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A bstract

The integralrepresentation for Isgur { W ise function (IW F) is obtained in the

fram ework of instant{form relativistic Ham iltonian dynam ics for m esons with one

heavy quark. The upper and lower lim its are calculated for the slope param eter of

IW F �2 by them odelindependentway.IW F iscalculated fordi�erentwave functions

ofquarksin the m eson.The di�erence between the lim itsof�2 equals1/3. The con-

straint on the slope param eter is in a good agreem ent with experim ents. The weak

dependenceofIW F on the choice ofwave functionsisfound.
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The quark com posite system s with one heavy quark have been the focus ofattention

forthelastseveralyears.In thein�nite heavy quark m asslim ittheadditionalspin-
avour

sym m etriesappearand sim plify thecalculation ofm atrix elem entsofelectroweak transitions

[1,2]. Therefore allm esons form factorsofthe electroweak transitions are determ ined by

a single universalIsgur { W ise function (IW F) �IW (w) [1]( w = (v � v0),v0� and v� are

4{velocitiesofinitialand �nalm eson).
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Thecalculation ofthisfunction isnonperturbativein principle.Severalapproachesexist

tothisproblem ,forexam ple,thecalculationsonlattices[3],QCD sum rules[2,4,5,6,7,8,9],

quasipotentialapproach [10][11],and di�erentform sofrelativistic Ham iltonian dynam ics

(RHD):light-frontdynam ics [12,13],point[14]and instantform s[15,16].

Theslopeparam eter�2 = ��0IW (w = 1)isofspecialinterest,whilestudying theproper-

tiesofIW F.Thisinterest,in particular,isexplained by recentm easurem entsofthisvalue

[17],[18],[19].By theseexperim ents,onecan discrim inatedi�erentm odelsor,additionally,

constraint param eters ofthe m odels. The results ofcalculation ofthe slope param eter in

di�erentapproachesdi�ergreatly [2,3,4,6,10,12,13,15,16].

In this work,IW F is calculated for m esons which contain one heavy quark. Forslope

param eter�2 the strong restriction isobtained. Thisresultdependsweakly on interaction

m odelforquarks.Theintervalofrestriction on theslopeparam eterequals1/3.

ThecalculationsofIW F areperform ed fordi�erentphenom enologicalwavefunctionsof

quarksin m eson.Itisshown thatIW F dependsweakly enough on thechoice ofthe m odel

wavefunctions(about10% atw � 2).

Forcalculation in ourwork weusetheinstantform ofRHD in theversion developed by

theauthors[20,21](RHD isdiscussed in greaterdetailin Ref. [22]and referencestherein).

Ourapproach isclosely related to thatin Refs. [15,16]. However,ourapproach contains

som eoriginalfeatures,e.g.,them ethod ofconstruction ofcurrenttransition m atrix elem ents

[21].

In ourwork,IW F iscalculated from thesem ileptonicdecay ofpseudoscalarm eson form

factors[21].Thehadronpartofinvariantam plitudeofthesem ileptonicdecayofpseudoscalar

m eson can beexpressed through two form factorsF� :

h~pcjJ
�
j~p

0

c0i= P
�
� F� (t)+ P

�
+ F+ (t); (1)

where~pc;~p
0

c0 are3-m om enta ofm esons,P
�
� = (pc� p0c0)

� ;P
�
+ = (pc+ p0c0)

� ;t= (pc� p0c0)
2 :

In ourapproach,theform factorsF� (t);F+ (t)havethefollowing integralrepresentation

in theim pulseapproxim ation [21]:

F� (t)=

Z
1

m Q + m q

d
p
sd
p
s0’c(k(s))G

(0)

� (s;t;s0)’c0(k(s
0)); (2)

whereG
(0)

� (s;Q 2;s0)aretheso-called freetwo-particalform factors,’c0;’c arephenom eno-

logicalwave functionsofinitialand �nalm esonsin thesense ofRHD.They arenorm alized

with relativisticdensity states:

’(k)=
q p

s(1� (m 2
Q � m 2

q)
2=s2)u(k)k;

Z

k
2
u
2(k)dk = 1: (3)

2



W here k(s) =
q

(s2 � 2s(m 2
Q + m 2

q)+ (m 2
Q � m 2

q)
2)=4s,m Q ;m q are m asses ofheavy and

lightquarksrespectively,u(k)isthenon-relativisticwave function.

Freetwo-particalform factorsG
(0)

� havebeen calculated in Ref.[21]:

G
(0)

+ (s;t;s0)= g(s;t;s0)f[� f3(t)�(s;t;s
0)(s� s

0
� t)�

�2f1(t)s
0[t(s+ s

0
� t)� �1(s� s

0
� t)+ �2(s� s

0+ t)]]cos�+

+f6(t)M 2�(s;t;s
0)s0tsin�g;

G
(0)

� (s;t;s0)= g(s;t;s0)� (4)

�f[f1(t)[(s+ s
0
� t)2(s� s

0)+ 2s0�1(s+ 3s0� t)� 2s0�2(3s+ s
0
� t)]�

�f3(t)�(s;t;s
0)(s+ s

0
� t)]cos�� f6(t)M 2�(s;t;s

0)s0(s� s
0)sin�g;

g(s;t;s0)=

p
s(s+ s0� t)�(s;t;s 0)

4
p
s0[�(s;t;s0)]

3=2
q

�(s0;M 2
1;M

2
2)�(s;M

2
3;M

2
1)

;

�1 = M
2

3
� M

2

1
; �2 = M

2

2
� M

2

1
; �3 = M

2

2
� M

2

3
;

�(s;t;s 0)= �(s� s1)� �(s� s2);�(a;b;c)= a
2 + b

2 + c
2
� 2(ab+ bc+ ac);

�(s;t;s0)=
n

�M
2

1
�(s;t;s0)� ss

0
t� s�2(s� s

0
� t)� s�

2

2
� s

0
�
2

1
+

+s0�1(s� s
0+ t)+ �1�2(s+ s

0
� t)g

1=2
:

� isHeavisidestep function,s1 and s2 arevariablesthatdeterm inethekinem atically adm is-

siblerangeofs and s0which aregiven by

s1;2 = s
0+ t�

1

2M 2
2

(s0+ �2)(t+ �3)�
1

2M 2
2

q

�(s0;M 2
1;M

2
2)�(t;M

2
3;M

2
2);

� = ! 1 + !2 + !3;!i areparam etersofW ignerrotation:

!1 = arctan
�(s;t;s0)

M 1(s+ s0� t+ 2
p
ss0)+

p
ss0(

p
s+

p
s0)� �2

p
s� �1

p
s0
;

!2 = arctan
�(s;t;s0)

M 3(s+ s0� t+ 2
p
ss0)+

p
s(s� t+

p
ss0)+ �2

p
s+ �1

p
s0
;

!3 = arctan
�(s;t;s0)

M 3s
0+ M 2(s� t)+

p
s0[(M 3 + M 2)

2 � t]+ �2(M 2 + M 3)
:

M 1 is the light quark m ass,M 2;3 are the heavy quark m asses. Quark form factors in the

approxim ation ofpointlikequarkshavea form [21]:

f1(t)= (M 2 + M 3)f(t); f3(t)= �(M 2 � M 3)f(t);
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f6(t)= �
4M 2

M 2
3

f(t); f(t)=
h

(M 3 + M 2)
2
� t

i
� 1=2

:

Them atrix elem entofthesem ileptonicdecay ofpseudoscalarm eson can bedeterm ined

in term sofform factorsh� (w)(see,forexam ple,[12]):

h~pcjJ
�
j~p

0

c0i=

q

M cM c0[h+ (w)(v+ v
0)� + h� (w)(v� v

0)�]: (5)

HereM c0;M c arem assesofm esonsin initialand �nalstates.

The form factorsin Eq.(5)areconnected with the form factorsin Eqs.(1),(2)by the

following form ula:

h� (w)=
1

2
q

M cM
0

c0

[F+ (t)(M c � M
0

c0)+ F� (t)(M c� M
0

c0)]: (6)

Scalarproductof4{velocitiesisdeterm ined through thesquareofm om entum transfer:

w = (M 2
c + M

2
c0� t)=(2M cM c0):TheIW F can beobtained from expressions(2),(6)by�nding

thelim itM 2 � M 3 � m Q ! 1 ;M 1 = m q:

lim
m Q ! 1

h+ (w)= �IW (w); lim
m Q ! 1

h� (w)= 0: (7)

In ourcalculations,wehaveassum ed thatthewavefunctionsin Eq.(2)becom eindependent

on the
avourofheavy quark and coincidein initialand �nalstatesin lim it(7).

Theresultofcalculation ofIW F can bepresented in following form :

�IW (w)=
1

q

2(w + 1)

Z
1

0

Z
1

� 1

k
2
dkdz 4

v
u
u
t
k02 + m 2

q

k2 + m 2
q

cos! u(k)u(k0); (8)

k
0=

h

(
p
w 2 � 1kz+ w

q

k2 + m 2
q)
2
� m

2

q

i1=2
;

! = arctan
k
q

(w 2 � 1)(1� z2)

(w + 1)m q +
q

k2 + m 2
q +

q

k02 + m 2
q

;

Thecondition �IW (1)= 1 isa consequence ofthenorm alization (3).

In analogy with the works [14,15,16],the slope param eter ofIW F at w = 1 can be

represented asthesum ofthreeterm s:

�
2 = �

2

space + �
2

W R + �
2

quark ; (9)

�
2

space =
1

3

Z
1

0

k
2
�

k
2 + m

2

q

�
 
du

dk

! 2

dk +
1

6

Z
1

0

k4u2(k)

k2 + m 2
q

dk�
1

2
; (10)
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�
2

W R =
1

6

Z
1

0

k4u2(k)

(
q

k2 + m 2
q + m q)

2
dk ; �

2

quark =
1

4
:

The term sin Eq.(9)describe the contributionsofform ofwave function (with theconsid-

eration ofrelativistic norm alization (3)),W ignerrotation,and quark current,respectively.

Thecontribution �2W R and thesecond term in �2space haverelativistic nature.Letusrem ark

thatourvalueof�2quark coincideswith thatfrom [15].

Theintegralsofthewavefunction can betransform ed into spacecoordinaterepresenta-

tion:
Z

1

0

k
2

 
du

dk

! 2

dk =

Z
1

0

r
4
 
2

0(r)dr=
D

r
2
E

;

Z
1

0

k
4

 
du

dk

! 2

dk =

Z
1

0

r
4

 
d 0

dr

! 2

dr;

Z
1

0

r
2
 
2

0(r)dr= 1: (11)

Herehr2iisthem ean squareradiusin theground statewith wave function  0(r).

Notice that allintegrals in Eqs. (9),(10)are positive. From equations (9),(10),(11)

the restriction on possible values of�2 can be established. To do so,let us consider the

relativisticterm sin Eqs.(9),(10)(�2W R and thesecond term in �2space).

In thenon-relativisticlim itthesepositiveterm sdisappearin Eq.(10)and weobtain the

lowerbound fortheslopeparam eter:

�
2
�
1

3

Z
1

0

r
4

 
d 0

dr

! 2

dr +
1

3
m

2

q

D

r
2
E

�
1

4
; (12)

In theultrarelativisticlim ittheserelativisticterm sin Eq.(9)takethem axim um valuesand

weobtain theupperbound for�2:

�
2
�
1

3

Z
1

0

r
4

 
d 0

dr

! 2

dr +
1

3
m

2

q

D

r
2
E

+
1

12
: (13)

Letusrem ark thatthe di�erence between these m axim um and m inim um ofthe slope pa-

ram eterequals1/3.

Now we shalluse the results ofworks [23]. In these works a recurrence form ula was

derived:
D

r
2l
E

=
1

2�
l(2l+ 1)

D

r2(l� 1)
E

E 1(l)� E 0

: (14)

Here listhe orbitalangularm om entum ,
D

r2l
E

m ultipole m om entsin ground state oftwo-

body system ,E 0 ground state energy,E 1(l) energy ofthe lowest levelofm ultipolarity l,

� reduced m ass,in the lim it (7), � = m q. Recurrent form ula (14)is satis�ed within 1%

accuracy asequality forcon�ning potential.
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Forestim ation ofm ean square radius in (12)and (13)by m eans ofEq. (14),we have

used two m easurem entsofenergy levelsofD -m eson (1S0 and 1P1)[24].

Forfurtherestim ation,letustransform integralsin expressions(12)and (13):

1

3

Z
1

0

r
4

 
d 0

dr

! 2

dr= 1+
1

3

Z
1

0

 0(r)
h

(~r~̂p)2 � i(~r~̂p)
i

 0(r)r
2
dr: (15)

Here ~̂p istheoperatorofcanonical3-m om entum ofsystem .

For m odelindependent estim ation ofintegralin right part ofEq. (15),we have used

quasiclassicalapproxim ation. In ground state,thisapproxim ation gives (~r~p)= 0 because

the m ean value ofr(t)sweeps a circle in the quasiclassicalapproxim ation. Therefore,the

lefthand sideofEq.(15)isapproxim ately equalto unit.

Forestim ation ofquantum corrections ofthis result,it is possible to calculate exactly

the integralin the leftpartofEq.(15)in som e m odels.Letusperform the calculation for

them odelwith linearcon�nem entand Coulom b behavioratsm alldistances[25]:

u(r)= N T e
� �r3=2� �r

;� =
2

3

q

2�a;� = �b: (16)

In Eq.(16),a and baretheparam etersoflinearand Coulom b partsofpotential,respectively.

W e use the value of b = 4=3�s. In doing so, we have used the value �s = 0:52 at a

scale ofheavy m eson m asses. The param eteroflinearpartofpotentiala = 0:0816 GeV 2

wasobtained by �tting ofthe m ean square radiusin ground state ofD {m eson which was

calculated from Eq.(14).In thisway thequantum correction ’0.07 wasobtained.

Asfollowsfrom thegeneralconditionsofapplication ofthequasiclassicalapproxim ation,

thelesssteep potential(� r� ;� < 1 or� ln r)m ustresultin sm allerquantum corrections.

Hence,forsuch classofm odels,thefollowing restriction isvalid to within ’0.07 accuracy:

3

4
� �

2
�
1

3
m

2

q

D

r
2
E

�
13

12
: (17)

Thelightquarkm assm q isnow theonlyfreeparam eterin ourestim ations.In ourrelativistic

calculation in Refs. [20],[21]we used the value m q = 0:25 GeV.This calculation are in

reasonably good agreem entwith experim entson electroweak propertiesoflightm esons. In

this case,Eq. (14) gives hr2i = 0.422 fm 2. Hence,inequalities (17) are reduced to the

following lim itation:

0:98� �
2
� 1:31 (18)

Ifthe m assm q isvaried within the lim itsin which the m odern relativistic calculationsare

perform ed in di�erent works (0:20 � m q � 0:33 GeV) then the region ofpossible �2

increases:

0:93� �
2
� 1:38 (19)
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Thederived restrictionsareexam ined in ourwork forthefollowing di�erentm odelwave

functions:theharm onic-oscillatorpotentialm odel(see,forexam ple,[26])

u(k)= N H O exp
�

�k
2
=2b2

�

; (20)

thepowerlaw wavefunction (see,forexam ple,[27])

u(k)= N P L (k
2
=b

2 + 1)� n ; n = 2;3; (21)

and already m entioned wave function with linearcon�nem ent and a Coulom b behaviorat

sm alldistanceswhich isdescribed by Eq. (16). The wave function param eterswere deter-

m ined by �tting ofm ean square radiusofthe D { m eson which wascalculated by form ula

(14). The �tting gives the following values: in the m odelcorresponding to Eq. (20) we

obtain b= 0:372 GeV,in the m odel(21)we �nd b= 0:526 GeV forn =2 and b= 0:731

GeV forn =3 .W ith thepresented wavefunctionsthefollowing valuesforslopeparam eter

in Eq.(9)wereobtained:�2 = 1:32 in them odel(20),�2 = 1:13 in them odel(21)forn =2

and �2 = 1:20 forn =3 ,and �2 = 1:20 in them odel(16).

Theresultinm odelofharm onic-oscillatorsatis�esinequalities(18)within theaccuracyof

ourcalculations.Letusrem ind in thisconnection thattherestrictions(17)wereobtained for

them odelwith potentialincreasing slowlierthan linearly.Itispossiblethattherestrictions

(17)are valid forwiderclassofm odels. The calculationswith exactform ulae (9),(10)for

m odels(16),(21)satisfy therestriction (18).

Let us com pare our results (18),(19) with recent experim entalvalues of�2. Result

ofCLEO Collaboration [17],[19](�2 = 1.67�0.11(stat)�0.22(syst))satis�esour"soft" re-

sult (19) and is slightly outside the region (18). The average LEP result [18],[19](�2 =

1.13�0.08(stat)�0.16(syst))satis�esthe"hard" restriction (18).

Letusconsiderresultsfor�2 inotherapproaches.Thetworestrictionsonslopeparam eter

�2 were obtained in QCD sum rules: �2 � 0:25 [4],�2 � 1:7 [9]. Quasipotentialapproach

gives�2 � 0.81[11].Anotherrestriction wasobtainedinthefram eworkofRHD [15]�2 � 3=4.

Aswesee,ourrestriction (18)doesnotcontradicttheseresultsbutreinforcesthem .However,

ourresult,aswellasthatofwork [15]and experim ents[17],[18],isin poorcorrelation with

theresultofRef.[5]obtained in thefram ework ofQCD sum rules�2 � 0:75� 0:15.

Now letusconsiderthe calculationsin the fram ework ofinstantform ofRHD.In work

[16],thecalculationsareperform ed fordi�erentinteraction m odelsofquarksin m eson and

results are within the range from 0.97 to 1.28,that is very close to (18). The result of

quasipotentialapproach [10]coincideswith thatofours,�2 = 1:02.
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The results ofdi�erent calculations of�2 in the fram ework ofQCD sum rules di�er

considerably:1:00� 0:02 [8] ;0:84� 0:02 [6] ;0:66� 0:05 [2] ;0:70� 0:25 [7] :Firstand

fourth ofthesevaluesarenearourrange(18).

The lattice calculations[3]are in good correlation with ourresult,butwe should point

thelargeerrorsofthesecalculations:�2 = 0:9+ 0:2+ 0:4
� 0:3� 0:2.

Now letus discuss brie
y the calculation ofIW F in ourapproach. In �g.1 the results

ofcalculation forIW F with thedescribed m odelwavefunctionsareshown.Thecalculation

was carried out with the param eters ofthis work at m q=0.25 GeV.As can be seen from

the�g.1,oneofthem ostinteresting featuresofourcalculationsisthe weak dependence of

IW F on the choice ofm odelwave functions at w �2. Hence,the properties ofIW F are

m ainly determ ined by the relativistic kinem aticsoflightquark orso-called "light" degrees

offreedom .

So,in thepresentwork,theIsgur{ W ise function iscalculated in thefram ework ofthe

instantform ofrelativistic Ham iltonian dynam ics. A strong m odel{independentrestriction

isobtained fortheslopeparam eterofIsgur{ W isefunction.Thisrestriction reinforcesthe

restrictions that were given in other approaches. W e have also shown that Isgur { W ise

function dependsweakly on thechoiceofthem odelwave functionsatw �2.

W e are gratefulto A.V.Gorokhov fornum eroususefuldiscussions. Thiswork wassup-

ported in partby theprogram "Russian Universities{BasicResearches" (grantN 02.01.28).
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Figure captions

Fig.1.ResultsofthecalculationsofIsgur{W isefunction with thedi�erentm odelwave

functions. Dotted line: the powerlaw wave function ofEq. (21)with n = 2;dashed line:

the sam e m odelwith n = 3;dot{dashed line: the wave function in the m odelwith linear

con�nem ent and Coulom b behavior at sm alldistances ofEq. (16);solid line: harm onic{

oscillatorwave function ofEq. (20).W ave function param eterswere determ ined by �tting

ofm ean squareradiusofD { m eson calculated with form ula (14).
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