is a general concept which
can be applied to any heavy particles in order for that the corrections by finite mass are
systematically included. We note that, in the heavy quark effective theory, the Lagrangian
(3) is invariant under the velocity rearrangement by replacing M with mQ in Eq. (25)
(see Ref. [17, 18]). Let us find the heavy meson effective Lagrangian which is a velocityrearrangement invariant. However, one may think that this may not be straightforwardly
accomplished, because Hw accompanies the additional term, − [q/, Hw (x)] /2M, in Eq. (27).
Then, one may think that it is not an easy task to find the Lagrangian invariant in the
velocity-rearrangement. A useful method is to introduce the “covariant meson-field” defined
as

→
←
−
1 −
Hv = Hv +
iD
/Hv − Hv i D
/ − 2v·iDHv
2M
+O(1/M 2 ).

(28)

by following the prescription in Ref. [40]. Here the fact that v µ + iD µ /M is a velocity→
−
←
−
rearrangement invariant plays an important role. We define i D
/Hv = iγ µ Dµ Hv and Hv i D
/=
iDµ Hv γ µ . We confirm that Hv and Hw are related by
Hv = e−iq·x Hw + O(1/M 2 ).

(29)

Therefore, we have only the phase factor e−iq·x in the transformation of the velocityrearrangement. We also define the “covariant four-velocity”
Vµ =

v µ + iD µ /M
,
|v µ + iD µ /M|

(30)

with the normalization condition
V µ Vµ = 1.

(31)

At O(1/M 1 ), V µ is approximated by
V µ = vµ +

1
(iD µ − v µ v·iD) + O(1/M 2 ),
M
10

(32)

which satisfies the normalization condition
V µ Vµ = 1 + O(1/M 2 ),

(33)

in the desired accuracy. When V µ is operated to the field Hv in Hv , we have



1
µ
µ
V Hv = v +
(iD − v v·iD) Hv
M
+O(1/M 2 ),
µ

µ

(34)

where the derivative ∂ µ in D µ gives the residual momentum. When V µ is operated to the
conjugate field of Hv , namely H̄v , we define


1
µ
µ
µ
V H̄v = v −
(iD − v v·iD) H̄v
M
+O(1/M 2 ).
µ

(35)

The covariant meson-field and four-velocity satisfy the relations
V/Hv (x) = Hv (x) + O(1/M 2 ),
←
−
Hv (x) V/ = −Hv (x) + O(1/M 2 ),

(36)
(37)

as a generalization of v/Hv (x) = Hv (x) and Hv (x)v/ = −Hv (x) in the original field and fourvelocity. With these setups, one can construct the Lagrangian, which is invariant under the
velocity-rearrangement, up to O(1/M 1 ).

C.

Axial currents with 1/M -corrections

We consider the interaction vertices for a P(∗) meson and a pion through the axial-vector
current coupling. As general forms of the axial-vector currents for the heavy mesons, we
may consider the forms of Tr Hv ΓHv Γ′ with possible combinations of gamma matrices Γ and
Γ′ to carry the quantum number of an axial-vector current. Here we note that the covariant

meson-field Hv and the covariant four-velocity V µ are used in order to make the axial-vector
current be a velocity-rearrangement invariant. We consider all the possible forms of the
axial-vector currents constructed by Γ = 1, iγ5 , γµ , γµ γ5 and σµν , respectively, as follows.
The indices of isospin will be considered later.
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In the case of Γ = 1, there are four possible forms
Tr Hv Hv γµ γ5 = Tr H v Hv γµ γ5

1
Tr v·iDH v Hv γµ γ5 − Tr H v v·iDHv γµ γ5
+
2M

1
+
εµνρσ Tr iD ν H v Hv σ ρσ − Tr H v iD ν Hv σ ρσ
4M
+O(1/M 2 ),

(38)

Tr V µ Hv V ν Hv γµ γ5 + Tr V ν Hv V µ Hv γµ γ5 = O(1/M 2 ),

(39)

εµνρσ Tr V ρ Hv Hv σ µν + εµνρσ Tr Hv V ρ Hv σ µν = 4Tr Hv Hv γσ γ5 + O(1/M 2 ),

(40)

εµνρσ TrV λ Hv Vν Vρ Hv σµλ + εµνρσ TrVν Vρ Hv V λ Hv σµλ = O(1/M 2 ).

(41)

In the case of Γ = iγ5 , there are two possible forms
εµνρσ Tr Vν Hv iγ5 Vρ Hv γµ γ5 + εµνρσ Tr Vρ Hv iγ5 Vν Hv γµ γ5 = O(1/M 2 ),

(42)

Tr Vν Hv iγ5 Hv σ µν + Tr Hv iγ5 Vν Hv σ µν = O(1/M 2 ).

(43)

In the case of Γ = γµ , there are three possible forms
εµνρσ Tr Hv γ µ Hv σ νρ = 2Tr Hv Hv γσ γ5 + O(1/M 2 ),
←
−
Tr Hv V
/ Hv γ µ + Tr Hv V/ Hv γ µ = 2Tr Hv Hv γ µ γ5 + O(1/M 2 ),
←
−
TrHv γ µ Vν Hv γ ν γ5 + TrHv V ν γ µ Hv γ ν γ5 = O(1/M 2 ).

(44)
(45)
(46)

In those terms, the heavy-quark-spin symmetry for Hv is conserved. Indeed, it is easily
confirmed that those currents are invariant under the spin transformation Hv → SHv with
S ∈ SU(2)spin for the heavy quark. Irrespective to the differently possible forms in Eqs. (38)(46), consequently, the axial-vector current that conserves the heavy-quark-spin symmetry
is uniquely determined to be Tr Hv Hv γµ γ5 .
For Γ = γ µ γ5 and σµν , the heavy-quark-spin symmetry is broken. Hence, the leading
term in the 1/M-expansion in Tr Hv ΓHv Γ′ with Γ = γ µ γ5 and σµν should be O(1/M 1 )
already. This is understood from that, in the heavy quark effective theory, the terms that
break the heavy-quark-spin symmetry is O(1/m1Q ) (see Eq. (3)), and correspondingly the
terms breaking the heavy-quark-spin symmetry in the heavy meson effective theory should
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be also O(1/M). For Γ = γ µ γ5 , there are six possible forms

Tr Hv γ µ γ5 Hv = Tr H v γ µ γ5 Hv

1
+
Trv·iDH v γ µ γ5 Hv − TrH v γ µ γ5 v·iDHv
2M

1 νµαβ
+
ε
TriDν H v σαβ Hv − TrH v σαβ iDν Hv
4M
+O(1/M 2 ),

(47)

Tr V µ Hv V ν γν γ5 Hv + Tr V ν Hv V µ γν γ5 Hv = O(1/M 2 ),

(48)

εµνρσ Tr V ρ Hv γ µ γ5 Hv γ ν γ5 + εµνρσ Tr Hv γ µ γ5 V ρ Hv γ ν γ5

1
=
εµνρσ Tr (−iD ρ )H v γ µ γ5 Hv γ ν γ5 + TrH v γ µ γ5 iD ρ Hv γ ν γ5 + O(1/M 2 ),
M
εµνρσ Tr V ν Hv γ µ γ5 V ρ Hv γ5 + εµνρσ Tr V ρ Hv γ µ γ5 V ν Hv γ5 = O(1/M 2 ),

(49)

Tr V µ Hv γµ γ5 Hv γ ν + Tr Hv V µ γµ γ5 Hv γ ν = O(1/M 2 ),

(51)

Tr Vν Hv γ µ γ5 Hv + TrHv γ µ γ5 Vν Hv γ ν = −2Tr Hv γ µ γ5 Hv + O(1/M 2 ).

(52)

(50)

There are several different forms of axial-vector currents which are suppressed by 1/M
compared to the terms, when the terms are compared in r.h.s. and l.h.s. in the above
equations. W should note, however, that the terms in r.h.s. are O(1/M 2 ) already, and
hence they are not necessary to be considered in the desired accuracy. Lastly, for Γ = σ µν ,
there are four possible forms

εµνρσ Tr Hv σµν Hv γρ = 2Tr Hv γ σ γ5 Hv + O(1/M 2 ),

(53)

εµνρσ Tr Vρ Hv σµν Hv + εµνρσ Tr Hv σµν Vρ Hv = −4Tr Hv γ σ γ5 Hv + O(1/M 2 ),

(54)

εµρσλ Tr Hv σ µν V ρ V σ Hv + εµρσλ Tr V ρ V σ Hv σ µν Vν Hv = O(1/M 2 ),

(55)

Tr V µ Hv σµν Hv γ5 + Tr Hv V µ Hv γ5 = O(1/M 2 ).

(56)

As a conclusion, we find that the axial-vector current that breaks the heavy-quark-spin
symmetry at O(1/M 1 ) is uniquely determined to be Tr Hv γ µ γ5 Hv .
As byproducts in the above calculations, we find the following axial-vector currents are
13

O(1/M 2 );

Tr v·iDH v γ µ γ5 Hv − Tr H v γ µ γ5 v·iDHv ,

(57)


ενµαβ Tr iDν H v σαβ Hv − Tr H v σαβ iDν Hv ,

(58)


εµνρσ Tr (−iD ρ )H v γ µ γ5 Hv γ ν γ5 + Tr H v γ µ γ5 iD ρ Hv γ ν γ5 ,

v ν Tr iD µ H v γµ γ5 Hv − Tr H v iD µ γµ γ5 Hv ,

v µ v ν εµραβ Tr iD ρ H v σ αβ Hv − Tr H v σ αβ iD ρ Hv ,

(59)
(60)
(61)

because they are suppressed by 1/M in the axial-vector currents Tr Hv ΓHv Γ′ with Γ = γµ γ5
and σµν .
From the analysis above, we find that the axial-vector currents for a heavy meson are
reduced to the two forms

(1)

Ai,µ = Tr Hv Hv γµ γ5 τ i
= Tr H v Hv γµ γ5 τ i

1
Tr v·iDH v Hv γµ γ5 τ i − Tr H v v·iDHv γµ γ5 τ i
+
2M

1
+
εµνρσ Tr iD ν H v Hv σ ρσ τ i − Tr H v iD ν Hv σ ρσ τ i
4M
+O(1/M 2 ),

(62)

and

(2)

Ai,µ = Tr Hv γµ γ5 Hv τ i
= Tr H v γµ γ5 Hv τ i + O(1/M 1 ),

(63)

(1)

where we introduce the Pauli matrices τ i (i = 1, 2, 3) for isospin. We note that Ai,µ conserves
(2)

the heavy-quark-spin symmetry, while Ai,µ breaks it. From the view of the spin symmetry,
(1)

(2)

therefore, Ai,µ can be O(1/M 0 ) or O(1/M 1 ), while Ai,µ should be O(1/M 1 ).
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D.

Effective Lagrangian with 1/M -corrections
(1)

(2)

From the axial-vector currents Ai,µ and Ai,µ of a heavy meson, the effective Lagrangian

up to O(1/M 1 ) is then given as
LHMET

(iD)2
λ
= −Tr H v v·iDHv − Tr H v
Hv + Tr H v σ µν Hv σµν
2M
M
h
g1 (1) g2 (2)  i,µ i
(1)
+Tr gAi,µ + Ai,µ + Ai,µ a⊥ + O(1/M 2 )
M
M
λ
(iD)2
Hv + Tr H v σ µν Hv σµν
= −Tr H v v·iDHv − Tr H v
2M
M

g1 
µ
Tr H v Hv γµ γ5 a⊥
+ g+
M

g
Tr v·iDH v Hv γµ γ5 aµ⊥ − Tr H v v·iDHv γµ γ5 aµ⊥
+
2M

g
+
εµνρσ Tr iD ν H v Hv σ ρσ aµ⊥ − Tr H v iD ν Hv σ ρσ aµ⊥
4M
g2
+ Tr H v γµ γ5 Hv aµ⊥ + O(1/M 2 ),
M

(64)

where λ is related to the mass splitting between the P and P∗ mesons as
∆ = MP∗ − MP = −8

λ
.
M

(65)

i
In the interaction terms, aµ⊥ is the axial-vector current of a pion field defined by aµ⊥ = ai,µ
⊥ τ =
i
(ξ † ∂ µ ξ
2

− ξ∂ µ ξ † ) with ξ = eiM/fπ and



π0
√
2
−

1
M = √ ~π · ~τ = 
2
π

π

+

π0
−√
2



,

(66)

(a sum is taken over i = 1, 2, 3). fπ = 135 MeV is the pion decay constant. Here g, g1 and
g2 are unknown coupling constants. The effective Lagrangian in Eq. (64) coincides with the
one given in Ref. [40]. We can easily confirm that the effective Lagrangian is invariant up
to O(1/M 1 ) under the velocity-rearrangement in Eq. (25).
The coupling constants g, g1 and g2 should be fixed from theoretical calculations or
from experimental information. At O(1/M 0 ) in the heavy quark limit, the value of g has
been discussed by several theoretical approaches such as the quark models [47, 50, 51], the
QCD sum rules [52–56], the lattice QCD simulations [57–65], analyses of weak decays of B
mesons [66–68] and analyses of strong decays of Σ∗c baryons [69]. In the present study, we
use g = 0.4 − 0.5 which are consistent with the results in the lattice QCD simulations as
summarized in Ref. [65].
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To determine g1 and g2 , we impose a constraint to reproduce the observed decay width
of D∗ → Dπ. The decay width is given at tree level from Eq. (64) as
i2
g1
g
g2 
4π 1 1 h 
2 g+
+ v · pπ |~pπ |3 ,
−
Γ=
32π 2 fπ2 3
M
M
M

(67)

where v µ = (1, ~0 ) is the four-velocity of the D∗ meson in the initial state at rest, and
p
pπµ = ( p~π2 + m2π , ~pπ ) is the four-momentum of the pion in the final state. When Eq. (67)
is compared with the case in the heavy quark limit, the terms of g/M, g1 /M and g2 /M

are new ingredients as the 1/M-corrections. From the experimental value Γ = 0.065 MeV
for D∗+ → D0 π + [70], we obtain possible combinations of g1 and g2 for a given g. In most
of our presentation, we set g1 = 0. It will turn out that our conclusion does not affected
qualitatively so much even for the case of g1 6= 0, as discussed later. We consider the two
parameter sets; (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.5, 0, −0.07) and (0.4, 0, −0.18). Note that each g1
and g2 has a dimension of energy. It will be useful to introduce a dimensionless number
g1 /MD and g2 /MD as g1 and g2 are divided by some quantity with a dimension of energy,
say the mass MD of a D meson.

IV.

SELF-ENERGIES OF D̄(∗) AND B(∗) MESONS IN NUCLEAR MATTER

Based on the heavy meson effective Lagrangian (64), we consider the self-energies of D̄(∗)
and B(∗) mesons in nuclear matter. We discuss first the D̄(∗) meson, then apply the similar
discussion to the B(∗) meson only by changing the mass MD̄(∗) to MB(∗) with keeping the
values of g, g1 and g2 . We have so far used the meson-field P (∗) for the Qq̄ meson in the
Lagrangian (64). We easily obtain the interaction vertex with pion in the Q̄q meson sector
by changing the sign of the interaction vertex in Eq. (64).
We consider the self-energies of the D̄(∗) mesons with the lowest order of pion loops whose
diagrams are shown in Fig. 1. Those diagrams were considered in our previous works [37],
where the complete 1/M-expansion was not given yet due to the lack of the 1/M-corrections
in the interaction vertices. The self-energy of the D̄ meson in Fig. 1(a) is given by
−iΣD̄ (ρ; v, k)
Z
d4 ℓ {g 2 + 2g (g1 − g2 ) /M} ℓ2 − g 2 (v·ℓ/M) {(2k − ℓ)·ℓ − v·(2k − ℓ)v·ℓ}
2
=−
fπ2
(2π)4
2v·(k − ℓ) + (k − ℓ)2 /M − 2∆ + iη
1
b
× 2
τ a Πab
(68)
π (ℓ)τ ,
(ℓ − m2π + iη)2
16

with the internal momentum ℓµ carried by pions. Here we measure the self-energy from
the mass of D̄ meson in vacuum. For this, we have transformed Hv (x) → ei(3/4)∆v·x Hv (x),

which gives only a mass shift in Eq. (64). We define the self-energy −iΠab
π (ρ; ℓ) of the pion
propagating with momentum ℓ, which is given by the lowest order of pion loops as
(1)ab
− iΠab
(ρ; ℓ) − iΠ(2)ab
(ρ; ℓ),
π (ρ; ℓ) = −iΠπ
π

(69)

with
−

iΠ(1)ab
(ρ; ℓ)
π


2
Z 4
gA
i
d p1
= −
i (−1)Tr
iℓ/γ5 τ a
(−iℓ/γ5 )τ b
4
2fπ
(2π)
p/1+ /ℓ − mN + iη
×(p/1+ mN )(−2π)δ(p21 − m2N )θ(p10 )θ(kF − |~p1 |),

(70)

and
−

iΠ(2)ab
(ρ; ℓ)
π


2
Z 4

gA
d p1
= −
i (−1)Tr
iℓ/γ5 τ a (p/1+ /ℓ + mN )(−2π)δ (p1 + ℓ)2 − m2N
4
2fπ
(2π)
×θ(p10 + ℓ0 )θ(kF − |~p1 + ~ℓ |)(−iℓ/γ5 )τ b (p/1+ mN )
(−2π)δ(p21 − m2N )θ(p10 )θ(kF − |~p1 |).

(71)

Here we have used the axial-vector current coupling for the NNπ vertex
LNNπ =

gA
N̄γµ γ5 ∂ µ~π ·~τ N,
2fπ

with the coupling constant gA = 1.3, and the in-medium propagator


i
2
2
(p/ + mN ) 2
− 2πδ(p − mN )θ(p0 )θ(kF − |~p |) 1f ,
p − m2N + iη

(72)

(73)

for the nucleon (mass mN ) carrying the four-momentum pµ = (p0 , p~ ), and the 2 × 2 unitary
matrix 1f for isospin space in isospin-symmetric nuclear matter with Fermi momentum kF .
Here η is an infinitely small positive number. The second term in the square brackets
in Eq. (73) indicates to subtract the on-mass-shell nucleon states with positive energies
inside the Fermi surface, because these states are not allowed to propagate due to the Pauli
blocking effects. The baryon number density is given by ρ = 2kF3 /3π 2 . We comment that
the vector current coupling with two pions is not considered in the present discussion. This
can be justified, because their contribution to the self-energy of P(∗) meson vanishes in
isospin-symmetric nuclear matter.
The self-energy of the D̄∗ meson in nuclear matter is given by
(D̄)

(D̄∗ )

− iΣD̄∗ (ρ; v, k) = −iΣD̄∗ (ρ; v, k) − iΣD̄∗ (ρ; v, k),
17

(74)

with
(D̄)

−iΣD̄∗ (ρ; v, k)
Z
2
d4 ℓ {g 2 + 2g (g1 + g2 ) /M} ℓ2 − g 2 (v·ℓ/M) {(2k − ℓ)·ℓ − v·(2k − ℓ)v·ℓ}
=−
fπ2
(2π)4
2v·(k − ℓ) + (k − ℓ)2 /M + iη
1
b
τ a Πab
(75)
× 2
π (ℓ)τ ,
(ℓ − m2π + iη)2
and
(D̄∗ )

−iΣD̄∗ (ρ; v, k)
Z
2
d4 ℓ {g 2 + 2g (g1 − g2 ) /M} ℓ2 − g 2 (v·ℓ/M) {(2k − ℓ)·ℓ − v·(2k − ℓ)v·ℓ}
=−
fπ2
(2π)4
2v·(k − ℓ) + (k − ℓ)2 /M + 2∆ + iη
1
b
τ a Πab
(76)
× 2
π (ℓ)τ ,
2
2
(ℓ − mπ + iη)
from (b1) and (b2) in Fig. 1, respectively. Here we measure the self-energy from the mass of
D̄∗ meson in vacuum. For this, we have transformed Hv (x) → e−i(1/4)∆v·x Hv (x), which gives
only a mass shift in Eq. (64). As a matter of fact, each of the self-energies of the D̄ and D̄∗

mesons in Eqs. (68) and (74) is invariant under the velocity-rearrangement in Eq. (25).
In the integrals in Eqs. (68) and (74), we first perform the ℓ0 -integrals to give the three dimensional integrals. Because the three-dimensional integrals are divergent, we introduce the
cutoff regularization by introducing a momentum cutoff parameter Λ, as it was done in our
previous work in Ref. [37] (see also Refs. [71–76] for discussions in nuclear and hypernuclear
matter):
|~ℓ|4
1
d3 ~ℓ
P
3
m
1
N
2
2
~
~
~
(2π) x + (1 +
)|ℓ| + p~1 · ℓ − iη (|ℓ| + m2π )2
2
M
Z
Z
1
d3 ~ℓ
d3 ~ℓ
|~ℓ|4
1
−
→P
3
3
m
(2π) x + 1 (1 + N )|~ℓ| 2 + p~1 · ~ℓ − iη (|~ℓ| 2 + m2π )2
(2π) 1 (1 + mN )|~ℓ| 2
2
M
2
M
Z
3~
dℓ
1
+
,
(77)
3
mN
1
ℓ| 2
|~
ℓ|≤Λ (2π) 2 (1 + M )|~
Z

with x = 0, ±mN ∆. Here, P stands for the principal value integration. The sum of the
first and second integrals becomes finite in the integration at |~ℓ| → ∞, while the last term
becomes finite by introducing the cutoff parameter Λ. Thus, we succeed to separate the
cutoff-independent (first and second) term and the cutoff-dependent (third) term. The
cutoff parameters are set to be ΛD̄ = 1.27Λ and ΛB = 1.22Λ with Λ = 700 MeV for D̄(∗) and
B(∗) mesons, which were fixed from the analysis of the hadron sizes as discussed in Ref. [37].
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FIG. 1. The diagrams of the self-energies for (a) the D̄ meson and (b1,b2) the D̄∗ meson in the
nuclear matter. The thick solid (normal dashed) lines denote the propagator of the D̄ and D̄∗
mesons (pions). The thin solid lines with arrows indicate the nucleon and hole propagators.

From the self-energies in Eqs. (68) and (74), the in-medium masses of the D̄(∗) and B(∗)
mesons in nuclear matter are given as
MD̄ (ρ) = MD̄ + ΣD̄ (ρ; vr , 0),

(78)

MD̄∗ (ρ) = MD̄∗ + ΣD̄∗ (ρ; vr , 0),

(79)

MB (ρ) = MB + ΣB (ρ; vr , 0),

(80)

MB∗ (ρ) = MB∗ + ΣB∗ (ρ; vr , 0).

(81)

in the rest frame with vr = (1, ~0 ) and k µ = 0. MD̄(∗) and MB(∗) are masses of D̄(∗) and
B(∗) mesons in vacuum. We consider the normal nuclear matter with the baryon number
density ρ0 = 0.17 fm−3 (kF = 270 MeV). As results, we obtain the in-medium masses;
MD̄ (ρ0 ) = 1851.2 MeV, MD̄∗ (ρ0 ) = 1995.9 − i65.5 MeV, MB (ρ0 ) = 5237.3 MeV and
MB∗ (ρ0 ) = 5254.1−i43.0 MeV for (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.5, 0, −0.07), and MD̄ (ρ0 ) = 1852.3
MeV, MD̄∗ (ρ0 ) = 1978.9 − i47.6 MeV, MB (ρ0 ) = 5247.3 MeV and MB∗ (ρ0 ) = 5281.1 − i28.0

MeV for (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.4, 0, −0.17). Concerning the D̄∗ (B∗ ) meson, the imaginary
part gives the width in the decay process from the D̄∗ (B∗ ) meson to the D̄ (B) meson in

nuclear matter. However, they are irrelevant to the present discussion, because only the real
parts are important as the mass shifts. In any cases, the real parts of the in-medium masses
of D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons are smaller by a few ten MeV than the masses in vacuum. This
means that D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons are bound in the normal nuclear matter.
By fitting those masses to the in-medium mass formula in Eq. (11), we obtain the matrix
elements Λ̄(ρ0 ), λ1 (ρ0 ) and λ2 (ρ0 ; mQ ) (mQ = mc and mb ) in the normal nuclear matter. In
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~L for the total angular momentum of the light component. In
Eq. (11), there is an operator S
the present case, the light component for a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson includes, not only light quarks
and gluons inside the meson, but also the nucleon-hole pairs in the nuclear matter. Such
a complex structure of light quarks, gluons and nucleon-holes is called the spin-complex
[43]. As for the quantum number, the spin-complex (light component) for a D̄(∗) (B(∗) )
meson in nuclear matter should have isospin, total angular momentum and parity I(j P ) =
1/2(1/2+ ), as discussed in Ref. [43]. Therefore, we have SL = 1/2 for the D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson
in nuclear matter. Finally by using mc = 1.30 GeV and mb = 4.71 GeV [17], we obtain the
results summarized in Table I. The matrix elements are Λ̄(ρ0 ) = 0.51 GeV, λ1 (ρ0 ) = −0.32

GeV2 , λ2 (ρ0 ; mc ) = 0.068 GeV2 and λ2 (ρ0 ; mb ) = 0.039 GeV2 for (g, g1/MD , g2/MD ) =
(0.5, 0, −0.07), and Λ̄(ρ0 ) = 0.53 GeV, λ1 (ρ0 ) = −0.30 GeV2 , λ2 (ρ0 ; mc ) = 0.082 GeV2 and
λ2 (ρ0 ; mb ) = 0.080 GeV2 for (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.4, 0, −0.17).

Concerning D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons in vacuum for comparison, we obtain the matrix elements
Λ̄ = 0.58 GeV, λ1 = −0.25 GeV2 , λ2 (mc ) = 0.092 GeV2 and λ2 (mb ) = 0.11 GeV2 , as
summarized in the last row in Table. I. Those values are very close to the ones obtained by
the analysis of the QCD sum rules: Λ̄ = 0.57 ± 0.07 GeV, λ1 = −0.25 ± 0.20 GeV2 and

λ2 = 0.12 ± 0.02 GeV2 [17]. It is confirmed that, when the matrix elements calculated in
nuclear matter at ρ = 0 in Eqs. (78)-(81), the values of the matrix elements coincide with
those in vacuum; Λ̄(0) = Λ̄, λ1 (0) = λ1 and λ2 (0; mQ ) = λ2 (mQ ).

Let us compare the matrix elements in nuclear matter with the ones in vacuum. We find
that Λ̄(ρ0 ) is reduced by 0.87 − 0.91 times than Λ̄ in vacuum. We also see that λ1 (ρ0 ) is
enhanced by 1.28 − 1.20 times in the absolute values than λ1 in vacuum and λ2 (ρ0 ; mc ) and
λ2 (ρ0 ; mb ) are reduced by 0.74 − 0.89 times and 0.35 − 0.73 times, respectively, than λ2 (mc )
and λ2 (mb ) in vacuum.

By utilizing the matrix elements Λ̄(ρ), λ1 (ρ), λ2 (ρ; mc ) and λ2 (ρ; mb ), we get the information about the change of the gluon fields in the nuclear matter from those in vacuum.
From Eqs. (15), (16) and (17), we obtain the modifications of gluon fields in the nuclear
20

matter,
s)
hH̃vr (ρ)| β(α
G2 |H̃vr (ρ)i
Λ̄(ρ)
4αs
=
s)
Λ̄
G2 |H̃vr i
hH̃vr | β(α
4αs

= 0.87 − 0.91,

~ vr |Hvr (ρ)i
hHvr (ρ)|Qvr gs~x · EQ
λ1 (ρ)
=
~ vr |Hvr i
λ1
hHvr |Qvr gs~x · EQ
= 1.28 − 1.20
~ vr |Hvr (ρ)i
hHvr (ρ)|Qvr gs~σ · BQ
λ2 (ρ; mQ )
=
~ vr |Hvr i
λ2 (mQ )
hHvr |Qvr gs~σ · BQ

 0.74 − 0.89 (charm)
=
,
 0.35 − 0.73 (bottom)

(82)

(83)

(84)

at ρ = ρ0 . The first equation indicates that the effect of scale anomaly is suppressed
in the nuclear matter. The second and third equations indicate that the contribution
to the in-medium masses from the chromoelectric gluon is enhanced, while that from
the chromomagnetic gluon is reduced. The tendency that λ1 (ρ0 ) is enhanced and Λ̄(ρ0 ),
λ2 (ρ0 ; mc ) and λ2 (ρ0 ; mb ) are reduced is not affected by the small change of the parameter (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ). Such tendencies are seen also for another baryon number densities
different from ρ0 . We plot the ratio Λ̄(ρ)/Λ̄ as a function of ρ in Fig. 2, and the ratios λ1 (ρ)/λ1 , λ2 (ρ; mc )/λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (ρ; mb )/λ2 (mb ) in Fig. 3. With the parameter sets
(g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.5, 0, −0.07) and (0.4, 0, −0.18), we confirm that λ1 (ρ) becomes enhanced, while Λ̄(ρ), λ2 (ρ; mc ) and λ2 (ρ; mb ) become reduced, as the baryon number density
increases.
It may be interesting to compare Λ̄(ρ) with the gluon condensate in nuclear matter,
because both of them are related to the scale anomaly in QCD. In Ref. [2, 3], it was discussed
that the gluon condensate in nuclear matter at normal density (ρ = ρ0 ) is, roughly to say,
about 0.95 of that in the QCD vacuum. This is comparable with the number 0.87 − 0.91
for Λ̄(ρ0 )/Λ̄ in our results. It would be natural to have similar numbers for both of them,
because their origins are the same; the scale anomaly in QCD. We should keep in mind,
however, that this comparison is done only qualitatively, since we do not take into account
the terms linear to light quark current masses, namely the contributions from scalar quark
condensates, in Eqs. (8) and (12). Concerning λ1 and λ2 (mQ ), their enhancement and
reduction in nuclear matter are new phenomena which seem to have not been addressed in
the literature. The enhancement of λ1 in nuclear matter would be reasonable. Because the
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TABLE I. The matrix elements Λ̄(ρ), λ1 (ρ), λ2 (ρ, mc ) and λ2 (ρ, mb ) of D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons in
normal nuclear matter (ρ = ρ0 ) with g1 = 0. The last row indicates the values in vacuum (ρ = 0).
(g, g1 /MD , g2 /MD ) Λ̄(ρ) [GeV] λ1 (ρ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (ρ; mc ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (ρ; mb ) [GeV2 ]
(0.5, 0, −0.07)

0.51

-0.32

0.068

0.039

(0.4, 0, −0.17)

0.53

-0.30

0.082

0.080

vacuum (ρ = 0)

0.58

-0.25

0.092

0.11

TABLE II. The matrix elements Λ̄(ρ), λ1 (ρ), λ2 (ρ, mc ) and λ2 (ρ, mb ) with g2 = 0. (Same convention as Table I.)
(g, g1 /MD , g2 /MD ) Λ̄(ρ) [GeV] λ1 (ρ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (ρ; mc ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (ρ; mb ) [GeV2 ]
(0.5, 0.07, 0)

0.50

-0.30

0.056

0.018

(0.4, 0.17, 0)

0.52

-0.25

0.059

0.040

vacuum (ρ = 0)

0.58

-0.25

0.092

0.11

the kinetic energy of the meson (see Eq. (6)) should increase, when the meson is bound in
nuclear matter. The reduction of λ2 (mQ ) in nuclear matter is interesting. It suggests that
the mass splitting between D̄ and D̄∗ mesons (B and B∗ mesons) becomes small in nuclear
matter.
We close this section by leaving a comment for the case of g1 6= 0. Let us suppose
g2 = 0 in this case. Then, from Eq. (67), we obtain (g, g1/MD , g2 /MD ) = (0.5, 0.07, 0) and
(0.4, 0.17, 0). We find similarly the in-medium masses by calculating the self-energies for
D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons from Eqs. (68) and (74). By applying the in-medium mass formula in
Eq. (11), we finally get the matrix elements as summarized in Table II. Interestingly, we find
the same tendency that λ1 (ρ) is enhanced, and Λ̄(ρ), λ2 (ρ; mc ) and λ2 (ρ; mb ) are reduced,
as discussed above. Thus, we expect that our conclusion will be insensitive to the small
change of the parameter sets.
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FIG. 2. The ratio Λ̄(ρ)/Λ̄(0) for D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons in nuclear matter as a function of the
baryon number density ρ. The solid and dashed lines indicate the results for (g, g1 /MD , g2 /MD ) =
(0.5, 0, −0.07) and (0.4, 0, −0.17), respectively.
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FIG. 3. The ratios λ1 (ρ)/λ1 (0), λ2 (ρ; mc )/λ2 (0; mc ) and λ2 (ρ; mb )/λ2 (0; mb ) (from top to down)
with the same notations in Fig. 2.
V.

DISCUSSION OF MATRIX ELEMENTS IN HEAVY BARYONS

In the previous section, we have discussed the medium effects in nuclear matter that λ1 is
enhanced and Λ̄ and λ2 (mQ ) are reduced, as they are compared with the values in vacuum.
We investigate whether this is generally correct, when the heavy quark exists in baryon-rich
environments. Such a tendency may be seen for systems even with a few baryon numbers.
In this section, we consider charm and bottom baryons as systems with minimal (finite)
baryon number, and discuss the values of Λ̄, λ1 and λ2 (mQ ) in them.
Let us discuss normal heavy baryons whose minimal quark configuration is Qqq. We
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consider Λc and Λb baryons with 1/2+ as the ground states, and Λ∗c and Λ∗b baryons with
(∗)

1/2− and 3/2− as the lowest excited states, in isosinglet sector. We consider also Σc and
(∗)

Σb baryons with 1/2+ (3/2+ ) as the ground states (the lowest excited states) in isotriplet
sector [70]. We note that Λ∗b baryons with 1/2− and 3/2− have been recently reported by
LHCb as two states with masses 5911.97 MeV and 5919.77 MeV and their quantum numbers
are not settled yet [77]. However, we may naturally assign the quantum number 1/2− (3/2− )
to the state with the smaller (larger) mass.
In isosinglet sector, Λc and Λb baryons with 1/2+ are assigned to the states containing
the brown muck with isospin, total angular momentum and parity I(j P ) = 0(0+ ). Similarly,
Λ∗c and Λ∗b baryons with 1/2− and 3/2− are assigned to the states containing the brown
(∗)

(∗)

muck with 0(1− ). In isotriplet sector, Σc and Σb baryons with 1/2+ (3/2+ ) are assigned
to the states containing the brown muck with 1(1+ ). Thus, each of pairs (Λc , Λb ), (Λ∗c , Λ∗b)
(∗)

(∗)

and (Σc , Σb ) belongs to an independent spin multiplet. To apply the mass formula in
Eq. (4) for each pair, we use SL = 0 for (Λc , Λb) with 1/2+ , and SL = 1 for (Λ∗c , Λ∗b ) and
(∗)

(∗)

(Σc , Σb ). Consequently, we obtain the matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 , λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) for each
pair as shown in Table III. We find that λ1 is larger than that of D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons, and
λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) are smaller. Thus, we find that λ1 in the baryons with a heavy quark
is enhanced and λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) are reduced, in comparison with the meson cases. This
is consistent with the expectations from the analysis in nuclear matter. We note, however,
that Λ̄ in the heavy baryons are almost as twice as that in D̄(∗) and B mesons. This is simply
because the number of light quarks in heavy baryons is twice of that in D̄(∗) and B mesons.
Next, let us consider exotic baryons whose minimal quark configuration is Q̄qqqq. Apparently, they cannot be regarded to normal baryons with three quarks. The states with such
an exotic quark configuration can be given by the hadronic molecules composed by a D̄(∗)
(B(∗) ) meson and a nucleon N. In the previous works by authors and the collaborators, it
was discussed that there can exist several bound/resonant states of a D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) meson and
a nucleon N [22–24]. Among them, let us consider the D̄(∗) N (B(∗) N) states with 1/2− and
3/2− and the states with 1/2+ and 3/2+ in isosinglet sector. Only the states with 1/2− are
bound states, and the other states are resonant states. Because we apply the mass formula
in Eq. (4), we consider only their masses by neglecting the decay widths in the resonances.
As for the quantum numbers of the brown mucks, we assign 0(1+ ) for the (1/2− , 3/2− ) states
and 0(1− ) for the (1/2+ , 3/2+ ) states, as discussed in Ref. [43]. Then, we obtain the matrix
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TABLE III. The matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 , λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) of normal charm and bottom baryons.
For comparison, the matrix elements of D̄(∗) and B(∗) mesons are also shown in the last column.
baryons

Λ̄ [GeV] λ1 [GeV2 ] λ2 (mc ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (mb ) [GeV2 ]

Λc , Λb (1/2+ )

0.88

-0.28

—

—

Λ∗c , Λ∗b (1/2− , 3/2− )

1.17

-0.39

0.014

0.012

Σc , Σb (1/2+ , 3/2+ )

(∗)

(∗)

1.09

-0.29

0.028

0.032

D̄(∗) , B(∗)

0.58

-0.25

0.092

0.11

TABLE IV. The matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 , λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) of exotic charm and bottom baryons.
(Same convention as Table III.)
states

Λ̄ [GeV] λ1 [GeV2 ] λ2 (mc ) [GeV2 ] λ2 (mb ) [GeV2 ]

D̄(∗) N, B(∗) N (1/2− , 3/2− )

1.48

-0.27

0.050

0.047

D̄(∗) N, B(∗) N (1/2+ , 3/2+ )

1.50

-0.30

0.053

0.041

D̄(∗) , B(∗)

0.58

-0.25

0.092

0.11

elements Λ̄, λ1 , λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) as listed in Table. IV. We find that λ1 is enhanced, while
λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ) is reduced, both for (1/2− , 3/2− ) and for (1/2+ , 3/2+ ). This is again
consistent with our expectations from the results in nuclear matter. Note that Λ̄ is larger
than that in D̄(∗) and B mesons, because the number of light quarks in the exotic heavy
baryons is larger.
A comment is in order. In our previous works about D̄(∗) N and B(∗) N states in Refs. [22–
24], the 1/M-corrections were included in the kinetic energies and the mass difference between D̄ and D̄∗ (B and B∗ ) mesons. However, there was no inclusion of 1/M-corrections
in the interaction vertices with axial-vector current coupling to a pion, which are given in
Eq. (64). In this sense, the results in Refs. [22–24] does not necessarily correspond to the full
1/M-expansions. Nevertheless, it is interesting to observe that the D̄(∗) N and B(∗) N states
cause the change of the matrix elements Λ̄, λ1 , λ2 (mc ) and λ2 (mb ), as seen in the normal
charm and bottom baryons.
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VI.

SUMMARY

We discuss the 1/M-corrections with the heavy meson mass M in the in-medium masses
of D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons in nuclear matter. Following the formalism based on the velocityrearrangement invariance, we give the heavy meson effective Lagrangian with the 1/Mcorrections, and apply it to calculate the in-medium masses of D̄(∗) (B(∗) ) mesons. From
the relation between the masses of heavy hadrons and the gluon dynamics, we obtain the
modifications of the gluon fields in nuclear matter. We show that the effect of scale anomaly
becomes suppressed in nuclear matter, and also show that the contribution to the in-medium
mass from the chromoelectric gluon is enhanced, while that from the chromomagnetic gluon
is reduced. We discuss the cases of the heavy baryons with a heavy quark both in normal
sector and in exotic sector.
As we have emphasized, the mass formula in Eq. (4) holds for any states with a heavy
quark in various environments. In the present study, we have investigated the D̄(∗) and
B(∗) mesons in nuclear matter at zero temperature, and have discussed the effects of scale
anomaly and chromoelectric and chromomagnetic gluons. Similar discussions will be applied
to other charm and bottom hadrons such as Λc and Λb baryons as well as D(∗) and B̄(∗)
mesons in nuclear medium, when appropriate dynamical processes are considered. Moreover,
the present analysis can be applied also to the heavy quark systems in the deconfinement
phases with finite temperature and/or finite density. Then, we will be able to discuss the
scale anomaly and the chromoelectric and chromomagnetic gluons in various phases. Those
studies will be interesting in experiments in hadron reactions at J-PARC and GSI-FAIR and
also in heavy ion collisions at RHIC and LHC [78, 79].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported in part by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Priority Areas
“Elucidation of New Hadrons with a Variety of Flavors (E01: 21105006)” (S. Y.) and by
Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research from MEXT (Grants No. 22740174 (K. S.)).

[1] G. E. Brown and M. Rho, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 2720 (1991).

26

[2] T. D. Cohen, R. J. Furnstahl and D. K. Griegel, Phys. Rev. C 45, 1881 (1992).
[3] T. D. Cohen, R. J. Furnstahl, D. K. Griegel and X. -m. Jin, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 35, 221
(1995) [hep-ph/9503315].
[4] M. C. Birse, J. Phys. G 20, 1537 (1994) [nucl-th/9406029].
[5] T. Hatsuda and S. H. Lee, Phys. Rev. C 46, 34 (1992).
[6] T. Hatsuda and T. Kunihiro, Phys. Rept. 247, 221 (1994) [hep-ph/9401310].
[7] R. S. Hayano and T. Hatsuda, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2949 (2010) [arXiv:0812.1702 [nucl-ex]].
[8] M. E. Luke, A. V. Manohar and M. J. Savage, Phys. Lett. B 288, 355 (1992) [hep-ph/9204219].
[9] F. Klingl, S. -s. Kim, S. H. Lee, P. Morath and W. Weise, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3396 (1999)
[Erratum-ibid. 83, 4224 (1999)] [nucl-th/9811070].
[10] Y. -H. Song, S. H. Lee and K. Morita, Phys. Rev. C 79, 014907 (2009) [arXiv:0808.1153
[hep-ph]].
[11] K. Morita and S. H. Lee, Phys. Rev. C 85, 044917 (2012) [arXiv:1012.3110 [hep-ph]].
[12] A. Hayashigaki, Phys. Lett. B 487, 96 (2000) [nucl-th/0001051].
[13] B. Friman, S. H. Lee and T. Song, Phys. Lett. B 548, 153 (2002) [nucl-th/0207006].
[14] Z. -G. Wang and T. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 84, 048201 (2011) [arXiv:1107.5889 [hep-ph]].
[15] T. Hilger, R. Thomas and B. Kampfer, Phys. Rev. C 79, 025202 (2009) [arXiv:0809.4996
[nucl-th]].
[16] T. Hilger, R. Schulze and B. Kampfer, J. Phys. G G 37, 094054 (2010) [arXiv:1001.0522
[nucl-th]].
[17] M. Neubert, Phys. Rept. 245, 259 (1994) [hep-ph/9306320].
[18] A. V. Manohar and M. B. Wise, Camb. Monogr. Part. Phys. Nucl. Phys. Cosmol. 10 (2000)
1.
[19] I. I. Y. Bigi, M. A. Shifman, N. G. Uraltsev and A. I. Vainshtein, Phys. Rev. D 52, 196 (1995)
[hep-ph/9405410].
[20] I. I. Y. Bigi, M. A. Shifman and N. Uraltsev, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 47, 591 (1997)
[hep-ph/9703290].
[21] M. Neubert, Phys. Lett. B 322, 419 (1994) [hep-ph/9311232].
[22] S. Yasui and K. Sudoh, Phys. Rev. D 80, 034008 (2009) [arXiv:0906.1452 [hep-ph]].
[23] Y. Yamaguchi, S. Ohkoda, S. Yasui and A. Hosaka, Phys. Rev. D 84, 014032 (2011)
[arXiv:1105.0734 [hep-ph]].

27

[24] Y. Yamaguchi, S. Ohkoda, S. Yasui and A. Hosaka, Phys. Rev. D 85, 054003 (2012)
[arXiv:1111.2691 [hep-ph]].
[25] T. F. Carames and A. Valcarce, Phys. Rev. D 85, 094017 (2012) [arXiv:1204.5502 [hep-ph]].
[26] K. Tsushima, D. -H. Lu, A. W. Thomas, K. Saito and R. H. Landau, Phys. Rev. C 59, 2824
(1999) [nucl-th/9810016].
[27] A. Sibirtsev, K. Tsushima and A. W. Thomas, Eur. Phys. J. A 6, 351 (1999) [nucl-th/9904016].
[28] K. Tsushima and F. C. Khanna, Phys. Lett. B 552, 138 (2003) [nucl-th/0207036].
[29] A. Mishra, E. L. Bratkovskaya, J. Schaffner-Bielich, S. Schramm and H. Stoecker, Phys. Rev.
C 69, 015202 (2004) [nucl-th/0308082].
[30] A. Mishra and A. Mazumdar, Phys. Rev. C 79, 024908 (2009) [arXiv:0810.3067 [nucl-th]].
[31] A. Kumar and A. Mishra, Phys. Rev. C 81, 065204 (2010) [arXiv:1005.5018 [nucl-th]].
[32] A. Kumar and A. Mishra, Eur. Phys. J. A 47, 164 (2011) [arXiv:1102.4792 [nucl-th]].
[33] M. F. M. Lutz and C. L. Korpa, Phys. Lett. B 633, 43 (2006) [nucl-th/0510006].
[34] L. Tolos, A. Ramos and T. Mizutani, Phys. Rev. C 77, 015207 (2008) [arXiv:0710.2684 [nuclth]].
[35] C. E. Jimenez-Tejero, A. Ramos, L. Tolos and I. Vidana, Phys. Rev. C 84, 015208 (2011)
[arXiv:1102.4786 [hep-ph]].
[36] C. Garcia-Recio, J. Nieves, L. L. Salcedo and L. Tolos, Phys. Rev. C 85, 025203 (2012)
[arXiv:1111.6535 [nucl-th]].
[37] S. Yasui and K. Sudoh, Phys. Rev. C 87, 015202 (2013) [arXiv:1207.3134 [hep-ph]].
[38] S. Yasui and K. Sudoh, Phys. Rev. C 88, 015201 (2013) arXiv:1301.6830 [hep-ph].
[39] M. E. Luke and A. V. Manohar, Phys. Lett. B 286, 348 (1992) [hep-ph/9205228].
[40] N. Kitazawa and T. Kurimoto, Phys. Lett. B 323, 65 (1994) [hep-ph/9312225].
[41] C. G. Boyd and B. Grinstein, Nucl. Phys. B 442, 205 (1995) [hep-ph/9402340].
[42] I. W. Stewart, Nucl. Phys. B 529, 62 (1998) [hep-ph/9803227].
[43] S. Yasui, K. Sudoh, Y. Yamaguchi, S. Ohkoda, A. Hosaka and T. Hyodo, arXiv:1304.5293
[hep-ph].
[44] N. Isgur and M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 1130 (1991);
[45] G. Burdman and J. F. Donoghue, Phys. Lett. B 280, 287 (1992);
[46] M. B. Wise, Phys. Rev. D 45, R2188 (1992);
[47] T. M. Yan, H. Y. Cheng, C. Y. Cheung, G. L. Lin, Y. C. Lin and H. L. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 46,

28

1148 (1992) [Erratum-ibid. D 55, 5851 (1997)].
[48] M. A. Nowak, M. Rho and I. Zahed, Phys. Rev. D 48, 4370 (1993) [arXiv:hep-ph/9209272].
[49] R. Casalbuoni, A. Deandrea, N. Di Bartolomeo, R. Gatto, F. Feruglio and G. Nardulli, Phys.
Rept. 281, 145 (1997) [hep-ph/9605342].
[50] P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio and G. Nardulli, Phys. Lett. B 334, 175 (1994) [hep-ph/9406320].
[51] D. Becirevic and A. L. Yaouanc, JHEP 9903, 021 (1999) [hep-ph/9901431].
[52] P. Colangelo, G. Nardulli, A. Deandrea, N. Di Bartolomeo, R. Gatto and F. Feruglio, Phys.
Lett. B 339, 151 (1994) [hep-ph/9406295].
[53] V. M. Belyaev, V. M. Braun, A. Khodjamirian and R. Ruckl, Phys. Rev. D 51, 6177 (1995)
[hep-ph/9410280].
[54] H. G. Dosch and S. Narison, Phys. Lett. B 368, 163 (1996) [hep-ph/9510212].
[55] P. Colangelo and F. De Fazio, Eur. Phys. J. C 4, 503 (1998) [hep-ph/9706271].
[56] Z. G. Wang and S. L. Wan, Phys. Rev. D 74, 014017 (2006) [hep-ph/0606002].
[57] G. M. de Divitiis et al. [UKQCD Collaboration], JHEP 9810, 010 (1998) [hep-lat/9807032].
[58] A. Abada, D. Becirevic, P. Boucaud, G. Herdoiza, J. P. Leroy, A. Le Yaouanc and O. Pene,
JHEP 0402, 016 (2004) [hep-lat/0310050].
[59] S. Negishi, H. Matsufuru and T. Onogi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 117, 275 (2007) [hep-lat/0612029].
[60] H. Ohki, H. Matsufuru and T. Onogi, Phys. Rev. D 77, 094509 (2008) [arXiv:0802.1563 [heplat]].
[61] D. Becirevic, B. Blossier, E. Chang and B. Haas, Phys. Lett. B 679, 231 (2009)
[arXiv:0905.3355 [hep-ph]].
[62] J. Bulava et al. [ALPHA Collaboration], PoS LATTICE 2010, 303 (2010) [arXiv:1011.4393
[hep-lat]].
[63] J. Bulava, M. Donnellan and R. Sommer, JHEP 1201, 140 (2012) [arXiv:1108.3774 [hep-lat]].
[64] W. Detmold, C. -J. D. Lin and S. Meinel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 172003 (2012) [arXiv:1109.2480
[hep-lat]].
[65] W. Detmold, C. J. D. Lin and S. Meinel, Phys. Rev. D 85, 114508 (2012) [arXiv:1203.3378
[hep-lat]].
[66] P. L. Cho and H. Georgi, Phys. Lett. B 296, 408 (1992) [Erratum-ibid. B 300, 410 (1993)]
[hep-ph/9209239].
[67] M. C. Arnesen, B. Grinstein, I. Z. Rothstein and I. W. Stewart, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 071802

29

(2005) [hep-ph/0504209].
[68] X. -Q. Li, F. Su and Y. -D. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 83, 054019 (2011) [arXiv:1011.0269 [hep-ph]].
[69] H. -Y. Cheng, Phys. Lett. B 399, 281 (1997) [hep-ph/9701234].
[70] J. Beringer et al. [Particle Data Group Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 86, 010001 (2012).
[71] N. Kaiser, R. Brockmann and W. Weise, Nucl. Phys. A 625, 758 (1997) [nucl-th/9706045].
[72] N. Kaiser, S. Fritsch and W. Weise, Nucl. Phys. A 697, 255 (2002) [nucl-th/0105057].
[73] N. Kaiser, S. Fritsch and W. Weise, Nucl. Phys. A 700, 343 (2002) [nucl-th/0108010].
[74] N. Kaiser and W. Weise, Phys. Rev. C 71, 015203 (2005) [nucl-th/0410062].
[75] N. Kaiser, Phys. Rev. C 76, 068201 (2007) [arXiv:0711.2237 [nucl-th]].
[76] P. Finelli, N. Kaiser, D. Vretenar and W. Weise, Nucl. Phys. A 831, 163 (2009)
[arXiv:0909.1707 [nucl-th]].
[77] RAaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 172003 (2012) [arXiv:1205.3452
[hep-ex]].
[78] S. Cho et al. [ ExHIC Collaboration ], Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 212001 (2011) [arXiv:1011.0852
[nucl-th]].
[79] S. Cho et al. [ExHIC Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 84, 064910 (2011) [arXiv:1107.1302 [nuclth]].

30

