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ST U D Y O F M ESO N PR O PERT IES IN Q U A R K M O D ELS

Olga Lakhina,PhD

University ofPittsburgh,2024

Them ain m otivation istoinvestigatem eson propertiesin thequarkm odeltounderstand the

m odelapplicability and generatepossibleim provem ents.Certain m odi�cationstothem odel

are suggested which have been inspired by fundam entalQCD properties(such asrunning

coupling orspin dependence ofstrong interactions).These m odi�cationsexpand thelim its

ofapplicability ofthe constituentquark m odeland illustrate itsweaknessesand strengths.

The m eson propertiesstudied include m eson spectra,decay constants,electrom agnetic and

electroweak form -factorsand radiative transitions. The resultsare com pared to the exper-

im entaldata,lattice gauge theory calculationsand otherapproaches. M odi�cationsto the

quark m odelsuggested in this dissertation lead to a very good agreem ent with available

experim entaldata and latticeresults.
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1.0 IN T R O D U C T IO N :Q U A N T U M C H R O M O D Y N A M IC S A N D

IT S PR O PERT IES

Quantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD) was proposed in the 1970s as a theory ofthe strong

interactions.Itwaswidely accepted afterthediscovery ofasym ptoticfreedom in 1973 asit

o�ered a satisfying explanation to som eofthepuzzling experim entalresultsatthetim e.

However,understanding ofthestrong interactionsisfarfrom com plete.Oneoftheopen

problem sisthedi�culty toexplain m uch oftheexperim entaldataon theparticleproperties

from the �rst principles. Building m odels,which capture the m ost im portant features of

strong QCD,isoneway to resolvethisproblem .

The m ain m otivation forthe present dissertation is to investigate m eson properties in

thequark m odeltounderstand them odelapplicability and generatepossibleim provem ents.

Certain m odi�cationsto them odelaresuggested which havebeen inspired by fundam ental

QCD properties(such asrunningcouplingorspin dependenceofstronginteractions).These

m odi�cationsexpand thelim itsofapplicability oftheconstituentquark m odeland illustrate

itsweaknessesand strengths.

The m eson propertiesstudied include m eson spectra,decay constants,electrom agnetic

and electroweak form -factors and radiative transitions. The results are com pared to the

experim entaldata,latticegaugetheory calculationsand otherapproaches.M odi�cationsto

thequark m odelsuggested in thisdissertation lead to a very good agreem entwith available

experim entaldata and latticeresults.

Inthenextsection oftheintroduction,di�erentapproachestotheproblem ofstrongQCD

are discussed. Afterthat,the m ostim portantpropertiesofQCD are described,including

asym ptoticfreedom ,con�nem entand chiralsym m etry breaking.Thequark m odelsstudied

hereareintroduced and thetheory necessary forunderstanding ourm ethodsisexplained in

1



Chapter2. Ourresultsare presented and discussed in Chapter3 (Spectroscopy),Chapter

4 (M eson decay constants),Chapter5 (Form -factors),Chapter6 (Gam m a-gam m a decays),

and Chapter7 (Radiative transitions). Chapter8 givesconclusionsand an outlook forthe

future.

1.1 O V ERV IEW

Yearafteryear,QCD continuesto succeed in explaining the physicsofstrong interactions,

and no contradictions between this theory and experim ent have been found yet. QCD is

especially successfulin theultravioletregion,forwhich �rm m ethodsfrom the�rstprinciples

have been developed,and som e nontrivialand unexpected properties ofQCD have been

wellunderstood and con�rm ed experim entally (such asscaling violationsin deep inelastic

scattering).

However,propertiesofm edium and low energy QCD stillpresentchallengesto particle

physicistsand rem ain to be understood. Forinstance,a rigorousproofisstilllacking that

QCD worksasa m icroscopic theory ofstrong interactionsthatgiveriseto them acroscopic

propertiesofchiralsym m etry breaking and quark con�nem ent. The m ain problem isthat

perturbation theory (which proved tobevery usefulforhigh energy region)isnotapplicable

at low energy scales,and no other analyticalm ethods have been developed so far. The

situation is welldescribed by the 2004 NobelLaureate David J.Gross (who received the

prizeforthediscovery ofasym ptoticfreedom togetherwith F.W ilczek and H.D.Politzer).

Grosssaid in 1998 [1]:

At large distances however perturbation theory was useless. In fact, even today after

nineteen yearsofstudy we stilllack reliable,analytic toolsfor treating thisregion ofQCD.

Thisrem ainsone ofthe m ostim portant,and woefully neglected,areasoftheoreticalparticle

physics.

The only reliable m ethod ofstudying the physicalpropertiesoflow energy QCD isthe

unquenched lattice form ulation ofgauge theory. Unfortunately,the num ericalintegrations

needed in this approach are extrem ely com putationally expensive. Even with the use of
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e�cient M onte Carlo m ethods, approxim ations m ust be done in order to obtain results

with the com putationaltechnology oftoday. However, unquenched lattice gauge theory

calculationsareappearingand havealready m adean im pact.They arestillprelim inary,but

a good understanding existson thesourcesoferror,and plansarein placeto addressthem .

The only other way to proceed is to invent m odels that capture the m ost im portant

features ofstrong QCD.A great variety ofm odels have been developed during 30 years

ofQCD.Am ong them are quenched lattice gauge theory,the Dyson-Schwingerform alism ,

constituentquark m odels,lightconeQCD,and variouse�ective �eld theories(heavy quark

e�ective �eld theory,chiralperturbation theory and othertheories).

1.1.1 Q uenched lattice gauge theory

The lattice form ulation ofgauge theory wasproposed in 1974 by W ilson [2](and indepen-

dently by Polyakov [3]and W egner [4]). They realized how to im plem ent the continuous

SU(3) gauge sym m etry ofQCD and that lattice �eld theory provided a non-perturbative

de�nition ofthe functionalintegral. The basic idea was to replace continuous �nite vol-

um e spacetim e with a discrete lattice. From a theoreticalpoint ofview,the lattice and

�nite volum e provide gauge-invariantultravioletand infrared cuto�s,respectively. A great

advantage ofthe lattice form ulation ofgauge theory is that the strong coupling lim it is

particularly sim ple and exhibits con�nem ent [2]. M oreover, the lattice approach can be

form ulated num erically using M onte Carlo techniques. This approach is in principle only

lim ited by com puterpower,and m uch progresshasbeen m ade since the �rstquantitative

resultsem erged in 1981 [5].However,num erousuncertaintiesarise in m oving the idealized

problem ofm athem aticalphysicsto a practicalproblem ofcom putationalphysics. Forin-

stance,an uncontrolled system atic e�ectofm any lattice calculationshashistorically been

the quenched approxim ation,in which one ignores the e�ects related to particle creation

and annihilation so the contribution from the closed quark loopsisneglected.Itishard to

estim atetheassociated error,and only in isolated casescan onearguethatitisa subdom i-

nanterror.Asa result,itisvery di�cultto describelightm eson propertiesfrom thelattice

form ulation in quenched approxim ation. Certainly,additionalanalysis in other m odels is

3



needed to m akeany �rm conclusionsaboutquenched latticeQCD results.

1.1.2 D yson-Schw inger form alism

One ofthe techniques thathasbeen quite successfulin explaining lighthadron properties

isbased on Dyson-Schwingerequations(DSEs)derived from QCD.The setofDSEsisan

in�nitenum berofcoupled integralequations;a sim ultaneous,self-consistentsolution ofthe

com plete set is equivalent to a solution ofthe theory. In practice,the com plete solution

ofDSEs is not possible for QCD.Therefore one em ploys a truncation schem e by solving

only the equationsim portantto the problem underconsideration and m aking assum ptions

forthesolutionsofotherequations.Both thetruncation schem e and theassum ptionshave

to respect the sym m etries ofthe theory,which could be achieved by incorporating W ard-

Takahashiidentities.Oneim portantadvantageofthism odelisthatitisPoincar�ecovariant

and directly connected to the underlying theory and its sym m etries. In particular,chiral

sym m etry and itsdynam icalbreaking havebeen successfully studied in thism odel.A good

review ofthisapproach can befound in [6].Unfortunately,heavy and heavy-lightm esonsare

m ore di�cultto investigate using thisapproach,asa lotcan be learned from the available

experim entaldata forthese states.Thisisoppositeto thenaivequark m odels,which work

surprisingly wellforheavy m esonsbuthaveproblem sdescribing lightparticles.

1.1.3 Q uark m odel

The quark m odelofhadrons was �rst introduced in 1964 by Gell-M ann [7]and,indepen-

dently,by Zweig [8]. Ata tim e the �eld theory form ulation ofstrong interactionswasdis-

favored and m any em inentphysicists advocated abandoning italtogether. AsLev Landau

wrotein 1960 [9]:

Alm ost 30 years ago Peierls and m yself had noticed that in the region of relativistic

quantum theory no quantitiesconcerninginteractingparticlescan bem easured,and theonly

observablequantitiesarethem om entaand polarizationsoffreelym ovingparticles.Therefore

ifwedo notwantto introduce unobservableswe m ay introduce in the theory asfundam ental

quantitiesonly the scattering am plitudes.
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The operatorswhich contain unobservableinform ation m ustdisappearfrom thetheory

and,sincea Ham iltonian can bebuiltonly from  operators,wearedriven to theconclusion

thatthe Ham iltonian m ethod forstrong interaction isdead and m ustbe buried,although of

course with deserved honour.

Untilthediscovery ofasym ptoticfreedom itwasnotconsidered propertouse�eld theory

withoutapologies.Even in theirpaperdescribingtheoriginalideason thequarkgluon gauge

theory,which waslaternam ed QCD,Gell-M ann and Fritzsch wrote[10]:

For m ore than a decade,we particle theorists have been squeezing predictions outofa

m athem atical�eldtheorym odelofthehadronsthatwedon’tfullybelieve-a m odelcontaining

a triple ofspin 1/2 �eldscoupled universally to a neutralspin 1 �eld,thatofthe ’gluon’....

....Letus end by em phasizing our m ain point,thatitm ay wellbe possible to construct

an explicittheory ofhadrons,based on quarks and som e kind ofglue,treated as �ctitious,

butwith enough physicalproperties abstracted and applied to realhadrons to constitute a

com plete theory. Since the entities we start with are �ctitious, there is no need for any

conictwith the bootstrap orconventionaldualm odelpointofview.

Today alm ost no one seriously doubts the existence ofquarks as physicalelem entary

particles, even though they have never been observed experim entally in isolation. It is

believed that the dynam ics ofthe gluon sector ofQCD contrives to elim inate free quark

statesfrom the spectrum . In principle,the possibility ofobserving free quarksand gluons

existsatextrem ely high tem peratureand density,in a phaseofQCD called thequark-gluon

plasm a (QGP).Experim entsatCERN’sSuperProton Synchrotron �rsttried to create the

QGP in the 1980s and 1990s, and they m ay have been partially successful. Currently,

experim ents atBrookhaven NationalLaboratory’sRelativistic Heavy Ion Collider(RHIC)

are continuing thise�ort. CERN’snew experim ent,ALICE,willstartsoon (around 2007-

2008)attheLargeHadron Collider(LHC).

In a nonrelativistic constituentquark m odel,oneignoresthedynam icale�ectsofgluon

�elds on the hadron structure and properties. Quarks are considered as nonrelativistic

objectsinteracting via an instantaneousadiabaticpotentialprovided by gluons.Onem odel

ofthepotentialwhich provestoberathersuccessfulin describing theheavy m eson spectrum

isthe‘Coulom b + linearpotential’.In theweak-coupling lim it(atsm alldistances),thisisa
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Coulom b potentialwith an asym ptotically freecoupling constant.Thestrong coupling lim it

(largedistances),on theotherhand,givesa linearpotentialwhich con�nescolor.

Thequark m odelhasbeen used to study thelow-lying hadron spectrum with a rem ark-

able success. M oreover,as is dem onstrated in the present dissertation,it is also able to

describe and predictotherm eson properties,forexam ple those relevantto transitions,and

could beapplied to di�erenttypesofm esons,from lightto heavy-lightand heavy.

However,there exist a num ber ofphenom ena for which gluon dynam ics could be im -

portant,such as the existence ofhybrid m esons and baryons suggested by QCD.Hybrid

hadrons,in addition to static quarksand antiquarks,consistofexcited gluon �elds. These

statescan bestudied on thelatticeorin m odi�ed quark m odelsand giveim portantinsights

on thephenom enon ofcon�nem ent.

Anotherm odelthatisbased on thepotentialquark m odel,butwith signi�cantm odi�-

cations,isa ‘Coulom b Gaugem odel’,which isdescribed in section 2.1.2 ofthisdissertation.

Them odelconsistsofa truncation ofQCD to a setofdiagram swhich capturetheinfrared

dynam icsofthetheory.Thee�ciency ofthetruncation isenhanced through theuseofquasi-

particledegreesoffreedom .In addition,therandom phaseapproxim ation could beused to

obtain m esons. This m any-body truncation is su�ciently powerfulto generate Goldstone

bosonsand hastheadvantageofbeing a relativistictruncation ofQCD.

Allm odelshavebeen designed toreproducecertain QCD propertiesandhavetheirlim its.

Therefore,it is quite im portant to understand when and why a m odelcan be considered

reliable.

Certainly,as we apply som e m odelto investigate new e�ects and properties,that are

di�erentfrom whatitwasdesigned for,necessary changesand adjustm entshavetobem ade

to reproduce experim entaldata. The processofim proving the m odelcan teach usa great

dealaboutQCD propertiesand show uswhich aspectsofitarecrucialfordescribing certain

e�ectsand which can beneglected.

In the nextfew sectionsofthe introduction the m ostim portantpropertiesofQCD are

described,including asym ptoticfreedom ,con�nem entand chiralsym m etry breaking.
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1.2 Q U A R K S,C O LO R ,A N D A SY M PT O T IC FR EED O M

In the 1960sa growing num berofnew particleswasbeing discovered,and itbecam e clear

thatthey could notallbeelem entary.Physicistswerelooking forthetheory to explain this

phenom enon.Gell-M ann and Zweig provided a sim pleidea which solved theproblem -they

proposed thatallm esonsconsisted ofa quark and an antiquark and allbaryonsconsisted of

threequarks.Itisnow widely accepted thatquarkscom ein six avors:u (up),d (down),s

(strange),c (charm ),b (bottom )and t(top),and carry fractionalelectriccharge(up,charm

and top quarkshavecharge+ 2

3
e,and down,strangeand bottom havecharge� 1

3
e).Quarks

also have anotherproperty called colorcharge which wasintroduced in 1964 by Greenberg

[11],and in 1965 by Han and Nam bu [12].Quarksand antiquarkscom binetogetherto form

hadronsin such a way thatallobserved hadronsarecolorneutraland carry integerelectric

charge.Quarksareferm ionsand havespin s= 1

2
.

By analogy with Quantum Electrodynam ics(QED),in which photonsarethecarriersof

theelectrom agnetic�eld,particlescalled gluonscarry thestrongforceasthey areexchanged

by colored particles.Theim portantdi�erenceofQCD isthatgluonsalso carry colorcharge

and thereforecan interactwith each other.Thisleadsto thefactthatgluonsin thesystem

behave in such a way asto increase the m agnitude ofan applied externalcolor�eld asthe

distance increases. Quarks being ferm ions have the opposite e�ect on the external�eld -

they partially cancelitoutatany �nitedistance(screening ofthecolorchargeoccursm uch

asthescreening oftheelectricchargeby electronshappensin QED).Thecom positee�ectof

the quarksand gluonson the vacuum polarization dependson thenum berofquark avors

and colors.In QCD,for6 quark avorsand 3 colors,theanti-screening ofgluonsovercom es

thescreening duetothequarksand leadstotheem ergenceofinterestingphenom enon called

asym ptotic freedom .The nam eofthephenom ena suggestsitsm eaning { atshortdistances

(high energies)stronginteractingparticlesbehaveasifthey areasym ptotically free(e�ective

coupling isvery sm all).

Asym ptoticfreedom wasintroduced in 1973 by Grossand W ilczek [13]and Politzer[14]

in an e�ort to explain rather puzzling deep inelastic scattering experim ents perform ed at

SLAC and M IT.In these experim ents,a hydrogen targetwas hitwith a 20 GeV electron
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beam and thescatteringratewasm easured forlargedeection angles(hard scattering).This

experim entwasvery sim ilarto Rutherford’sfam ousexperim ent,where thegold targetwas

hitby alpha particlesand therateofparticlesscattered with a largeanglewasm easured.

Hard scattering corresponds to a high m om entum transfer between the electrons and

protonsin thetarget,so detecting a largeratewould m ean thatthestructureoftheproton

is sim ilar to that ofan elem entary particle. Because the hypothesis at the tim e was that

the hadronswere loose cloudsofconstituents,like jelly,relatively low rateswere expected.

However,not only was a high rate for hard electron scattering detected,but also only in

rarecasesdid a singleproton em ergefrom theprocess.Instead,an electrom agneticim pulse

shattered the proton and produced a system with a large num ber ofhadrons. It looked

like the proton behaved like an elem entary particle in electrom agnetic processes,butasa

com plex softly bound system forstrong interaction processes.

The explanation for this phenom enon was o�ered by Bjorken [15]and Feynm an [16].

They introduced theparton m odel,which assum esthattheproton isaloosely bound system

ofa sm allnum berofconstituentscalled partons thatareunableto transferlargem om enta

through strong interactions. These constituents included electrically charged quarks and

antiquarksand possibly som e otherneutralparticles. The idea wasthatwhen a quark (or

antiquark)in a proton washitby an electron,they could interactelectrom agnetically and

the quark wasknocked outoftheproton.The rem ainderoftheproton then experienced a

softm om entum transferfrom theknocked outquark and m aterialized asa jetofhadrons.

Thism odelim posesa strong constrainton thebehaviorofthe deep inelastic scattering

crosssection,called Bjorken scaling. The physicalm eaning ofBjorken scaling isbasically

the statem entthatthe structure ofthe proton looksthe sam e to an electrom agnetic probe

independently oftheenergy ofthesystem ,sothestronginteraction between theconstituents

oftheproton can beignored.

However,thedeep inelasticscattering experim entsshowed slightdeviation from Bjorken

scaling,suggesting thatthe coupling ofstrong interactions was stillnotzero atany �nite

m om entum transfer.This�tperfectlywiththepredictionsofdependenceofrunningcoupling

on an energy scale calculated from the renorm alization group approach by Gross,W ilczek

and Politzer. Later,m ore experim ents were perform ed that con�rm ed this result. The
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dependenceofthecoupling on theenergy scaleand theexperim entaldata aredem onstrated

in Fig.1.
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Figure 1: Sum m ary ofm easurem ents ofthe running coupling ofstrong interactions�s(Q)

and itsdependence on theenergy scale[17].

Asym ptotic freedom turned outto be a very usefulproperty forstudying high energy

QCD.Itallowsone to treatthe coupling constantperturbatively forsu�ciently sm alldis-

tancesand therefore calculate physicalpropertiesunderconsideration in a system atic and

controlled m anner.

Theproperty ofcon�nem entisanotherinteresting QCD phenom enon,itisdiscussed in

thenextsection.
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1.3 C O N FIN EM EN T

Con�nem entisan im portantproperty ofthestrong interaction thatiswidely accepted and

incorporated into any m odelclaim ing to im itate strong QCD.Being an essentially nonper-

turbative phenom enon,con�nem ent stilllacks a rigorous explanation from �rst principles

despitem orethan 30 yearsofinvestigation.

Quark con�nem entisoften de�ned asthe absence ofisolated quarksin nature asthey

have never been experim entally observed. Searches forfree quarks norm ally focus on free

particleswith fractionalelectricalcharge. Butthe observation ofa particle with fractional

charge doesnotnecessarily m ean thata free quark hasbeen observed. Forinstance,there

m ightexistheavy colored scalarparticlesthatcan form bound stateswith quarksproducing

m assive stateswith fractionalelectriccharge[18,19].

Anotherde�nition ofcon�nem entisthephysicsphenom enon thatcolor-charged particles

cannotbe isolated. Butthisconfusescon�nem entwith colorscreening,and also worksfor

spontaneously broken gaugetheorieswhich arenotsupposed to exhibitcon�nem ent.

Onecan try tode�necon�nem entby itsphysicalproperties,forinstance,thelong range

linearpotentialbetween quarks.However,thisrequirem entisonly reasonable forin�nitely

heavy quarks. W hen two quarks with �nite m asses becom e separated,at som e point it

becom esm ore energetically favorable fora new quark/anti-quark pairto be created outof

thevacuum than to allow thequarksto separatefurther.

The lattice gauge approach hasitsown de�nition ofcon�nem ent. Field theory issaid

to exhibit con�nem ent if the interaction potentialbetween quark and antiquark in this

theory(which correspondstotheW ilson loop calculated on thelattice)hasasym ptoticlinear

behavioratlargedistances.W ilson loop m easurem entsofvariousstaticquark potentialsin

theQCD vacuum arepresented in Fig.2.Thelowestcurvecorrespondsto theground state

ofthe gluonic �eld in the quark-antiquark system (m eson)while highercurves correspond

to theexcited gluonic�eld (possibly hybrid states).Onecan seethatforlargedistancesall

thepotentialsshow linearbehavior(con�nem ent).

Gluonic �eldscan be visualized with the help ofthe plotsofthe action orgluonic �eld

density m ade on the lattice (see Fig. 3 form eson (left)and baryon (right)). They clearly
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Figure2:W ilson loop m easurem entsofvariousstaticquark potentials[20].

show thatthe quarksin a hadron are sourcesofcolorelectric ux and thatux istrapped

in a ux tube connecting the quarks. The form ation ofthe ux tube isrelated to the self-

interaction ofgluonsvia theircolorcharge.Thereexistsapossibility thatagluonic�eld can

beexcited and,by interacting with quarks,producem esonswith exoticquantum num bers.

Studying thespectrum oftheexotic m esonsonecan learn a greatdealaboutthe structure

ofgluonicdegreesoffreedom and thecon�nem ent.

SinceQCD isa gaugetheory,itm ightbeconvenientto choosea speci�cgaugeto study

the particular property ofthe theory,such as con�nem ent. It has been shown that the

con�nem ent ofcolorcharge could be easily understood in m inim alCoulom b gauge,while,

forinstance,in Landau gaugethem echanism ofthisphenom enon isratherm ysterious[23].
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Figure3:M esonic[22]and baryonic[21]ux tubes.

In m inim alCoulom b gaugethe0-0 com ponentofthegluon propagator,

D 00(x;t)= Vcoul(x)�(t)+ non� instantaneous; (1.1)

has an instantaneous part,Vcoul(r),that is long range and con�ning and couples univer-

sally to allcolor-charge. The data ofnum ericalstudy [24]are consistent with a linearly

rising potential,Vcoul(r)� �coulr,and a Coulom b string tension thatislargerthan thephe-

nom enologicalstring tension,�coul > �. M oreover,the 3-dim ensionally transverse physical

com ponentsofthegluon propagator,

D ij(x;t)= hA i(x;t)A j(0;0)i; (1.2)

are shortrange,corresponding to the absence ofgluonsfrom the physicalspectrum . This

property m akesCoulom b gaugeespecially convenientto study nonperturbativeQCD.M ore

detailson a study ofcon�nem entin Coulom b gaugecan befound in [25].The �rstserious

lookatCoulom bgaugeandtheproblem ofcon�nem enttherewasinthepaperbySzczepaniak

and Swanson [26].
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Every theory ofcon�nem ent aim s at explaining the linear rise ofthe static quark po-

tential, which is suggested by the linearity of m eson Regge trajectories. However, this

phenom enon hasa num berofotherinteresting propertiesthata satisfactory theory ofcon-

�nem ent is obligated to explain,one ofthem being Casim ir scaling. Casim ir scaling [27]

refersto the factthatthere isan interm ediate range ofdistanceswhere the string tension

ofstatic sources in color representation r is approxim ately proportionalto the quadratic

Casim iroftherepresentation;i.e.

�r =
C 2
r

C 2

F

�F ; (1.3)

where the subscript F refers to the fundam entalrepresentation. This behavior was �rst

suggested in Ref.[28].The term ‘Casim irscaling’wasintroduced m uch later,in Ref.[27],

whereitwasem phasized thatthisbehaviorposesaseriouschallengetosom eprevailingideas

aboutcon�nem ent.

Figure4 showsin a com pelling way theproperty ofCasim irscaling ofcon�nem ent.The

�gure wasobtained by m easuring the W ilson loop forsourcesin variousrepresentationsof

SU(3). The interaction between colortripletsisthe lowestsurface in the �gure and form s

the tem plate forthe others. In the �gure one seeshighersurfaceswith sourcesin the 8,6,

15A,10,27,24,and 15S representations. The curves are obtained by m ultiplying a �tto

thelowest(fundam entalrepresentation)surfaceby thequadraticCasim ir,C 2
r = hrjTaTajri

divided by C 2
F .ThequadraticCasim irisgiven by (p

2+ q2+ pq)=3+ p+ qwhere(p,q)isthe

Dynkin index oftherepresentation.Theagreem entisrem arkableand isa strong indication

thatthecolorstructureofcon�nem entm ay bem odelled as

Z

� Ta
 :::� Ta

 (1.4)

wheretheellipsisrepresentsLorentzand spatialdependence.

Chiralsym m etry breaking is another interesting QCD property,it is discussed in the

nextsection.
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Figure4:Casim irscaling ofcon�nem ent[29].

1.4 C H IR A L SY M M ET RY B R EA K IN G

In quantum �eld theory,chiralsym m etry isa possible sym m etry ofthe Lagrangian under

which theleft-handed and right-handed partsofDirac�eldstransform independently.QCD

Lagrangian has an approxim ate avor chiralsym m etry SUL(N f)� SUR(N f) due to the

relativesm allnessofthem assesofup,down and strangequarks.Thisapproxim atesym m etry
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isdynam ically broken to SU(N f)and leadsto theappearanceof(N
2

f � 1)Goldstonebosons

in thetheory (which arepseudoscalarm esonsforQCD).Sincechiralsym m etry isnotexact

(explicitly broken by sm allbutnonzero quark m asses),Goldstone bosonsin QCD are not

m asslessbutrelatively light.Theactualm assesofthesem esonscan in principlebeobtained

inchiralperturbationtheorythroughanexpansion inthe(sm all)actualm assesofthequarks.

The m echanism ofdynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking isclosely related to the struc-

ture ofthe vacuum . In QCD,quarksand antiquarksare strongly attracted to each other,

thereforeifthesequarksarem assless,theenergy costofthepaircreation from thevacuum

is sm all. So we expect that QCD vacuum contains quark-antiquark condensates with the

vacuum quantum num bers(zero totalm om entum and angularm om entum ). Itm eansthat

the condensateshave nonzero chiralcharge,pairing left-handed quarkswith the antiparti-

clesofright-handed quarks.Itleadsto thenonzero vacuum expectation valueforthescalar

operator

h0j�QQj0i= h0j�Q LQ R + �Q R Q Lj0i6=0: (1.5)

The expectation value signals that the vacuum m ixes the two quark helicities. This

allowsm asslessquarksto acquire e�ective m assasthey m ove through the vacuum . Inside

quark-antiquark bound states,quarksappearto m oveifthey arem assive,even though they

havezero barem ass(in theLagrangian).

Dynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking is im possible in perturbation theory because at

every �niteorderin perturbation theory theself-energy oftheparticleisproportionalto its

renorm alized m ass.So ifonestartswith a chirally sym m etric theory then onewillalso end

up with a chirally sym m etrictheory,ifusing perturbativeapproaches.Thereforedynam ical

chiralsym m etry breaking hasto bestudied using nonperturbativem ethods.

Inthem any-bodyapproachdynam icalchiralsym m etrybreakingandm om entum -dependent

m assgeneration ofelem entary excitationscan bedescribed by theGap Equation (an exam -

ple ofa gap equation willbe presented in section 2.1.2). The Gap Equation allowsone to

calculate them assfunction ofthe particlewhich ism om entum -dependent. The m assfunc-

tion ofthequark calculated in thisapproach ispresented in theFig.5.Onecan seethatthe

dynam icalquark m assislarge in the infrared and suppressed in the ultraviolet,thisresult

isnotpossiblein weakly interacting theories.
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Figure5:Dependenceofthedynam icalquarkm asson them om entum calculated in Coulom b

gaugem odelintroduced in section 2.1.2.

Anotherusefultoolto study dynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking isthe m ethod based

on Dyson-Schwinger equations. In fact,the sim plestDyson-Schwinger equation isthe gap

equation forthe dressed quark propagator. By solving thisequation one would obtain the

m assfunction ofthequark(dependenceofthequarkm asson them om entum ).Thisequation

cannotbesolved exactly howeversinceitisoneoftheequationsoftheself-consistentsetof

in�nitenum berofcoupled nonlinearintegralequations.Truncation schem esappropriateto

thisproblem have been found and the m om entum -dependence ofthe quark m asshasbeen

calculated.Itisin excellentagreem entwith latticegaugetheory calculations.

In the nextchapter ofthe present dissertation we introduce the quark m odels studied

and explain ourm ethods.
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2.0 T H EO RY

Thestudy ofthem eson sectorhasattracted m uch attention,with agreatvariety ofdi�erent

m odels.The fundam entalreason isthatitisa very good laboratory forexploring thenon-

perturbativeQCD regim e.‘Com posed ofa quark and an antiquark’,am eson isthesim plest

nontrivialsystem thatcan be used to testbasic QCD properties. In particular,the m eson

spectra can be reasonably understood in non-relativistic or sem i-relativistic m odels with

sim ple or sophisticated versions ofthe funnelpotential,containing a long-range con�ning

term plusa short-rangeCoulom b-typeterm com ing from one-gluon exchange[30,31].

Energiesarenotvery stringentobservablesand to testm oredeeply thewave functions,

one needsto rely on m ore sensitive observables. Electrom agnetic properties,such asdecay

constantsorform factorscan beem ployed.In thatcasethetransition operatorisprecisely

known. On the otherhand,one can also study hadronic transitionsoccurring through the

strong interaction;thiskind oftransition isabletoexplain thedecay ofam eson into several

m esons,orbaryon-antibaryon,orotherm orecom plicated channels.Thehadronization pro-

cessisquite di�cultto understand and m odelin term sofbasic QCD.One reason isthat,

contrary to theelectrom agnetic case,thetransition operatorisnotde�ned precisely.
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2.1 Q U A R K M O D ELS O F H A D R O N ST R U C T U R E

2.1.1 N onrelativistic PotentialQ uark M odel

In thenonrelativisticpotentialquark m odelthem eson isapproxim ated to bea bound state

ofinteracting quark and antiquark.Them eson stateforsuch a system is:

jM i =
p
2E P

X

c�cs�sf �fM S M L

�c�c
p
3
hJM jLM LSM Si�

SM S

s�s �
IIz

f �f

�

Z
d3kd3�k

(2�)3
�

 

m �q
~k� mq

~�k

m q + m �q

!

�(3)(~k+ ~�k� ~P)
p
2E k

p
2E �k

j~k;~�ki (2.1)

where ~P is the m eson m om entum ,S,L and J are the m eson spin,orbitaland angular

m om enta with projectionsM S,M L and M .X
SM S

s�s isthespin wavefunction ofthem eson,it

dependson spin projectionsofquark and antiquark sand �sand also on them eson spin and

itsprojection. �
IIz

f �f
isthe avorwave function and itdepends on the avorsofthe quark

and antiquark f and �f and on the m eson isospin I and itsprojection Iz. � isthe spatial

wavefunction,itdependson them om enta k and �k ofquark and antiquark with m assesm q

and m �q.

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation them esonicwavefunction istheeigenfunction ofa

Schrodingerequation:

Ĥ 	= E 	; (2.2)

and theHam iltonian forthesystem is:

H = K + V (r); (2.3)

whereK isthenonrelativistickineticenergy and V (r)isthepotentialenergy.

Severalphenom enologicalm odels forthe interaction potentialexist. The sim plest one

isa sphericalharm onic oscillatorpotential.Itisa rathercrude approxim ation and doesn’t

givegood description ofthem eson properties,forexam pleitcan’tdistinguish between two

m esons with di�erent spins. But it allows analyticalcalculations for m ost ofthe m eson

propertiesand easy Fouriertransform ationsofthewavefunctions,so itisusefulasa sim ple

estim ateofsom ephysicalquantitiesofinterest.
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Anothervariation ofthenonrelativisticpotentialm odelisISGW [32],which isbased on

SHO potentialm odelbut with an arti�cialfactor � introduced so that j~qj! j~qj=�. The

� factor was added to achieve better agreem ent with the experim entaldata for the pion

form -factorand certain heavy quark transitions.

A m orerealisticm odelofthepotentialisCoulom b+linear+hyper�neinteraction m odel:

V (r)= �
4

3

�C

r
+ br+ C +

32�H �
3e� r

2�2

9m 1m 2�
1=2

~S1 �~S2: (2.4)

ThestrengthsoftheCoulom b and hyper�ne interactionsaretaken asseparateparam eters.

Perturbativegluon exchangeim pliesthat�C = �H and we�nd thatthe�tspreferthenear

equality oftheseparam eters.

TheCoulom b term correspondsto thequark interaction dueto theonegluon exchange

and dom inatesatshortrange. The linearterm describescon�nem ent. The hyper�ne term

is spin-dependent and m akes it possible to distinguish between m esons ofdi�erent spins.

This potentialhas 3 param eters (�,� and �),and together with the m ass ofthe quarks

they could be adjusted to describe the properties ofthe m esons (forexam ples the m asses

ofseveralm eson ground states). Afterthe param etershave been adjusted,calculationsof

otherm eson properties could be done and com pared to the experim entaldata to see how

the m odelworks. Also predictionsofthe physicalproperties,potentially observable in the

future,could bem ade.

Aswillbedescribed inthenextchapter,theobservablesthatweconsiderrequireaweaker

ultravioletinteraction than thatofEq.2.4.W ethereforeintroducea running coupling that

recoverstheperturbativecoupling ofQCD butsaturatesataphenom enologicalvalueatlow

m om enta:

�C ! �C (k)=
4�

�0log

�

e
4�

�0� 0 + k2

� 2

� (2.5)

where k2 = j~kj2 isthesquare ofthethree-m om entum transfer,�0 = 11� 2Nf=3 = 9,N f is

thenum berofavorstaken to be3.One can identify theparam eter� with � Q C D because

�C (k)approachestheoneloop running constantofQCD.However,thisparam eterwillalso

be �t to experim entaldata in the following (nevertheless,the resulting preferred value is

reassuringly close to expectations). Param eters and details ofthe �tare presented in the
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Chapter4.

PotentialofEq. 2.4 cannotexplain P-wave m asssplittingsinduced by spin-dependent

interactions, which are due to spin-orbit and tensor term s. A com m on m odelof spin-

dependence is based on the Breit-Ferm ireduction ofthe one-gluon-exchange interaction

supplem ented with the spin-dependence due to a scalar current con�nem ent interaction.

The generalform ofthispotentialhasbeen com puted by Eichten and Feinberg[33]attree

levelusingW ilson loop m ethodology.Theresultisparam eterized in term soffournonpertur-

bativem atrix elem ents,Vi,which can bedeterm ined by electricand m agnetic�eld insertions

on quark linesin theW ilson loop.Subsequently,Pantaleone,Tye,and Ng[34]perform ed in

a one-loop com putation ofthe heavy quark interaction and showed thata �fth interaction,

V5 ispresentin thecaseofunequalquark m asses.The diagram sthathave been calculated

in addition to thetreeleveldiagram arepresented in Fig.6.

Figure6:One-loop diagram softheheavy quark interaction.

Thenetresultisa quark-antiquark interaction thatcan bewritten as:

Vq�q = Vconf + VSD (2.6)

whereVconf isthestandard Coulom b+linearscalarform :

Vconf(r)= �
4

3

�s

r
+ br (2.7)
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and

VSD (r) =

�
�q

4m 2
q

+
� �q

4m 2
�q

�

� L

�
1

r

dVconf

dr
+
2

r

dV1

dr

�

+

�
� �q + �q

2m qm �q

�

� L

�
1

r

dV2

dr

�

+
1

12m qm �q

�

3�q �̂r� �q �̂r� �q � ��q

�

V3 +
1

12m qm �q

�q � ��qV4

+
1

2

��
�q

m 2
q

�
� �q

m 2
�q

�

� L +

�
�q � ��q
m qm �q

�

� L

�

V5: (2.8)

HereL = Lq = � L�q,r= jrj= jrq � r�qjisthe �QQ separation and theVi= Vi(m q;m �q;r)are

the W ilson loop m atrix elem ents discussed above. The explicitexpressions forVi’scan be

found in thesection 3.3 ofthepresentdissertation.

The�rstfourViareorder�s in perturbation theory,whileV5 isorder�
2
s;forthisreason

V5 hasbeen ignored by quark m odelers.Forexam ple,theanalysisofCahn and Jackson[35]

only considersV1 { V4. In practice thisisacceptable (aswe show later)exceptin the case

ofunequalquark m asses,where theadditionalspin-orbitinteraction can play an im portant

role.

2.1.2 R elativistic M any-B ody A pproach in C oulom b G auge

The canonicalnonrelativistic quark m odelrelies on a potentialdescription ofquark dy-

nam ics and therefore neglects m any-body e�ects in QCD.Related to this is the question

ofthe reliability ofnonrelativistic approxim ations,the im portance ofhadronic decays,and

the chiralnature ofthe pion. The lattertwo phenom ena depend on the behavior ofnon-

perturbativeglueand assuch arecrucialto thedevelopm entofrobustm odelsofQCD and

to understanding soft gluodynam ics. Certainly,one expects that gluodynam ics willm ake

its presence felt with increasing insistence as experim ents probe higher excitations in the

spectrum . Sim ilarly the chiralnature ofthe pion cannotbe understood in a �xed particle

num berform alism .Thisadditionalcom plexity isthereason sofew m odelsattem pttoderive

the chiralpropertiesofthe pion. Thisisan unfortunate situation since the pion iscentral

to m uch ofhadronicand nuclearphysics.
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To m ake progressone m usteitherresortto num ericalexperim entsorconstructm odels

which are closer to QCD.One such m odelisbased on the QCD Ham iltonian in Coulom b

gauge[36,37,38,40].

In thisapproach the exactQCD Ham iltonian in the Coulom b gauge ism odeled by an

e�ective,con�ning Ham iltonian,thatisrelativistic with quark �eld operatorsand current

quark m asses.However,beforeapproxim ately diagonalizingH,asim ilarity transform ation is

im plem ented to a new quasiparticlebasishaving a dressed,butunknown constituentm ass.

Asdescribed later,thistransform ation entailsa rotation thatm ixesthebarequark creation

and annihilation operators. By then perform ing a variationalcalculation to m inim ize the

ground state(vacuum )energy,a speci�cm ixing angleand corresponding quasiparticlem ass

isselected.In thisfashion chiralsym m etry isdynam ically broken and a non-trivialvacuum

with quark condensates em erges. This treatm ent is precisely analogous to the Bardeen,

Cooper,and Schrie�er(BCS)description ofa superconducting m etalasa coherentvacuum

state ofinteracting quasiparticles com bining to form condensates (Cooperpairs). Excited

states(m esons)can then be represented asquasiparticle excitationsusing standard m any-

body techniques,forexam pleTam m -Danco�(TDA)orrandom phaseapproxim ation (RPA)

m ethods.

There are severalreasonsforchoosing the Coulom b gauge fram ework. Asdiscussed by

Zwanziger[39],the Ham iltonian isrenorm alizable in thisgauge and,equally asim portant,

theGribovproblem (�� A = 0doesnotuniquely specify thegauge)can beresolved (seeRefs.

[?,40]forfurtherdiscussion).Related,thereareno spuriousgluon degreesoffreedom since

only transverse gluonsenter. ThisensuresallHilbertvectorshave positive norm alizations

which isessentialforusingvariationaltechniquesthathavebeen widely successfulin atom ic,

m olecular and condensed m atter physics. Second,an advantage ofCoulom b gauge is the

appearanceofan instantaneouspotential.

ByintroducingapotentialK (0),theQCD Coulom b gaugeHam iltonian [40]forthequark

sectorcan bereplaced by an e�ectiveHam iltonian

H =

Z

d~x�	 y(~x)

�

� i~� �~�+ �m

�
�	(~x)+

1

2

Z

d~xd~y�
a (~x)K (0)(j~x� ~yj)�a (~y); (2.9)
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where 	,m and � a(~x)= 	 y(~x)Ta	(~x)are the current(bare)quark �eld,m assand color

density,respectively. Fornotationalease the avor subscript is om itted (sam e H foreach

avor)and thecolorindex runsa = 1:::8.

K (0)isde�nedasthevacuum expectationvalueoftheinstantaneousnon-AbelianCoulom b

interaction.Theprocedureforcalculating K (0) isdescribed in [26].Thesolution iswellap-

proxim ated by thefollowing expression:

K
(0)(k)=

12:25

k2

8
<

:

�
m g

k

�1:93
k < m g;

0:6588log(k2=m 2
g + 0:82)

� 0:62
log(k2=m 2

g + 1:41)
� 0:80

k > m g:

(2.10)

To �nd the m eson wave function,equation H 	 = E 	 has to be solved as accurately

aspossible.Firsttheground statehasto be studied,and the Bogoliubov-Valatin,orBCS,

transform ation isintroduced.

Theplanewave,spinorexpansion forthequark �eld operatoris:

	(~x)=
X

c�

Z
d~k

(2�)3

h

uc�(~k)bc�(~k)+ vc�(�~k)d
y

c�
(�~k)

i

e
i~k� ~x (2.11)

with freeparticle,anti-particlespinorsuc�,vc� and barecreation,annihilation operatorsbc�,

dc� forcurrentquarks,respectively.Herethespin state(helicity)isdenoted by � and color

index by c= 1;2;3 (which ishereaftersuppressed).Because	 could beexpanded in term s

ofany com pletebasis,a new quasiparticlebasism ay equally wellbeused:

	(~x)=
X

�

Z
d~k

(2�)3

h

U�(~k)B �(~k)+ V�(�~k)D
y

�
(�~k)

i

e
i~k� ~x (2.12)

entailing quasiparticle spinors U�,V� and operators B �,D �. The Ham iltonian is equiva-

lent in either basis and the two are related by a sim ilarity (Bogoliubov-Valatin or BCS)

transform ation.Thetransform ation between operatorsisgiven by therotation

B �(~k)= cos
�k

2
b�(~k)� � sin

�k

2
d
y

�
(�~k);

D �(�~k)= cos
�k

2
d�(�~k)+ � sin

�k

2
b
y

�
(~k); (2.13)

23



involving theBCS angle�k = �(k).Sim ilarly therotated quasiparticlespinorsare

U�(~k)= cos
�k

2
u�(~k)� � sin

�k

2
v�(�~k)=

1
p
2

2

4

q

1+ sin�(~k) ��
q

1� sin�(~k) ~� �̂k ��

3

5 ;

V�(�~k)= cos
�k

2
v�(�~k)+ � sin

�k

2
u�(~k)=

1
p
2

2

4
�

q

1� sin�(~k) ~� �̂k ��
q

1+ sin�(~k) ��

3

5 ; (2.14)

where �� isthestandard two-dim ensionalPaulispinor.Thegap angle,�k = �(k),hasalso

been introduced,which isrelated totheBCS angle,�=2,by � = �+ � where� isthecurrent,

orperturbative,m assanglesatisfying sin� = m =E k with E k =
p
m 2 + k2.Hence

sin�k =
m

E k

cos�k +
k

E k

sin�k;

cos�k =
k

E k

cos�k �
m

E k

sin�k: (2.15)

Sim ilarly,the perturbative,trivialvacuum ,de�ned by b�j0i= d�j0i= 0,isrelated to the

quasiparticlevacuum ,B �j
i= D �j
i= 0,by thetransform ation

j
i= exp

 

�
X

�

Z
d~k

(2�)3
� tan

�k

2
b
y

�
(~k)d

y

�
(�~k)

!

j0i: (2.16)

Here 
 is so called BCS vacuum (laterwe introduce the RPA vacuum labeled j
 R P Ai

which is required to obtain a m assless pion). Expanding the exponentialand noting that

the form ofthe operator bydy is designed to create a current quark/antiquark pair with

the vacuum quantum num bers, clearly exhibits the BCS vacuum as a coherent state of

quark/antiquark excitations (Cooper pairs) representing 2S+ 1LJ = 3P0 condensates. One

can regard tan
�k
2
as the m om entum wavefunction ofthe pair in the center ofm om entum

system .

An approxim ateground stateforoure�ective Ham iltonian could befound by m inim iz-

ing the BCS vacuum expectation,h
jH j
i. It could be done variationally using the gap

angle,�k,which leadsto thegap equation,�h
jH j
i= 0.Afterconsiderablem athem atical

reduction,thenonlinearintegralgap equation follows

ksin�k � m cos�k =
2

3

Z
d~q

(2�)3
K

(0)

�

j~k� ~qj

� h

sin�k cos�qk̂� q̂� sin�qcos�k

i

: (2.17)
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Thisgap equation isto be solved forthe unknown Bogoliubov angle,which then spec-

i�es the quark vacuum and the quark �eld m ode expansion via spinors. Com paring the

quark spinorto the canonicalspinorperm itsa sim ple interpretation ofthe Bogoliubov an-

glethrough therelationship �(k)= ktan�k where �(k)m ay beinterpreted asa dynam ical

m om entum -dependentquark m ass.Sim ilarly �(0)m ay beinterpreted asaconstituentquark

m ass.

The num ericalsolution forthe dynam icalquark m assisvery accurately represented by

thefunctionalform

�(k)= �K
(0)(k)

�

1� e
� M =(�K (0))(k)

�

(2.18)

whereM isa constituentquark m assand � isa param eterrelated to thequark condensate.

Notice that this form approaches the constituent m ass for sm allm om enta and �K (0) for

largem om enta.

W ith explicit expressions forthe quark interaction and the dynam icalquark m ass the

m esonicbound statescan now beobtained.Thede�nitionsofthem eson creation operators

in TDA and RPA approxim ationsare(seex59 ofRef.[41],also [42,43]):

Q
y

M
(TD A) =

X

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
 �(~k)B

y
(
~k)D

y

�
(�~k); (2.19)

Q
y

M
(RPA) =

X

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

h

 
y

�
(~k)B y

(
~k)D

y

�
(�~k)�  

�

�
(~k)B (~k)D �(�~k)

i

(2.20)

with B and D being the quasiparticle operators. Itis worthwhile recalling that the RPA

m ethod isequivalentto theBethe-Salpeterapproach with instantaneousinteractions[44].

A m eson isthen represented by theFock spaceexpansion:

jM TD Ai = Q
y

M
(TD A)j
i; (2.21)

jM R P A i = Q
y

M
(RPA)j
R P Ai: (2.22)

Here
R P A isRPA vacuum ,ithasboth ferm ion (twoquasiparticlesorCooperpairs)and

boson (fourquasiparticlesorm eson pairs)correlations.
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To derive theTDA and RPA equationsofm otion we projectthe Ham iltonian equation

onto thetruncated Fock sector.Itgives:

hM TD Aj[H ;Q
y

M
(TD A)]j
i= (E M � E0)hM TD AjQ

y

M
(TD A)j
i; (2.23)

hM R P Aj[H ;Q
y

M
(RPA)]j
R P Ai= (E M � E0)hM R P A jQ

y

M
(RPA)j
R P Ai (2.24)

In TDA (2.23)generatesan integralequation forthem eson wave function  (~k),and in

RPA (2.24)generatestwo coupled nonlinearintegralequationsfortwo wavefunctions y(~k)

and  � (~k).

TheRPA and TDA equationsincludeselfenergy term s(denoted �)foreach quark line

and these m ustbe renorm alized. In the zero quark m asscase renorm alization ofthe TDA

or RPA equations proceeds in the sam e way as for the quark gap equation. In fact,the

renorm alization oftheseequationsisconsistentand onem ay show thata�nitegap equation

im pliesa �nite RPA orTDA equation.Thisfeaturerem ainstrue in them assive case.The

RPA equation in thepion channelreads:

(E � � EB C S) 
y(k) = 2[m sin�k + kcos�k + �(k)] y(k)�

�
CF

2

Z
q2dq

(2�)3

h

V0(k;q)(1+ sin�k sin�q)+ V1(k;p)cos�k cos�q

i

 
y(q)�

�
CF

2

Z
q2dq

(2�)3

h

V0(k;q)(1� sin�k sin�q)� V1(k;p)cos�k cos�q

i

 
� (q);

(2.25)

where

VL(k;q)= 2�

Z

d(̂q�k̂)K (0)

�

j~q� ~kj

�

PL (̂q�k̂): (2.26)

A sim ilarequation for � holdswith (+ ! � )and E ! � E . The wavefunctions  �

represent forward and backward m oving com ponents ofthe m any-body wavefunction and

the pion itselfisa collective excitation with in�nitely m any constituentquarksin the Fock

spaceexpansion.Thesetwo coupled nonlinearintegralequation could besolved num erically

to obtain m eson spectrum and wavefunctions.

TDA equationm aybeobtainedfrom theRPA equation (2.25)byneglectingthebackward

wave function  � . The spectrum in the random phase and Tam m -Danco� approxim ations

has been com puted [45]and it has been con�rm ed that the pion is m assless in the chiral
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lim it. Itwasalso found thatthe Tam m -Danco� approxim ation yieldsresultsvery close to

theRPA forallstatesexceptthepion.Allotherm esonshavenearly identicalRPA and TDA

m asses. The com plete hidden avorm eson spectrum in the Tam m -Danco� approxim ation

isgiven by thefollowing equations.

E  P C (k)= 2[m sin�k + kcos�k + �(k)] P C (k)�
CF

2

Z
q2dq

(2�)3
K

P C
J (k;q) P C (q) (2.27)

with

�(k)=
CF

2

Z
q2dq

(2�)3
(V0sin�k sin�q + V1cos�k cos�q) (2.28)

and where isthem eson radialwavefunction in m om entum space.Notethattheim aginary

part ofthe self-energy Im (�) = 0, this follows from the fact that the quark-antiquark

interaction isinstantaneousin theCoulom b gauge.

ThekernelK J in thepotentialterm dependson them eson quantum num bers,JP C .In

thefollowing possiblevaluesfortheparity orchargeconjugation eigenvaluesaredenoted by

(J)= + ifJ iseven and � ifJ isodd. These interaction kernelshave been derived in the

quark helicity basis(seeforexam pleRef.[45]).

� 0+ +

K (p;k)= V0cos�pcos�k + V1(1+ sin�psin�k) (2.29)

� J(J+ 1)(J) [1JJ;J � 0]

K J(p;k)= VJ (1+ sin�psin�k)+

�

VJ� 1
J

2J + 1
+ VJ+ 1

J + 1

2J + 1

�

cos�pcos�k (2.30)

� J(J+ 1)(J+ 1) [3JJ;J � 1]

K J(p;k)= VJ (1+ sin�psin�k)+

�

VJ� 1
J + 1

2J + 1
+ VJ+ 1

J

2J + 1

�

cos�pcos�k (2.31)
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� J(J)(J) [3(J � 1)J;
3(J + 1)J;J � 1]

K 11(p;k) = VJ cos�pcos�k +

�

VJ� 1
J

2J + 1
+ VJ+ 1

J + 1

2J + 1

�

(1+ sin�psin�k)

K 22(p;k) = VJ cos�pcos�k +

�

VJ� 1
J + 1

2J + 1
+ VJ+ 1

J

2J + 1

�

(1+ sin�psin�k)

K 12(p;k) = (VJ� 1 � VJ+ 1)

p
J(J + 1)

2J + 1
(sin�k + sin�p) (2.32)

2.2 ST R O N G D EC AY S

Thedecay ofa m eson into two m esonsisthesim plestexam pleofa strong decay.Thedecay

ofa baryon into a m eson and a baryon has also been extensively studied. Even in those

particularly sim ple decays,various m odels have been proposed to explain the m echanism .

Am ongthem ,letuscitethenaiveSU(6)W m odel[46],theelem entary m eson-em ission m odel

[47,48,49,50,51](in which one em itted m eson is considered as an elem entary particle

coupled to the quark),the 3S1 m odel[52,53](in which a quark-antiquark pairis created

from thegluon em itted by a quark oftheoriginalm eson),theux-tubem odel[54]and the

3P0 m odel(in which a quark-antiquark pairiscreated from thevacuum )[55,56,57,58].

This lastm odel(3P0)is especially attractive because itcan provide the grossfeatures

ofvarioustransitionswith only one param eter,the constantcorresponding to the creation

vertex.Thispropertyisofcoursean oversim pli�cation becausethereisnoseriousfoundation

fora creation vertex independent ofthe m om enta ofthe created quarks. Even in the 3P0

m odel,theform ofthevertex isessentially unknown.

Thisphenom enologicalm odelofhadron decayswasdeveloped in the1970sbyLeYaouanc

etal,[56],which assum es,assuggested earlierby M icu in [55],thatduring a hadron decay

a q�q pairisproduced from the vacuum with vacuum quantum num bers,JP C = 0+ + .Since

thiscorrespondsto a 3P0 q�q state,thisisnow generally referred to asthe 3P0 decay m odel.

The 3P0 pair production Ham iltonian forthe decay ofa q�q m eson A to m esons B + C is

usually written in a rathercom plicated form with explicitwavefunctions[59],which in the
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conventionsofGeigerand Swanson [60](to within an irrelevantoverallphase)is

hB CjH IjAi= 

Z Z
d3rd3y

(2�)3=2
e
i

2
~PB � ~r	 A (~r)h~�iq�q �

�

i~� B + i~� C + ~PB

�

	 �
B

�
~r

2
+ ~y

�

	 �
C

�
~r

2
� ~y

�

�

�
~PA � ~PB � ~PC

�

(2.33)

forallquark and antiquark m assesequal.Thestrength  ofthedecay interaction isregarded

asa freeconstantand is�tted to data [61].

Studiesofhadron decaysusing thism odelhave been concerned alm ostexclusively with

num ericalpredictions,and have notled to any fundam entalm odi�cations. Recentstudies

have considered changes in the spatialdependence ofthe pair production am plitude as a

function ofquark coordinates[59]butthefundam entaldecay m echanism isusually notad-

dressed;thisiswidely believed tobeanonperturbativeprocess,involvinguxtubebreaking.

2.3 ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC A N D ELEC T R O W EA K T R A N SIT IO N S

Sincetheoperatorofelectrom agneticand electroweak transitionsisvery wellknown,study-

ing these processes forhadronscould provide uswith valuable inform ation on the hadron

structure. Stillthese transitions are com plicated enough,so that sim plifying approxim a-

tionsaretypically in use.In thissection,di�erenttypesofelectrom agneticand electroweak

transitionsaredescribed,and approachesto study them areexplained.

2.3.1 D ecay constants

Leptonicdecay constantsarea sim ple probeoftheshortdistance structureofhadronsand

thereforearea usefulobservablefortesting quark dynam icsin thisregim e.Decay constants

are com puted by equating their �eld theoretic de�nition with the analogous quark m odel

de�nition.Thisidenti�cation isrigorouslyvalidinthenonrelativisticandweakbindinglim its

wherequarkm odelstatevectorsform good representationsoftheLorentzgroup[32,63].The

task athand isto determ inethereliability ofthecom putation away from theselim its.
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Them ethod isillustrated with thevectorm eson decay constantfV ,which isde�ned by

m V fV �
� = h0j�	(0) �	(0)jV i (2.34)

where m V isthe vectorm eson m assand �� isitspolarization vector. Note thatthe vector

currentislocally conserved forthephysicalvectorm eson.

Thedecay constantiscom puted in theconceptualweak bindingand nonrelativisticlim it

ofthequark m odeland isassum ed tobeaccurateaway from theselim its.Onethusem ploys

thequark m odelstate:

jV (P)i=

r
2E P

N c

�
SM S

s�s

Z
d3kd3�k

(2�)3
�

 

m �q
~k� mq

~�k

m �q + m q

!

�
(3)(~k+ ~�k� ~P)b

y

ks
d
y
�k�s
j0i; (2.35)

wherem q and m �q arethem assesofquark and antiquark with m om enta~k and
~�k accordingly,

~P isthevectorm eson m om entum .Thedecay constantisobtained by com puting thespatial

m atrix elem entofthe currentin the vectorcenterofm assfram e (the tem poralcom ponent

istrivial)and yields

fV =

r
N c

m V

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�

1+
k2

3(E k + m q)(E �k + m �q)

�

: (2.36)

Thenonrelativisticlim itisproportionalto them eson wavefunction attheorigin

fV = 2

r
N c

m V

~�(r= 0); (2.37)

which recoversthewell-known resultofvan Royen and W eisskopf[64].

Decay constantforvectorm esonswith quark and antiquark ofthesam eavorcould be

determ ined from theexperim entaldata forthedecay V ! e+ e� .In thisprocessthevector

m eson �rstconverts into the photon and then photon becom es the electron-positron pair.

Theam plitudeofthisprocessisthen:

A s1s2 = he+ e� j�	 �	j0ih0j�	 �	jV i=
e2

q2
Q �us1(p1)

�
vs2(p2)fV m V �� (2.38)

wherep1 and p2 arethem om enta,s1 and s2 arespinsoftheelectron and positron,Q isthe

quark charge(in unitsofe),q isthephoton m om entum .
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Then thesquared am plitudesum m ed overtheelectron and positron spinsand averaged

overvectorm eson polarizationsis:

jAj2 =
1

3

X

s1s2

jA s1s2j
2 =

e4

3q4
Q
2
f
2

V m
2

V ���
�
�

X

s1s2

[�us1(p1)
�
vs2(p2)�vs2(p2)

�
us1(p1)]

=
e4

3q4
Q
2
f
2

V m
2

V (� g��)Tr[(/p2 � me)
�(/p1 + m e)

�]

= �
4e4

3q4
Q
2
f
2

V m
2

V g��[p
�
2p

�

1 + p
�
1p

�

2 � g
��(p1 � p2 + m

2

e)] (2.39)

Since in this process the m asses ofelectron and positron are m uch sm aller than their

m om enta,wecan neglectm e.Then:

jAj2 =
8e4

3q4
Q
2
f
2

V m
2

V (p1 � p2) (2.40)

From them om entum conservation law q= p1 + p2 so

(p1 + p2)
2 = p

2

1 + p
2

2 + 2p1p2 = 2m 2

e + 2p1p2 � 2p1p2 = q
2 (2.41)

and then p1p2 = q2=2 so

jAj2 =
4e4

3q2
Q
2
f
2

V m
2

V =
4

3
e
4
Q
2
f
2

V (2.42)

becausein them eson restfram eq= m V .

Now wecan calculatethedecay rateofthisprocess:

�V ! e+ e� =
1

2m V

Z
d
cm

32�2

�
2j~p1j

E cm

�

jAj2 (2.43)

HereE cm istheenergy ofthe�nalstatein itsrestfram e.Sincem e � 0 then Ecm = 2j~p1j

and then thedecay rateis:

�V ! e+ e� =
e4Q 2f2V

12�m V

=
4��2

3

Q 2f2V

m V

(2.44)

and thedecay constantis:

fV =

�
3m V �V ! e+ e�

4��2Q 2

� 1=2

(2.45)
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Thatgivesthefollowing resultsfortheexisting vectorm esons:

f� = 217M eV (Q = 1p
2
)

f� = 229M eV (Q = � 1

3
)

fJ= = 411M eV (Q = 2

3
)

f� = 704M eV (Q = � 1

3
) (2.46)

Sim ilarresultshold forotherm esonsthatcouple to electroweak currents. A sum m ary

ofthe results fora variety ofm odels and the discussion are presented in Chapter 4. The

expressionsused to com putethetableentriesand thedata used to extracttheexperim ental

decay constantsarecollected in Appendix A.
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2.3.2 Im pulse approxim ation

Theim pulse approxim ation iswidely used in studiesofm eson transitionsand form -factors.

In this approxim ation the possibility ofquark-antiquark paircreation from the vacuum is

neglected.Theinteraction oftheexternalcurrentwith them eson isthesum ofitscoupling

to quark and antiquark asillustrated in �gure7.In thediagram s,M 1 and M 2 aretheinitial

and �nalstate m esons (bound states ofquark q and antiquark �q,which are represented

by lineswith arrows). In thissection,ourapproach to the calculationsofthe form -factors

and radiative transition decay rates in the im pulse approxim ation ofthe quark m odelis

presented.

Figure7:Im pulseapproxim ation diagram s.

Form factorsareapowerfuldeterm inantofinternalhadronicstructurebecausetheexter-

nalcurrentm om entum servesasaprobescale.And ofcourse,di�erentcurrentsaresensitive

to di�erentpropertiesofthe hadron,so itisusefulto study the form -factorswhen tuning

and testing m odels.

Thetechniqueused tocom putetheform factorsisillustrated by consideringtheinelastic

pseudoscalarelectrom agnetic m atrix elem ent hP2jJ
�jP1i,where P refersto a pseudoscalar

m eson.Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position ofthism atrix elem entis

hP2(p2)j�	(0)
�	(0)jP 1(p1)i= f(Q 2)

�

(p2 + p1)
� �

M 2
2 � M 2

1

q2
(p2 � p1)

�

�

(2.47)
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whereconservation ofthevectorcurrenthasbeen used toelim inateapossiblesecond invari-

ant.Theargum entoftheform factorischosen to beQ 2 = � (p2 � p1)�(p2 � p1)
�.

Now the m atrix elem enton the leftcould be calculated in som e m odel,forexam ple in

the quark m odel,and then the resultforthe form -factorf(Q 2)could be com pared to the

experim entaldata (ifavailable).

In theim pulse approxim ation,using thetem poralcom ponentofthevectorcurrentand

com puting in therestfram eoftheinitialm eson yields

fsq(Q
2) =

p
M 1E 2

(E 2 + M 1)�
M 2

2
� M 2

1

q2
(E 2 � M1)

(2.48)

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

!

:

The pseudoscalars are assum ed to have valence quark m asses m 1;�m 1 and m 2;�m 2 for P1

and P2 respectively. The m asses ofthe m esons are labeled M 1 and M 2. The single quark

elastic form factorcan be obtained by setting m 1 = �m 1 = m 2 = �m 2 and M 1 = M 2. In the

nonrelativisticlim itEq.2.48 reducesto thesim pleexpression:

fsq(Q
2)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

�

: (2.49)

In thiscaseitiseasy to seethenorm alization condition fsq(~q= 0)= 1.Thisisalso truefor

therelativisticelasticsinglequark form factorofEq.2.48.

To calculate the decay rateofthe radiative transition M 1 ! M 2 we need to know the

electrom agneticm atrix elem enthM 2jJ
�jM 1iatq

2 = 0,whereM 1 and M 2 aretheinitialand

�nalm eson states.In theim pulseapproxim ation using thevectorcom ponentofthecurrent

wehave:

~A em � hM2j~JjM 1i= eQ qhM 2j~J
(q)jM 1i+ eQ �qhM 2j~J

(�q)jM 1i; (2.50)

~J
(q) = � u

y
s2
(k2)~� us1(k1);

~J
(�q) = � v

y

�s1
(�k1)~� v�s2(

�k2):

wherek1;�k1;s1 and �s1 arethem om enta and spinsofthequark and antiquark oftheinitial

state m eson,and k2;�k2;s2;�s2 are the corresponding m om enta and spinsofthe �nalstate
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m eson.Q q and Q �q arethequarkand antiquark charges.Thetwoterm sof(2.50)corresponds

to thequark and antiquark electrom agneticinteractions.

It is very com m on to consider quark and antiquark being nonrelativistic when study-

ing radiative transition. W e investigate the validity ofthis approxim ation by com paring

two cases:taking the fullrelativistic expressionsforquark and antiquark spinorsand then

com paring ourresultsto those calculated with the nonrelativistic approxim ation. W e �nd

considerable di�erences for the decay rates,even for heavy m esons, as willbe shown in

Chapter7,and concludethatquarksshould betreated relativistically.

W eillustratethetechniqueused to study radiativetransitionsforthenonrelativisticap-

proxim ation ofthequark spinors.Thetreatm entofthecasewith fullrelativisticexpressions

forspinorsiscom pletely analogous,exceptform uch m ore com plicated expressions forthe

m atrix elem ents.Thestudy offullrelativisticcasehavebeen perform ed num erically.

In therestfram eoftheinitialstatem eson wehave:

~A em =
eQ q

2m q

D

M 2

�
�
�(2~k+ ~q)�s1s2� i~q� ~�21

�
�
�M 1

E

+
eQ �q

2m �q

D

M 2

�
�
�(2~k� ~q)��s1�s2� i~q� ~��1�2

�
�
�M 1

E

;(2.51)

where~�21 = �ys2~��s1 and ~��1�2 = ~�
y

�s1
~�~��s2,here�s istheDiracspinorforquark orantiquark.

Radiativetransitionsareusually said to beeitherofelectricorm agnetictypedepending

on thedom inatingterm in m ultipoleexpansion oftheam plitude.Iftheinitialand �nalstate

m esons have di�erent spins butsam e angularm om entum then the transition ism agnetic,

and the contribution ofthe term s proportionalto �s1s2 or ��s1�s2 in expression 2.51 is zero.

Theexam pleofthem agnetictransition isthevectortopseudoscalarm eson transition 3S1 !

1S0.

Ifthe initialand �nalstates have di�erent angular m om entum then the transition is

electric and allthe term sin 2.51 contribute to the am plitude. An exam ple ofthe electric

transition isP-wavestateto thevectorm eson statetransition 3P0 !
3S1.

Very often when considering electric transitionsthe second term in the square brackets

of(2.51)isignored,which iscalled the dipole approxim ation,and also the lim it~q ! 0 is

taken,which correspondsto thelong-wavelength approxim ation.In thiscasetheexpression

fortheam plitudeofE1 transitionsisvery sim ple:

~A em = hM 2j~kjM 1i

�
eQ q

m q

+
eQ �q

m �q

�

�s1s2��s1�s2 (2.52)
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Using Siegert’stheorem onecan writei[H ;r]= 2p=m q and then thetransition am plitudeis

proportionalto them atrix elem enthM 2jrjM 1i.

Thetechniquedescribed in thepreviousparagraph istheusualway tocalculateradiative

transitions in the literature. W e have tested the validity ofthe approxim ations typically

m ade. In particular,we have taken into accountallterm sin the operatorofthe equation

(2.51) and we have not m ade the zero recoilapproxim ation. Com paring the results of

ourcalculations to the results with usualapproxim ations in Chapter 7 we �nd signi�cant

di�erences and conclude thatitisim portantto treatradiative transitions carefully in the

m ostpossiblegeneralway.

M atrix elem entsin (2.51)could becalculated using thequark m odelm eson state(2.1).

Forexam ple,forvector m eson to pseudoscalar m eson transition V ! P in the nonrela-

tivisticapproxim ation forthequark spinorsitis:

~A em (V ! P)= � 2i(~q� ~�V )
p
M 1E 2 � (2.53)

�

"

eQ q

2m q

Z
d3~k

(2�)3
��
2

�

~k+
m �q

m q + m �q

~q

�

�1(~k)+
eQ �q

2m �q

Z
d3~k

(2�)3
��
2

�

~k�
m q

m q + m �q

~q

�

�1(~k)

#

;

where~�V isthepolarization vectorofthevectorm eson,�(k)(1;2)arethespatialwavefunction

ofinitialand �nalstatem esonsin them om entum space,M 1 isthem assoftheinitialstate

m eson and E 2 istheenergy ofthe�nalstatem eson.

As an approxim ation to the m eson wave function,sphericalharm onic oscillator wave

functionsarewidely in use.Thisapproxim ation greatly sim pli�esthecalculations,and m ost

ofthe quantities ofinterest could be calculated analytically. Thus we conclude that it is

reasonably good forthecrudeestim ation oftheground statem eson wavefunction and m ain

featuresofm atrix elem entsbutforqualitativestudiesrealisticm eson wavefunctionsshould

be em ployed. Another use ofthis approxim ation is testing the num ericalm ethods which

then could beapplied to them orecom plex cases.

TheSHO spatialwavefunction forvectorand pseudoscalarm esonsis:

�(k)=

�
4�

�2

� 3=4

e
� k2=2�2

; (2.54)
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and then theam plitude(2.53)forV ! P in theSHO nonrelativistic approxim ation is:

~A em = � 2i(~q� ~�V )
p
M 1E 2

�
eQ q

2m q

e
� �2q2=4�2 +

eQ �q

2m �q

e
� ��2q2=4�2

�

; (2.55)

where

� =
m �q

m q + m �q

and �� =
m q

m q + m �q

: (2.56)

In thespecialcaseofm q = m �q wehave� = �� = 1=2 and:

~A em = � i(~q� ~�V )
p
M 1E 2

eQ q + eQ �q

m q

e
� q2=16�2

: (2.57)

Thedecay ratefora radiativetransition is:

�(M 2 ! M 1)=
1

32�2

1

2J1 + 1

Z

d
 q̂

j~qj

M 2
1

X

�;V

j~��� �
~A em j

2
: (2.58)

In ourexam pleforV ! P using SHO wavefunctionsthedecay rateis:

�(V ! P)=
�

3

E 2j~qj
3

M 1

�
Q q

m q

e
� �2q2=4�2 +

Q �q

m �q

e
� ��2q2=4�2

�2

; (2.59)

Thesam eapproachcouldbeusedforanyotherm esonradiativetransitions.Theresultsof

ourcalculationsforavariety ofm odels,discussion ofthee�ectsofapproxim ationsdescribed

aboveand com parison to theexperim entarepresented in Chapter7.
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Figure8:Higherorderdiagram sin Cornellm odel.

2.3.3 H igher order diagram s

Higherorderdiagram stake into accountthe possibility ofquark-antiquark pairappearing

from the vacuum . Studying these diagram s is im portant as they m ight give signi�cant

contribution to theim pulseapproxim ation sincethereisno sm allparam eterassociated with

thequark-antiquark paircreation in low energy QCD.

Oneway to introducehigherorderdiagram swasdeveloped by Cornellgroup [65],theso

called ‘Cornell’m odel.In thism odelthem esonic state isdescribed asa superposition ofa

naive quark-antiquark state and allpossible decay channelsofa naive state into two other

m esons. There are two diagram scontributing to the radiative transition,shown in Fig. 8.

M esons in the Cornellm odeldiagram s are represented by double line. The �rst diagram

correspondstotheim pulseapproxim ation and thesecond diagram ishigherorder.However,

forthism odelto be consistent,coupling ofthe electrom agnetic currentto the productsof

thedecay in theinterm ediatestateshould also betaken into account,forexam ple,diagram

shown in Fig.9 should beconsidered.Thesekindsofdiagram shavebeen neglected in [65].

Figure9:Higherorderdiagram nottaken into accountin Cornellm odel.
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Figure10:Higherorderdiagram sin thebound statetim eordered perturbation theory.

W eo�era di�erentway ofdescribing higherorderdiagram sin radiative transitions.In

ourapproach,weuse 3P0 m odelto describethequark-antiquark paircreation (
3P0 m odelis

explained in section 2.2)and then em ploy thebound statetim eordered perturbation theory

to obtain higherorderdiagram s.Therearetwo diagram swhich contributeto thetransition

in addition to theim pulseapproxim ation,they areshown in Fig.10.W hen calculating the

diagram sin thequark m odelallpossibleinterm ediatebound stateshavetobesum m ed over.

Detailsofthe calculationsand ourestim ationsofthese diagram sare presented in Chapter

7.

2.3.4 G am m a-gam m a transitions

Two-photon decays ofm esons are ofconsiderable interest as a search m ode,a probe of

internalstructure,and asa testofnonperturbative QCD m odeling. An illustration ofthe

im portanceofthelatterpointistherecentrealization thattheusualfactorization approach

to orthopositronium (and itsextensionsto QCD)decay violateslow energy theorem s[66].

Ithasbeen traditionalto com pute decays such asPs !  by assum ing factorization

between softbound statedynam icsand hard rescattering intophotons[67].Thisapproxim a-

tion isvalid when the photon energy ism uch greaterthan the binding energy E B � m �2.

Thisisa di�cultcondition to satisfy in thecase ofQCD where � ! � s � 1.Nevertheless,

thisapproach hasbeen adopted toinclusivestrongdecaysofm esons[68,69,70]and hasbeen

extensively applied to two-photon decaysofquarkonia[71].

The application ofnaive factorization to orthopositronium decay (orM ! ggg,gg in
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QCD) leads to a di�erentialdecay rate that scales as E  for sm allphoton energies[72]{

at odds with the E 3
 behavior required by gauge invariance and analyticity (this is Low’s

theorem [73]). The contradiction can be traced to the scale dependence ofthe choice of

relevant states and can be resolved with a carefulNRQED analysis[74]. For exam ple,a

parapositronium -photon interm ediate statecan beim portantin orthopositronium decay at

low energy.Otherattem ptsto addresstheproblem by treating thebinding energy nonper-

turbatively can befound in Refs.[75,76].

Naive factorization is equivalent to m aking a verticalcut through the loop diagram

representing Ps ! n[75](see Fig. 11). Ofcourse thisignorescutsacrossphoton vertices

that correspond to the neglected interm ediate states m entioned above. In view ofthis,a

possibleim provem entistoassum ethatpseudoscalarm eson decay totwophotonsoccursvia

an interm ediatevectorm eson followed by a vectorm eson dom inancetransition to a photon.

This approach was indeed suggested long ago by van Royen and W eisskopf[64]who m ade

sim pleestim atesoftheratesfor�0 !  and � ! .Thisproposalisalso in accord with

tim e ordered perturbation theory applied to QCD in Coulom b gauge,where interm ediate

bound statescreated by instantaneousgluon exchangem ustbesum m ed over.

Figure11:NaiveFactorization in Positronium Decay.

Finally,oneexpectsthatan e�ectivedescription should work forsu�ciently low m om en-

tum photons.Thee�ective Lagrangian forpseudoscalardecay can bewritten as

L = g

Z

�F
�� ~F�� (2.60)

leading to the prediction �(� ! )/ g2m 3
�. Since thisscaling with respect to the pseu-
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doscalarm assappearstobeexperim entally satis�ed for�,�,�0m esons,Isguretal.inserted

an ad hoc dependence ofm 3
� in theirquark m odelcom putations[63,77]. W hile perhapsof

practicaluse,thisapproach isnottheoretically justi�ed and callsintodoubttheutility ofthe

quark m odelin thiscontext. Indeed sim ple quark m odelcom putationsofthe am plitude of

Fig.11 arenotdependenton binding energiesand can only depend on kinem aticquantities

such asquark m asses.

In view ofthe discussion above,we chose to abandon the factorization approach and

com pute two-photon charm onium decays in the quark m odelin bound state tim e ordered

perturbation theory.Thishasthee�ectofsaturatingtheinterm ediatestatewith allpossible

vectors,thereby bringing in binding energies,a nontrivialdependence on the pseudoscalar

m ass,and incorporating obliquecutsin theloop diagram .

Detailsofourcalculationsand theresultsarepresented in Chapter6.

2.3.5 M eson transitions in ‘C oulom b gauge m odel’

As was described in section 2.1.2,a relativistic m any-body approach in Coulom b gauge

(‘Coulom b gaugem odel’)isa richerm odelofhadron structure than thenonrelativistic po-

tentialm odel.Itcan explain som efundam entalpropertiesofQCD,such aschiralsym m etry

breaking and dependence ofthe quark m asson the energy scale,in a fully relativistic way.

Untilnow only m eson spectra have been calculated in thism odel,and the agreem entwith

the experim ent isim pressive. However,fortesting and im proving the m odel,otherm eson

propertiesshould beinvestigated.

ForCoulom b gaugem odelthesam eapproach to thecalculation ofthem eson properties

could beused asforthenonrelativisticpotentialquark m odel,them ain di�erencebeing the

spatialm eson wavefunctions.Aswasexplained in section 2.1.2 in orderto calculatespatial

m eson wave function in RPA approxim ation we need to solve the system oftwo nonlinear

coupled integralequations.Afterthattheform ulasfrom appendicesA and B could beused

to calculateform -factors,decay constantsand radiativetransitions.

The only practicalexception ofthe statem entabove isthe study ofpion properties. In

RPA approxim ation thewave function ofeach m eson isa superposition ofthe forward and
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backward propagating com ponents. The backward propagating com ponentisnegligible for

allthe m esons,except pion. In the pion case this leads to a change in the wave function

norm alization and has a considerable e�ect on the pion properties. As an exam ple,our

results for radiative transition decay rates involving pion willbe presented in Chapter 7.

They havem uch betteragreem entwith theexperim entin Coulom b gaugem odelthan in the

nonrelativisticpotentialm odel.
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3.0 SPEC T R O SC O PY

New spectroscopy from theB factoriesand theadventofCLEO-cand theBES upgradehave

led toaresurgenceofinterestin charm onia.Am ongthenew developm entsarethediscovery

ofthe �0c and hc m esonsand the observation ofthe enigm atic X (3872)and Y (4260)states

atBelle[78].

BaBar’s discovery ofthe D s(2317) state[79]generated strong interest in heavy m eson

spectroscopy { chiey due to itssurprisingly low m asswith respectto expectations. These

expectationsare based on quark m odelsorlattice gauge theory. Unfortunately,atpresent

largelatticesystem aticerrorsdo notallow a determ ination oftheD s m asswith a precision

betterthan severalhundred M eV.And,although quark m odelsappearto be exceptionally

accuratein describing charm onia,they arelessconstrained by experim entand on a weaker

theoreticalfootingin theopen charm sector.Itisthereforeim perativetoexam inereasonable

alternativedescriptionsoftheopen charm sector.

The D s(2317)wasproduced in e+ e� scattering and discovered in the isospin violating

D s� decay m odein K �K �� and K �K ��� m assdistributions.Itswidth islessthan 10 M eV

and it is likely that the quantum num bers are JP = 0+ [78]. Finally,ifthe D s�
0 m ode

dom inatesthewidth oftheD s(2317)then them easured productofbranching ratios[80]

B r(B 0 ! D s(2317)K )� B r(Ds(2317)! D s�
0)= (4:4� 0:8� 1:1)� 10� 5 (3.1)

im pliesthatB r(B ! D s(2317)K )� B r(B ! DsK ),consistentwith the D s(2317)being a

canonical0+ c�s m eson.

In view ofthis,Cahn and Jackson haveexam ined thefeasibility ofdescribing them asses

and decay widthsofthelow lying D and D s stateswithin theconstituentquark m odel[35].

They assum e a standard spin-dependentstructure forthe quark-antiquark interaction (see
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below) and allow generalvector and scalar potentials. Their conclusion is that it is very

di�cultto describethedata in thisscenario.

Indeed,the D s(2317) lies som e 160 M eV below m ost m odelpredictions (see Ref.[78]

for a sum m ary),leading to speculation that the state could be a D K m olecule[81]or a

tetraquark[82].Such speculation issupported by theisospin violating discovery m odeofthe

D s(2317)and theproxim ity oftheS-wave D K threshold at2358-2367 M eV.

Although these proposals have severalattractive features,it is im portant to exhaust

possiblecanonicalc�sdescriptionsoftheD s(2317)beforeresorting tom oreexoticm odels.In

section 3.3 weproposea sim ple m odi�cation to thestandard vectorCoulom b+scalarlinear

quark potentialm odelthatm aintainsgood agreem entwith the charm onium spectrum and

agrees rem arkably wellwith the D and D s spectra. Possible experim entaltests ofthis

scenario arediscussed.

Below the results ofour study ofcharm onium , bottom onium and open charm spec-

troscopy arepresented and discussed.

3.1 C H A R M O N IU M

W e adoptthe standard practice ofdescribing charm onia with nonrelativistic kinem atics,a

centralcon�ning potential,and orderv2=c2 spin-dependent interactions. Thus H = 2m +

P 2

rel=2� + VC + VSD where

VC (r)= �
4

3

�C

r
+ br; (3.2)

and

VSD (r)=
32�H �e

� k2=4�2

9m 2
q

~Sq �~S�q +

�
2�s

r3
�

b

2r

�
1

m 2
q

~L �~S +
4�s

m 2
qr

3
T; (3.3)

where3T = 3r̂� Sqr̂�~S�q � ~Sq �~S�q.ThestrengthsoftheCoulom b and hyper�ne interactions

havebeen taken asseparateparam eters.Perturbativegluon exchangeim pliesthat�C = �H

and we �nd thatthe�tspreferthenearequality ofthese param eters.The variation ofthis

m odel,asdescribed in section 2.1.1,includesrunning coupling 2.5.
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The resulting low lying spectra arepresented in Table 9.The �rstcolum n presentsthe

results ofthe ‘BGS’m odel[31],which was tuned to the available charm onium spectrum .

Param eters are: m c = 1:4794 GeV,�c = �H = 0:5461,� = 1:0946 GeV,and b = 0:1425

GeV 2.No constantisincluded.

Thesecond and third colum ns,labeled BGS+log,m akesthereplacem entofEq.2.5;the

param etershave notbeen retuned. One seesthatthe J= and �c m asseshave been raised

som ewhatand thatthesplitting hasbeen reduced to80M eV.Heavierstateshaveonly been

slightly shifted.Itispossibleto �ttheJ= and �c m assesby adjusting param eters,however

thistendstoruin theagreem entofthem odelwith theexcited states.W ethereforechooseto

com paretheBGS and BGS+log m odelswithoutany furtheradjustm entto theparam eters.

A com parison with otherm odelsand latticegaugetheory can befound in Ref.[78].

M eson spectrum is not a particularly robust test ofm odelreliability because it only

probes gross features ofthe wavefunction. Alternatively,observables such as strong and

electroweak decaysand production processesprobedi�erentwavefunction m om entum scales.

Forexam ple,decay constantsareshortdistanceobservableswhilestrong and radiativetran-

sitions test interm ediate scales. Thus the latter do not add m uch new inform ation unless

the transition occursfarfrom the zero recoilpoint. In thiscase the propertiesofboosted

wavefunctionsand higherm om entum com ponentsbecom eim portant.Production processes

can provide inform ation on the short distance behavior ofthe wavefunctions since m uch

experim entaldata isavailable. Unfortunately,the underlying m echanism satwork are still

underdebate,even forJ= and  0[83].
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Table1: Spectrum ofc�cm esons(GeV).

state BGS BGS log BGS log experim ent

�= 0:25 GeV �= 0:4 GeV

�c(1
1S0) 2.981 3.088 3.052 2.979

�c(2
1S0) 3.625 3.669 3.655 3.638

�c(3
1S0) 4.032 4.067 4.057 -

�c(4
1S0) 4.364 4.398 4.391 -

�c2(1
1D 2) 3.799 3.803 3.800 -

�c2(2
1D 2) 4.155 4.158 4.156 -

J= (13S1) 3.089 3.168 3.139 3.097

 (23S1) 3.666 3.707 3.694 3.686

 (33S1) 4.060 4.094 4.085 4.040

 (43S1) 4.386 4.420 4.412 4.415

 (13D 1) 3.785 3.789 3.786 3.770

 (23D 1) 4.139 4.143 4.141 4.159

 2(1
3D 2) 3.800 3.804 3.801 -

 2(2
3D 2) 4.156 4.159 4.157 -

 3(1
3D 3) 3.806 3.809 3.807 -

 3(2
3D 3) 4.164 4.167 4.165 -

�c0(1
3P0) 3.425 3.448 3.435 3.415

�c0(2
3P0) 3.851 3.870 3.861 -

�c0(3
3P0) 4.197 4.214 4.207 -

�c1(1
3P1) 3.505 3.520 3.511 3.511

�c1(2
3P1) 3.923 3.934 3.928 -

�c1(3
3P1) 4.265 4.275 4.270 -

�c2(1
3P2) 3.556 3.564 3.558 3.556

�c2(2
3P2) 3.970 3.976 3.972 -

�c2(3
3P2) 4.311 4.316 4.313 -

hc(1
1P1) 3.524 3.536 3.529 -

hc(2
1P1) 3.941 3.950 3.945 -

hc(3
1P1) 4.283 4.291 4.287 -
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3.2 B O T T O M O N IU M

The bottom onium param eters were obtained by �tting the potentialm odelofEqs. 2.4

and 3.3 (C+L) to the known bottom onium spectrum . The results are m b = 4:75 GeV,

�C = �H = 0:35,b = 0:19 GeV 2,and � = 0:897 GeV.Allthe calculations have been

perform ed asforcharm onia.

Table2:Bottom onium Spectrum (GeV).

M eson C+L C+L log C+L log PDG

�= 0:4 GeV �= 0:25 GeV

�b 9.448 9.490 9.516

�0b 10.006 10.023 10.033

�00b 10.352 10.365 10.372

� 9.459 9.500 9.525 9:4603� 0:00026

� 0 10.009 10.026 10.036 10:02326� 0:00031

� 00 10.354 10.367 10.374 10:3552� 0:0005

�b0 9.871 9.873 9.879 9:8599� 0:001

�0b0 10.232 10.235 10.239 10:2321� 0:0006

�00b0 10.522 10.525 10.529

�b1 9.897 9.900 9.904 9:8927� 0:0006

�0b1 10.255 10.257 10.260 10:2552� 0:0005

�00b1 10.544 10.546 10.548

�b2 9.916 9.917 9.921 9:9126� 0:0005

�0b2 10.271 10.272 10.275 10:2685� 0:0004

�00b2 10.559 10.560 10.563

Second and third colum nscorrespond to them odelwith logarithm icdependenceofrun-

ning coupling 2.5.Theparam etersofthepotentialhavenotbeen re�tted.Onecan seethat,

asforcharm onium ,introducing therunning coupling hasa sm alle�ecton theexcited states

47



whileconsiderably shifting ground statem assesof�b and �.
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3.3 SPEC T R O SC O PY O F O PEN C H A R M STAT ES

Thespectra weseek to explain aresum m arized in Table3.Unfortunately,them assesofthe

D 0 (labeled a)and D
0
1
(labeled b)arepoorly determ ined.Bellehaveobserved[84]theD 0 in

B decays,and claim a m assof2308� 17� 32 M eV with a width of�= 276� 21� 18� 60

M eV,whileFOCUS[85]�nd 2407� 21� 35M eV with awidth �= 240� 55� 59M eV.W hile

som e authorschoose to average these values,we regard them asincom patible and consider

the casesseparately below. Finally,there isan olderm assdeterm ination from Belle[86]of

2290� 22� 20M eV with awidth of�= 305� 30� 25.TheD0
1
hasbeen seen in B decaysto

D �� and D ��� by Belle[84].A Breit-W igner�tyieldsa m assof2427� 26� 20� 15 M eV

and a width of384+ 107� 90 � 24� 70 M eV.Alternatively,a prelim inary reportfrom CLEO[87]

citesam assof2461+ 41� 34� 10� 32M eV and awidth of290+ 101� 79 � 26� 36M eV.Finally,FOCUS

[88]obtain a lower neutralD 0
1 m ass of2407� 21� 35 M eV.Otherm asses in Table 3 are

obtained from thePDG com pilation[89].

Table3:Low Lying D and D s Spectra

JP 0� 1� 0+ 1+ 1+ 2+

D 1869:3� 0:5 2010:0� 0:5 a b 2422:2� 1:8 2459� 4

D s 1968:5� 0:6 2112:4� 0:7 2317:4� 0:9 2459:3� 1:3 2535:35� 0:34 2572:4� 1:5

In addition totheunexpectedly low m assoftheD s(2317),theD s(2460)isalsosom ewhat

below predictions(Godfrey and Isgur,forexam ple,predicta m assof2530 M eV[77]). Itis

possiblethatan analogoussituation holdsin theD spectrum ,depending on them assofthe

D 0. The quark m odelexplanation ofthese statesrestson P-wave m asssplittingsinduced

by spin-dependentinteractions.

Hereweproposeto takethespin-dependence ofEq.2.8 seriously and exam ineitse�ect

on low-lying heavy-lightm esons.Ourm odelcan bedescribed in term sofvectorand scalar

kernelsde�ned by

Vconf = V + S (3.4)
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where V = � 4�s=3r isthe vectorkerneland S = br isthe scalarkernel,and by the order

�2s contributions to the Vi,denoted by �Vi. Expressions for the m atrix elem ents ofthe

spin-dependentinteraction arethen

V1 = � S + �V1 (3.5)

V2 = V + �V2 (3.6)

V3 = V
0
=r� V

00+ �V3 (3.7)

V4 = 2r 2
V + �V4 (3.8)

V5 = �V5 (3.9)

Explicitly,

V1(m q;m �q;r) = � br� CF
1

2r

�2s

�

�
CF � CA

�
ln
�
(m qm �q)

1=2
r
�
+ E

��
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�
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2
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12
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3
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4

3
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12
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�
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2r2

3
p
�

V5(m q;m �q;r) =
1

4r3
CF CA

�2s

�
ln
m �q

m q

(3.10)

whereCF = 4=3,CA = 3,b0 = 9,E = 0:5772,thescale� hasbeen setto 1 GeV.

Thehyper�neinteraction (proportionalto V4)containsa delta function in con�guration

spaceand isnorm ally ‘sm eared’to m akeitnonperturbatively tractable.Forthisreason we

choosenotto include�V4 in them odelde�nition ofEq.3.10.In following,thehyper�nein-

teraction (V4)havebeen included in them eson wavefunction calculationsand therem aining

spin-dependentterm saretreated asm assshiftsusing leading-orderperturbation theory.
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W ehavecon�rm ed thattheadditionalfeaturesdo notruin previousagreem entwith,for

exam ple,the charm onium spectrum . Forexam ple,Ref. [31]obtainsvery good agreem ent

with experim ent for param eters m c = 1:4794 GeV,�s = 0:5461,b = 0:1425 GeV 2,and

� = 1:0946GeV.Em ployingthem odelofEqn.3.10worsenstheagreem entwith experim ent,

buttheoriginalgood�tisrecovered uponslightlym odifyingparam eters(there�tparam eters

arem c = 1:57 GeV,�s = 0:52,b= 0:15 GeV 2,and � = 1:3 GeV).

Table4:M odelParam eters

m odel �s b(GeV 2) � (GeV) m c (GeV) C (GeV)

low 0.46 0.145 1.20 1.40 -0.298

avg 0.50 0.140 1.17 1.43 -0.275

high 0.53 0.135 1.13 1.45 -0.254

Thelow lying c�s and c�u statesare�treasonably wellwith theparam eterslabeled ‘avg’

in Table 4. Predicted m assesare given in Table 5. Param eterslabeled ‘low’in Table 4 �t

the D m esons very well,whereas those labeled ‘high’�tthe known D s m esons well. Itis

thus reassuring thatthese param eter sets are reasonably sim ilar to each otherand to the

re�tcharm onium param eters.(Notethatconstantshiftsin each avorsectorare�tto the

relevantpseudoscalarm asses.)

The predicted D s0 m ass is 2341 M eV,140 M eV lower than the prediction ofGodfrey

and Isgur and only 24 M eV higher than experim ent. W e rem ark that the best �t to the

D spectrum predicts a m ass of2287 M eV for the D 0 m eson,in good agreem ent with the

prelim inary Bellem easurem entof2290 M eV,21 M eV below thecurrentBellem ass,and in

disagreem entwith theFOCUS m assof2407 M eV.

Theaverageerrorin thepredicted P-wavem assesislessthan 1% .Itthusappearslikely

thatthesim plem odi�cation tothespin-dependentquark interaction iscapableofdescribing

heavy-lightm esonswith reasonableaccuracy.

W e exam ine the new m odelin m ore detailby com puting P-wave m eson m asses (with

respecttotheground statevector)asafunction oftheheavyquarkm ass.ResultsforQ �u and
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Table5:Low Lying Charm M eson Spectra (GeV)

avor 0� 1� 0+ 1+ 1+ 2+

D 1.869 2.017 2.260 2.406 2.445 2.493

D s 1.968 2.105 2.341 2.475 2.514 2.563

Q �s system saredisplayed in Fig.12.One seesa very slow approach to theexpected heavy

quark doublet structure. Levelordering (D 2 > D 0
1
;D 1 > D 0) is m aintained forallheavy

quark m asses. Thisisnotthe case in the canonicalquark m odel,and ruinsthe agreem ent

with experim entatscalesnearthecharm quark m ass.Itisintriguing thatthescalar-vector

m assdi�erencegetsvery sm allforlightQ m asses,raising thepossibility thattheenigm atic

a0 and f0 m esonsm ay sim ply beq�q states.

Finally,one obtainsM (hc)> M (�c1)in one-loop and traditionalm odels,in agreem ent

with experim ent.However,experim entally M (f1)� M (h1)� 100M eV and M (a1)� M (b1)�

0M eV,indicatingthatthe3P1 stateisheavierthan (ornearly degeneratewith)the
1P1 light

m eson state.Thusthesign ofthecom bination oftensorand spin-orbitterm sthatdrivesthis

splitting m ustchange when going from charm quark to lightquark m asses. Thischange is

approxim ately correctlyreproduced in thetraditionalm odel(lowerleftpanelofFig.12).The

one-loop m odeldoesnotreproducethedesired crossover,although itdoescom eclose,and

m anipulating m odelparam eters can probably reproduce thisbehavior. W e do notpursue

thisheresincethefocusison heavy-lightm esons.
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Figure12:M (P-wave)-M (vector)asaFunction oftheHeavy Quark M ass.D System (left);

D s System (right).
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3.3.1 M ixing A ngles and R adiative D ecays

The lack ofcharge conjugation sym m etry im plies that two nearby low lying axialvector

statesexist(generically denoted asD 1 and D
0
1
in thefollowing).Them ixing anglebetween

thesestatescan becom puted and com pared toexperim ent(with thehelp ofadditionalm odel

assum ptions).W ede�nethem ixing anglevia therelations:

jD 1i = + cos(�)j1P1i+ sin(�)j3P1i

jD 0
1
i = � sin(�)j1P1i+ cos(�)j3P1i: (3.11)

In the following,we choose to de�ne the D 0
1 asthe heavier axialstate in the heavy quark

lim it. In this lim it a particular m ixing angle follows from the quark m ass dependence of

thespin-orbitand tensorterm s,�H Q = � 54:7o(35:3o),iftheexpectation oftheheavy-quark

spin-orbitinteraction ispositive(negative).Itisoften assum ed thattheheavy quark m ixing

angleholdsforcharm ed m esons.

Fig.13 showsthedependence ofthem ixing angleon theheavy quark m assforQ �u and

Q �s m esons for the traditionaland extended m odels. The e�ect ofthe one-loop term s is

dram atic: forthe Q �u system the relevantspin-orbitm atrix elem ent changes sign,causing

theheavy quark lim itto switch from 35:3o to � 54:7o.Alternatively,both m odelsapproach

� 54:7o in the Q �s system . There is strong deviation from the heavy quark lim it in both

cases: �(D s)� �(D )� � 70o. This result isnotclose to the heavy quark lim it(which is

approached very slowly) indeed itisreasonably closeto theunm ixed lim itof� 90o!

M ixing anglescan bem easured with theaid ofstrong orradiativedecays.Forexam ple,

theD 0
1
isa relatively narrow state,�(D 0

1
)= 20:41:7 M eV,whiletheD 1 isvery broad.This

phenom enon isexpected in theheavy quark lim itofthe3P0 and Cornellstrongdecay m odels

[78],[90],[91]. Unfortunately,itisdi�cultto exploitthese widthsto m easure the m ixing

anglebecausestrong decay m odelsareratherim precise.

Radiativedecaysarepossibly m oreaccurateprobesofm ixing anglesbecause the decay

vertex isestablished and theim pulseapproxim ation hasa long history ofsuccess.Table11

presents the results oftwo com putationsofradiative decays ofD and D s m esons. M eson

wavefunctionsarecom puted with ‘average’param eters,asabove.Transition m atrixelem ents
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Figure 13: D (left)and D s1 (right)M ixing Angles. The traditionalm odelisgiven by the

dashed line;theextended m odelisthesolid line.

are evaluated in the im pulse approxim ation and fullrecoilisallowed. The colum n labeled

‘nonrel’reportstransition m atrix elem entscom puted in the nonrelativistic lim it,while the

colum n labeled ‘rel’contains results obtained with the fullspinor structure atthe photon

vertex.

The nonrelativistic resultscan di�ersubstantially from those ofRefs. [90,92]because

thosecom putationswerem adein thezerorecoillim itwherean E1transition,forexam ple,is

diagonalin spin.Thusthedecay D 1 ! D � can only proceed via the3P1 com ponentofthe

D 1.Alternatively,thecom putationsm adehereareatnonzero recoiland henceperm itboth

com ponentsofthe D 1 to contribute to thisdecay. The table entriesindicate thatnonzero

recoile�ectscan besurprisingly large.

Furthercom plicating theanalysisisthelargedi�erenceseen between thenonrelativistic

and relativistic m odels (see,eg,D + � ! D + ). This unfortunate circum stance is due to

di�ering signs between the heavy and light quark im pulse approxim ation subam plitudes.

Em ploying the fullquark spinorsleaves the heavy quark subam plitude largely unchanged,

whereasthe lightquark subam plitude becom eslarger,thereby reducing the fullam plitude.

The e�ectappearsto be atoddswith the only available experim entaldatum (D � ! D ).

Clearly it would be usefulto m easure as m any radiative transitions as possible in these

sectorsto betterevaluate the e�cacy ofthese (and other)m odels. Once the decay m odel
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reliability hasbeen established,ratios such as �(D 1 ! D �)=�(D 0
1 ! D �)and �(D 1 !

D )=�(D 1 ! D )willhelp determ inetheD1 m ixing angle.
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Table6:M eson RadiativeDecay rates(keV).

m ode q (M eV) nonrel rel expt

D + � ! D + 136 1.38 0.08 1:5� 0:5

D 0� ! D 0 137 32.2 13.3 < 800

D
+

0
! D � + 361 76.0 7.55

D 0
0
! D � 0 326 1182 506.

D
+

1
! D � + 381 (6:34s)2 + (3:22s+ 5:9c)2 (2:00s� 0:13c)2 + (0:13s+ 4:23c)2

D 0
1
! D � 0 380 (27:05s)2 + (19:33s+ 9:63c)2 (17:65s� 0:15c)2 + (12:28s+ 6:01c)2

D
0+
1 ! D � + 381 (6:34c)2 + (� 3:22c+ 5:9s)2 (2:00c+ 0:13s)2 + (� 0:13c+ 4:23s)2

D 00
1
! D � 0 384 (27:26c)2 + (19:35c� 9:83s)2 (17:78c+ 0:15s)2 + (12:29c� 6:13s)2

D
+

1 ! D + 494 (5:49s+ 4:75c)2 (4:17s� 0:60c)2

D 0
1
! D 0 493 (8:78s+ 31:42c)2 (5:56s+ 18:78c)2

D
0+
1 ! D + 494 (� 5:49c+ 4:75s)2 (4:17c� 0:60s)2

D 00
1
! D 0 498 (� 8:90c+ 31:41s)2 (� 5:62c+ 18:78s)2

D
+

2 ! D � + 413 15.0 6.49

D 0
2 ! D � 0 412 517 206

D �
s ! Ds 139 0.20 0.00

D s0 ! D �
s 196 6.85 0.16

D s1 ! D �
s 322 (1:84s)2 + (0:99s+ 2:39c)2 (0:18s� 0:07c)2 + (� 0:44s+ 2:13c)2

D 0
s1 ! D �

s 388 (2:13c)2 + (� 0:87c+ 3:62s)2 (0:24c� 0:10s)2 + (0:64c+ 3:19s)2

D s1 ! Ds 441 (2:68s+ 1:37c)2 (2:55s� 1:21c)2

D 0
s1 ! Ds 503 (3:54c� 1:12s)2 (3:33c+ 1:52s)2

D s2 ! D �
s 420 1.98 3.94
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3.3.2 D iscussion and C onclusions

A popularm odeloftheD s m esonsisbased on an e�ectivelagrangian description ofm esonic

�elds in the chiraland heavy quark lim its[93]. Deviations from these lim its induce m ass

splittingswhich im ply thattheaxial{vectorand scalar-pseudoscalarm assdi�erencesarethe

sam e.Sincetheprem iseofthisidea hasbeen questioned in Refs.[78,94],itisofinterestto

considerthism assdi�erence in the presentm odel. Splittingsforthe three param etersets

considered aboveareshown in Table7.Evidently,thechiralm ultipletrelationship holdsto

a very good approxim ation in both theD and D s sectorsand isrobustagainstvariationsin

them odelparam eters.

Nevertheless, the near equivalence ofthese m ass di�erences m ust be regarded as an

accident. Indeed,the B spectra given in Table 8 clearly indicate thatthisrelationship no

longerholds. Itwould thus be ofinterest to �nd P-wave open bottom m esons (especially

scalars).These data willdistinguish chiralm ultipletm odelsfrom them odelpresented here

and from m oretraditionalconstituentquark m odels.Forexam ple,Godfrey and Isgurclaim

thatthe B 0 m eson liesbetween 5760 and 5800 M eV;the B s0 m assis5840-5880 M eV,and

theB c0 m assis6730-6770M eV.Ofthese,ourB s0 m assispredicted to be65-105M eV lower

than theGodfrey-Isgurm ass.

Table7:ChiralM ultipletSplittings(M eV).

param s M (1+ (1=2+ ))� M (1� ) M (0+ )� M (0� )

D low 411 412

D avg 391 389

D high 366 368

D s low 384 380

D s avg 373 370

D s high 349 346

The bottom avored m eson spectra ofTable 8 have been obtained with the ‘average’

extended m odelparam etersand m b = 4:98 GeV.Aswith theopen charm spectra,a avor-
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Table8:Low Lying Bottom M eson M asses(M eV).

avor 0� 1� 0+ 1+ 1+ 2+

B 5279 5322 5730 5752 5753 5759

expt 5279 5325 { 5724� 4� 7 { 5748� 12

B s 5370 5416 5776 5803 5843 5852

expt 53696 54166 { { { {

B c 6286 6333 6711 6746 6781 6797

expt 6286 { { { { {

dependentconstantwas�tto each pseudoscalar.Thesecond row reportsrecently m easured

P-wave B m eson m asses[95];these arein reasonable agreem entwith thepredictionsofthe

�rstrow.

W hen these results are (perhaps incorrectly) extrapolated to light quark m asses,light

scalarm esonsarepossible.Thusasim pleq�qinterpretation oftheenigm atica0 and f0 m esons

becom esfeasible.

Finally,thework presented herem ay explain thedi�culty in accurately com puting the

m ass ofthe D s0 in lattice sim ulations. Ifthe extended quark m odelis correct,it im plies

thatim portantm assand spin-dependentinteractionsarepresentin the one-loop levelone-

gluon-exchange quark interaction. Itis possible thatcurrent lattice com putations are not

su�ciently sensitivetotheultravioletbehaviorofQCD tocapturethisphysics.Theproblem

isexacerbated by the nearby,and presum ably strongly coupled,DK continuum ;which re-

quiressim ulationssensitivetotheinfrared behaviorofQCD.Thusheavy-lightm esonsprobe

a rangeofQCD scalesand m akean ideallaboratory forim proving ourunderstanding ofthe

strong interaction.
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3.4 D S(2860)A N D D S(2690)

BaBar have recently announced the discovery ofa new D s state seen in e+ e� collisions

decaying to K � �+ K + ,K � �+ �0K + (D 0K + ),orD + K 0
S[96]. The Breit-W ignerm assofthe

new stateis

M (D sJ(2860))= 2856:6� 1:5� 5:0 M ev (3.12)

and thewidth is

�(D sJ(2860))= 48� 7� 10 M eV: (3.13)

Thesignalhasasigni�cancegreaterthan 5� in theD 0 channelsand 2.8� in theD + channel.

Thereisno evidence oftheD sJ(2860)in theD
�K decay m ode[96]ortheD s� m ode[97].

There is,furtherm ore,structure in the D K channelnear2700 M eV thatyields Breit-

W ignerparam etersof

M (D sJ(2690))= 2688� 4� 2 M eV (3.14)

and

�(D sJ(2690))= 112� 7� 36 M eV: (3.15)

Thesigni�canceofthesignalwasnotstated.

The discovery ofthese statesisparticularly germ ane to the structure ofthe D s(2317).

Forexam ple,the low m assand isospin violating decay m ode,D s�
0,ofthe D s(2317)im ply

that the state could be a D K m olecule[81]. Ifthis is the case,the D sJ(2690)could be a

supernum erary scalarc�sstate.Alternatively,theD s(2317)could betheground statescalar

c�s state and the new D sJ’s could be canonicalradialexcitations. Clearly,constructing a

viableglobalm odelofalltheD s statesisim portantto developing a solid understanding of

thisenigm aticsector[78].

Previouse�ortstounderstand thenew BaBarstateshaveargued thattheD sJ(2860)isa

scalarc�sstatepredicted at2850M eV in acoupled channelm odel[98]orthatitisaJP = 3�

c�s state[99].
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Herewe pursue a sim ple m odelthatassum esthatalloftheknown D s statesaredom i-

nated bysim plec�squarkcontent.Itisknown thatthisisdi�culttoachievein the‘standard’

constituent quark m odelwith O (�s) spin-dependent m ass shifts because the D s0(2317)is

m uch lighterthan typicalpredictions(forexam ple,Godfrey and Isgurobtain a D s0 m assof

2480M eV[77]).An essentialfeaturein such phenom enology hasbeen theassum ption oftwo

static potentials: a Lorentz scalarcon�ning potentialand a shortrange Coulom bic vector

potential. Following the discovery ofthe D s(2317),Cahn and Jackson[35]analyzed the D s

stateswith a scalarpotentialS,whoseshapethey allowed to bearbitrary,whileretaining a

vectorpotentialV thatthey assum ed tobeCoulom bic.In thelim itthatthem assm 2 � m 1

thisenabled thespin dependentpotentialapplicableto P-statesto taketheform

VSD = �L � S1 + 4�L � S2 + �S12 (3.16)

(see the discussion around Eq.1 of[35]fordetails).For� � � a reasonable description of

them assescould beobtained though aconsistentpictureofD s;D spectroscopiesand decays

rem ained a problem . Asthe authorsnoted,\the ansatz taken forthe potentialsV and S

m ay notbeassim pleasassum ed".Them oregeneralform [100]is

VSD = �L � S1 + 4�L � S2 + �S12 (3.17)

only in theparticularcaseofaCoulom b potentialneed � = �[100].Directchannelcouplings

(such asto D K and D �K thresholds[81,101])willinducee�ectivepotentialsthatallow the

abovem oregeneralform .Sim ilarly,higherordergluon exchange e�ectsin pQCD willalso.

Indeed,thefullspin-dependentstructureexpected atorder�2s inQCD hasbeencom puted[34]

andrevealsthatanadditionalspin-orbitcontribution tothespin-dependentinteractionexists

when quark m assesarenotequal.W hen theseareincorporated in aconstituentquark m odel

therecan besigni�cantm assshiftsleading to alowered m assfortheD s0 consistentwith the

D s0(2317)[102].Hereweapply thism odelto therecently discovered D s states.
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3.4.1 C anonicalc�s States

Predictionsofthenew m odelin theD s sectoraresum m arized in Table9 (the‘high’param -

etersofTable4 areem ployed).

Table9:D s Spectrum .

state m ass(GeV) expt[103](GeV)

D s(1
1S0) 1.968 1.968

D s(2
1S0) 2.637

D s(3
1S0) 3.097

D �
s(1

3S1) 2.112 2.112

D �
s(2

3S1) 2.711 2.688?

D �
s(3

3S1) 3.153

D s(1
3D 1) 2.784

D s0(1
3P0) 2.329 2.317

D s0(2
3P0) 2.817 2.857?

D s0(3
3P0) 3.219

D s1(1P) 2.474 2.459

D s1(2P) 2.940

D s1(3P) 3.332

D 0
s1(1P) 2.526 2.535

D 0
s1(2P) 2.995

D 0
s1(3P) 3.389

D s2(1
3P2) 2.577 2.573

D s2(2
3P2) 3.041

D s2(3
3P2) 3.431

SincetheD sJ(2690)and D sJ(2860)decay to two pseudoscalars,theirquantum num bers

are JP = 0+ ,1� ,2+ ,etc. Given the known states[103]and thatthe energy gap forradial

excitation ishundreds ofM eV,on alm ost m odelindependent groundsthe only possibility
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fora D sJ(2690)isan excited vector.Table 9 showsthattheD sJ(2690)can m ostnaturally

beidenti�ed with theexcited vectorD �
s(2S);theD-wavevectorispredicted tobesom ewhat

too high at2784 M eV though m ixing between these two basisstatesm ay beexpected.For

theD sJ(2860),Table9 indicatesthatthisisconsistentwith theradially excited scalarstate

D s0(2P).ItappearsthattheD s2(2P)istoo heavy to form a viableidenti�cation.

3.4.2 D ecay Properties

M assspectra aloneareinsu�cientto classify states.Theirproduction and decay properties

also need to be com pared with m odelexpectations. Forexam ple,strong decay widthscan

be com puted with the quark m odelwavefunctions and the strong decay vertex ofthe 3P0

m odel. An extensive application ofthe m odelto heavy-light m esons is presented in Ref.

[90].Herewefocuson thenew BaBarstateswith theresultsgiven in Table10.

Thetotalwidth oftheD �
s(2S)agreesvery wellwith them easured width oftheD sJ(2690)

(112� 37M eV),lending supportto thisidenti�cation.No signalin Ds� isseen orexpected,

whereasthepredicted largeD �K partialwidth im pliesthatthisstateshould bevisiblein this

decay m ode.Thedata in D � 0(K )! D 0�0(K )do notsupportthiscontention;however,the

m odesD � +(K )! D 0(K )and D � +(K )! D + �0(K )show indicationsofa broad structure

near2700M eV[96].Thereisthepossibility that13D 1 m ixing with 2
3S1 shiftthem assdown

by 30 M eV to thatobserved and also suppressthe D �K m ode. Fora speci�c illustration,

take the m odelm asses for the 23S1 as 2.71GeV and 13D 1 as 2.78 GeV.A sim ple m ixing

m atrix then yieldsa solution forthephysicalstateswith m asses2.69 GeV and itspredicted

heavy partnerataround 2.81 GeV with eigenstates

jD �
s(2690)i �

1
p
5
(� 2j1Si+ 1j1D i)

jD �
s(2810)i �

1
p
5
(j1Si+ 2j1D i) (3.18)

and hencea m ixing angleconsistentwith -0.5 radians.

Theresultsofan explicitcom putation in the 3P0 m odelareshown in Fig.14.Onesees

thata m ixing angleofapproxim ately -0.5 radianssuppresstheD �K decay m odeofthelow
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Table10:Strong PartialW idthsforCandidateD s States.

state(m ass) decay m ode partialwidth (M eV)

D �
s(2S)(2688) D K 22

D �K 78

D s� 1

D �
s� 2

total 103

D s0(2P)(2857) D K 80

D s� 10

total 90

D s2(2P)(2857) D K 3

D s� 0

D �K 18

D K � 12

total 33

D s2(2P)(3041) D K 1

D s� 0

D �K 6

D K � 47

D �K � 76

total 130

vector(with m asssetto 2688 M eV)and have a totalwidth ofapproxim ately 110 M eV,in

agreem entwith the data. The orthogonalstate would then have a m assaround 2.81 GeV

and has a signi�cant branching ratio to both D K and D �K ,albeit with a broad width,

greaterthan 200 M eV.

In sum m ary,iftheD sJ(2690)iscon�rm ed asvectorresonance,then signalsin theD
�K

64



0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

180

200

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

pa
rt

ia
l w

id
th

 (
M

eV
)

mixing angle (radians)

DK

D*K

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

180

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

pa
rt

ia
l w

id
th

 (
M

eV
)

mixing angle (radians)

DK

D*K

Figure 14:D K and D �K PartialW idthsvs. M ixing Angle. Low vector(left);high vector

(right).

channelare expected,either in the low lying state (ifthe m ixing is weak) or in a higher

vectornear2.8 GeV.

Forthe D sJ(2860),the D s2(2P)assignm ent is further disfavored. At either its m odel

m assof3041M eV orat2860M eV theD K m odeisradically suppressed,dueto theD -wave

barrierfactor. BaBarsee theirD sJ(2860)signalin D K and do notobserve itin the D �K

decay m ode,m aking theD s2(2P)assignm entunlikely.

By contrast, the properties ofD sJ(2860) are consistent with those predicted for the

D s0(2P). W ithin the accuracy typicalofthe 3P0 m odelforS-wave decays,the totalwidth

isin accord with theprediction thattheD s0(2P)totalwidth islessthan thatoftheexcited

vectors,and qualitatively in accord with them easured 48� 12 M eV.
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3.4.3 R adiative Transitions

Them eson assignm entsm adeherecan betested furtherby m easuring radiativetransitions

forthese states.Predictionsm adewith the im pulse approxim ation,with and withoutnon-

relativisticreduction ofquark spinors,arepresented in Table11.

Table11:D s E1 RadiativeTransitions(keV).

decay m ode(m ass) q (M eV) Non Relrate RelRate

D �
s(2S)(2688)! D s0 345 12.7 4.6

D �
s(1D )(2784)! D s0 428 116 82

D s0(2P)(2857)! D �
s 648 13 0.4

D s2(2P)(3041)! D �
s 787 6.8 1.9

3.4.4 Production

The production ofthe radially excited D s0 in B decayscan be estim ated with ISGW and

otherform alism s[32,104].Sincevectorand scalarc�sstatescan beproduced directlyfrom the

W current,thedecaysB ! D �
s(2S)D (J) orD s0(2P)D (J) serveasa viablesourceexcited D s

states.Com putationally,theonlydi�erencesfrom groundstateD s productionarekinem atics

and theexcited D s decay constants.

Production system aticscan revealstructuralinform ation.Forexam ple,thedecay B 0 !

D +
s D

� goesvia W em ission with a rateproportionalto VbcVcs,whileW exchangegivesrise

to B 0 ! D �
s K

+ � VbcVud and B
0 ! D +

s K
� � VcdVbu.W exchange issuppressed com pared

to W em ission,thustheexpected hierarchy ofratesis

�(B 0 ! D
+

s D
� )� �(B 0 ! D

�
s K

+ )� �(B 0 ! D
+

s K
� ): (3.19)

This suppression ofW exchange iscon�rm ed by the data[103]with B R(B 0 ! D +
s D

� )=

(6:5� 2:1)� 10� 3 and B R(B 0 ! D �
s K

+ )= (3:1� 0:8)� 10� 5.Thedecay to D +
s K

� hasnot

been observed.
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Itisthereforeintriguingthattheobserved rateforB 0 ! D s(2317)
+ K � ((4:3� 1:5)� 10� 5)

iscom parableto B 0 ! D �
s K

+ .Assum ing accuratedata,onem ustconcludeeitherthatthis

sim plereasoningiswrong,theD s(2317)
� K + m odewillbefound tobelarge,ortheD s(2317)

isan unusualstate.SearchingfortheprocessB 0 ! D s(2317)
� K + isclearlyofgreatinterest.

W ith thepreviouswarning in m ind,weproceed to analyzetheproduction ofexcited D s

states in a variety ofm odels. Rateswith decay constants set to 1 M eV forD s(2317)and

D s(2860)production assum ing thatthey are sim ple c�s scalarand excited scalarstatesare

presented in Table12.

Unfortunately,decay constants cannotbe accurately com puted atthis tim e. W e have

evaluated ratiosofdecay constants assum ing a sim ple harm onic oscillator quark m odel,a

Coulom b+linear+hyper�nequark m odel,and arelativized quark m odel.Theresultingratio

forscalarm esonsfallin therange
fD s(2860)

fD s(2317)
� 0:8� 1:4.The�nalestim atesoftheproduction

ofexcited scalarD s m esonsin B decaysarethus

B ! D s(2860)D

B ! D s(2317)D
= 0:5� 2 (3.20)

and

B ! D s(2860)D
�

B ! D s(2317)D
�
= 0:3� 1:3: (3.21)

Decay M ode ISGW HQET -Luo & Rosner[105] Pole[105] HQET -Colangelo[106]

D s(2317)D 2:78� 10� 7 1:95� 10� 7 1:91� 10� 7 2:24� 10� 7

D s(2317)D
� 1:06� 10� 7 8:82� 10� 8 8:79� 10� 8 1:23� 10� 7

D s(2860)D 2:09� 10� 7 1:72� 10� 7 1:66� 10� 7 1:83� 10� 7

D s(2860)D
� 4:57� 10� 8 3:61� 10� 8 3:55� 10� 8 4:66� 10� 8

Table12:Branching ratiosto scalarsin di�erentm odelswith decay constantssetto 1 M eV

A sim ilaranalysisforvectorD �
s production ispresented in Table13.

Estim ating vector decay constant ratios as above yields
fD s(2690)

fD �
s

� 0:7� 1:1. Finally,
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Decay M ode ISGW HQET -Luo & Rosner[105] Pole[105] HQET -Colangelo[106]

D �
sD 1:97� 10� 7 1:33� 10� 7 1:32� 10� 7 1:57� 10� 7

D �
sD

� 4:20� 10� 7 3:22� 10� 7 3:23� 10� 7 4:52� 10� 7

D s(2690)D 1:01� 10� 7 8:06� 10� 8 7:77� 10� 8 8:79� 10� 8

D s(2690)D
� 4:66� 10� 7 3:55� 10� 7 3:49� 10� 7 4:65� 10� 7

Table13:Branching ratiosto vectorsin di�erentm odelswith decay constantssetto 1 M eV

predicted ratiosofexcited vectorproduction are

B ! D s(2860)D

B ! D �
s(2110)D

= 0:3� 0:7 (3.22)

and

B ! D s(2860)D
�

B ! D �
s(2110)D

�
= 0:5� 1:3: (3.23)

W enotethatEqn.3.22 agreeswellwith theearlierprediction ofCloseand Swanson[90].

3.4.5 Sum m ary and C onclusions

Given thecontroversialnatureoftheD s(2317),establishingaconsistentpictureoftheentire

D s spectrum isveryim portant.Thenew statesclaim edbyBaBarcanbeusefulinthisregard.

W e have argued thatthe six known D s and two new statescan be described in term sofa

constituent quark m odelwith novelspin-dependent interactions. Predicted strong decay

propertiesofthesestatesappearto agreewith experim ent.

Perhapsthe m ostim portanttasksatpresentare (i)discovering the D s2(2P)state,(ii)

searching for resonances in D �K and D K � up to 3100 M eV,(iii) analyzing the angular

dependence oftheD K �nalstatein D sJ(2860)decay,(iv)assessing whethertheD sJ(2690)

appearsin theD �K channel,(v)searching forthese statesin B ! D sJD
(� )with branching

ratiosof� 10� 3.
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3.4.6 Postscript: B elle discovery

Subsequentto these calculations,Belle[107]hasreported a vectorstatewhose m ass,width,

and possibly production rate and decay characteristicsare consistentwith ourpredictions.

Speci�cally,their m easured m ass and totalwidth are M = 2715 � 11+ 11� 14 M eV and � =

115� 20+ 36� 32 M eV,in rem arkable agreem entwith ourpredictions. The speci�c param eters

wehaveused in ouranalysisarecontained within theiruncertainties.

Belle[107]�nd the new state in B decays,which we have proposed as a likely source.

They reportB r(B ! �D 0D �
s(2700))� B r(D�s(2700)! D 0K + )= (7:2� 1:2+ 1:0� 2:9)� 10� 4.W hen

com pared totheproduction oftheground statevector[103]which isB r(B ! �D 0D �
s(2112))=

(7:2� 2:6)� 10� 3,the ratio ofproduction ratesin B decay isthen O (0:1)=B r(D �
s(2700)!

D 0K + ).From ourTable10,and assum ing avorsym m etry forthestrong decay,wepredict

thatB r(D �
s(2690)! D 0K + )� 10% ,which within the uncertaintieswillapply also to the

Bellestate.Thustheabsoluteproduction rate,within thelargeuncertainties,appearsto be

consistentwith thatpredicted in Section 4. Ifthe centralvalue ofthe Belle m assisa true

guide,then a signi�cantbranching ratio in D �K would beexpected (Table10 and Fig 14).

Theorthogonalvectorstatewould then bedom inantly 1D at2.78GeV,buthard toproduce

in B decays.Thesestatem entsdepend on thedynam icsunderlying 2S-1D m ixing,which is

poorly understood.Itisthereforevery usefulthatB decay system aticsand thestrength of

theD �K decay channelin theexcited vectorD s m esonscan probethisdynam ics.

Searching forthisstatein theotheradvocated m odes,and im proving theuncertainties,

now o�ersa signi�canttestofthedynam icsdiscussed here.
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4.0 D EC AY C O N STA N T S

Decay constants describe the sim plest electroweak transitions,where a m eson couples di-

rectly to the photon or W boson. They are often used in m ore com plicated calculations,

for exam ple,nonleptonic decays,gam m a-gam m a transitions or higher order diagram s for

radiativetransitions,so itisim portantto know them with good accuracy.Decay constants

forsom em esonscould bedeterm ined from experim entaldata,forexam plefrom e+ e� decays

forquarkonium . Com parison to the experim entaldata m akesitpossible to testthe m eson

wavefunction in di�erentm odelsand help usunderstand ourm odelsbetter.

In thischapterthe resultsforthe decay constantscalculated in the nonrelativistic po-

tentialquark m odelwith thevariety ofthepotentialsarepresented and discussed.

4.1 C H A R M O N IU M

Resultsforthedecay constantsofcharm onium statesareshown in Table15.In thefollowing

wewilldem onstratethatagreem entwith experim entalcharm onium decay constantsrequires

a weakening ofthe short range quark interaction with respect to the standard Coulom b

interaction.Thisweakening isin accord with therunningcouplingofperturbativeQCD and

elim inatestheneed foran arti�cialenergy dependencethatwasintroduced by Godfrey and

Isgur[77]to �texperim entaldecay constants.

Sinceourresultsdepend substantially on theparam etersofthepotentialused,theglobal

study ofthisdependenceisrequired beforeany �rm conclusionscan bem ade.W eperform ed

this study of�ve experim entally observable quantities by varying the param eters ofthe

potentialand m inim izing the deviations between the calculated and experim entalvalues.
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These�vequantitiesare:them assesofthe�rsttwo excited vectorm eson statesrelativeto

them assoftheground statevectorm eson;thespin averagem assofthescalar(0+ + ),axial

vector(1+ + )and tensor(2+ + )m eson statesrelative to the m assoftheground state vector

m eson;thedecay constantsoftheground and the�rstexcited vectorm eson states.

W e found that for usual‘Coulom b+linear+hyper�ne’ potentialno set ofparam eters

existthatcould reproducethevaluesofallofthe�vequantitiesbetterthan 10% .However,

with theintroduction ofthelogarithm icdependence ofrunning coupling,all�vecalculated

quantitiesare notfurtherthan 5% from the experim entalvalues. W e also found thatBGS

param eters[31]arevery close to thebest�tparam etersforallofthe�ve quantities,so we

use BGS param etersforallourcalculations. Ourresultsforthe relative di�erencesofthe

calculated m eson propertiesfrom the experim entaldata arepresented in Table 14 (the full

spinorstructurehasbeen used forcalculation ofourresultsin thisTable).Itisvery hard to

obtain thedecay constantofthesecond excited vectorm eson stateclosetotheexperim ental

valueforboth potentials(‘BGS’and ‘BGS log’)asillustrated in thesam eTable.

Table14:Relativedi�erencesbetween thecalculated and experim entalvaluesin % .

BGS Rel BGS log BGS log

�= 0:4 GeV �= 0:25 GeV

m  0 � m -2.04 -5.77 -8.49

m  00 � m 2.97 0.32 -1.80

m � � m 1.64 -8.96 -14.02

f 32.6 2.92 -4.38

f 0 33.0 9.68 5.02

f 00 115.5 53.4 48.3

Thesecond colum n ofTable15showsresultsofthenonrelativisticcom putation (Eq.2.37)

with wavefunctionsdeterm ined in theCoulom b+linearm odelwith BGS param eters[31].A

cleartrend isevidentasallpredictionsareapproxim ately a factoroftwo largerthan exper-

im ent(colum n seven). Using the fullspinorstructure (colum n three)im proves agreem ent
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Table15:Charm onium Decay Constants(M eV).

M eson BGS NonRel BGS Rel BGS log BGS log lattice experim ent

�= 0:4 GeV �= 0:25 GeV

�c 795 493 424 402 429� 4� 25 335� 75

�0c 477 260 243 240 56� 21� 3

�00c 400 205 194 193

J= 615 545 423 393 399� 4 411� 7

 (2S) 431 371 306 293 143� 81 279� 8

 (3S) 375 318 267 258 174� 18

�c1 239 165 155 149

�0c1 262 167 157 152

�00c1 273 164 155 151

with experim entsubstantially,butstillyieldspredictionswhich areroughly 30% too large.

Atthisstagethelack ofagreem entm ustbeascribed tostrongdynam ics,and thism otivated

the running coupling m odelspeci�ed above. The fourth and �fth colum nsgive the results

obtained from this m odel. It is apparent that the softening ofthe short range Coulom b

potentialinduced by the running coupling bringsthe predictionsinto very good agreem ent

with experim ent.

Colum n six liststhequenched latticegaugecom putationsofRef.[108].Theagreem ent

with experim entisnoteworthy;however,thepredictionsforthe�0c and (2S)decayconstants

arem uch sm allerthan thoseofthequarkm odel(and experim entin thecaseofthe (2S)).It

ispossiblethatthisisdueto excited statecontam ination in thecom putation ofthem esonic

correlators.

Thegood agreem entbetween m odeland experim enthasbeen obtained with a straight-

forward application ofthequark m odel.Thisstandsin contrastto them ethodsadopted in

Ref.[77]where the authorsinsertarbitrary factorsofm =E (k)in the integrand in orderto

obtain agreem entwith experim ent(theextra factorsofm =E serveto weaken theintegrand,
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approxim ating thee�ectoftherunning coupling used here).

Itisvery di�cultto obtain a valueforf  (3S) thatisassm allasexperim ent.Assum ing

thattheexperim entalvalueisreliableitispossiblethatthisdi�culty pointstoseriousprob-

lem sin thequark m odel.A sim plem echanism fordim inishing thedecay constantisvia S-D

wave m ixing,because the D-wave decouples from the vector current in the nonrelativistic

lim it. Thism ixing can be generated by the tensorinteraction ofEq. 3.3;however,com pu-

tationsyield am plitude reductionsoforder2% { too sm allto explain the e�ect.Note that

S-D m ixing can also becreated by transitionsto virtualm eson-m eson pairs.Unfortunately,

evaluating thisrequiresa reliablem odelofstrong Fock sectorm ixing and wedo notpursue

thishere.

A sim ilardiscussion holdsforthe e+ e� width ofthe  (3770). Nam ely,the large decay

constantf (3770) = 99� 20 M eV can perhapsbe explained by m ixing with nearby S-wave

states. Again,the com puted e�ectdue to the tensorinteraction isan orderofm agnitude

too sm alland oneisforced to look elsewhere (such asloop e�ects)foran explanation.

Attem ptstocom puteLorentzscalarssuch asdecay constantsorform factorsin anonco-

variantfram ework arenecessarily am biguous.Asstated above,theresultsofa com putation

in thenonrelativisticquark m odelareonly guaranteed to beconsistentin theweak binding

lim it. Howeverthe accuracy ofthe quark m odelcan be estim ated by exam ining the decay

constantdependence on m odelassum ptions. Forexam ple,an elem entary aspectofcovari-

anceisthatasingledecay constantdescribesthevector(forexam ple)decay am plitudein all

fram esand forallfour-m om enta.Thusthedecay constantcom puted from thetem poraland

spatialcom ponentsofthem atrix elem enth0jJ�jV ishould beequal.Aspointed outabove,

setting � = 0 yieldsthe trivialresult0 = 0 in the vectorrestfram e. However,away from

therestfram eoneobtainstheresult

fV =
p
N cE (P)

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(k;P)

1
p
E (k+ P=2)

p
E (k� P=2)

�

�
1

2

 p
E (k+ P=2)+ m

p
E (k� P=2)+ m

+

p
E (k� P=2)+ m

p
E (k+ P=2)+ m

!

(4.1)

or,in thenonrelativisticlim it

fV =

p
N cM V

m
~�(0): (4.2)
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Oneseesthatcovarianceisrecovered in theweak binding lim itwheretheconstituentquark

m odelisform ally valid.

Com putationsofthe vectordecay constantaway from the weak binding lim itand the

restfram earedisplayed in Fig.15.Oneseesa reassuringly weak dependence on thevector

m om entum P.Thereis,however,a13% di�erencein thenum ericalvalueofthetem poraland

spatialdecay constants,which m ay betaken asa m easureofthereliability ofthem ethod.
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Figure15:Tem poral(top line)and Spatial(bottom line)VectorDecay Constantsin Various

Fram es.

4.2 B O T T O M O N IU M

The study ofthe dependence ofbottom onium spectrum and the decay constants on the

param eters ofthe potentialhas been perform ed in a sim ilar way as for charm onia. W e
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varied theparam etersofthepotentialand m inim ized thedeviationsofthecalculated values

ofsix quantitiesfrom theirexperim entalvalues.Thesesix quantitiesare:them assesofthe

�rsttwo excited vectorm eson statesrelativeto them assoftheground statevectorm eson;

thespin averagem assofthescalar(0+ + ),axialvector(1+ + )and tensor(2+ + )m eson states

relative to the m ass ofthe ground state vector m eson;the decay constants ofthe ground

and the�rsttwo excited vectorm eson states.

In orderto �nd thebestsetofparam eterswem inim ized �2:

�
2 =

1

N dof

X

i

(fi� fiexp)
2

�2i
(4.3)

where N dof isa num ber ofdegrees offreedom : N dof = N f � Np where N f isa num berof

observablequantitiesand N p isthenum berofparam eterswevary.In ourcaseN f = 6 and

N p = 3 (we vary �,b and m b)so N dof = 3. The standard deviations ofthe experim ental

values�2i have been taken from the Particle Data Group book.W ecalculate six quantities

fi,and fiexp aretheirexperim entalvalues.

W efound thatitisnotpossibletoreproduceeven �veoutofsix quantitieswithin 10% of

theirexperim entalvalueusingstandard ‘Coulom b + linear’potential.However,itispossible

with theintroduction ofthem om entum -dependentrunning coupling.

Forthe ‘Coulom b + linear’potentialwith logarithm ic shortrange behaviorofrunning

coupling we found that‘thebest�t’param etersforthebottom onium are:m b = 4:75 GeV,

aC = aH = 0:35,b= 0:19 GeV 2,and � = 0:897 GeV.Ourresultsfortherelativedi�erences

ofthecalculated m eson propertiesfrom theexperim entaldataarepresented in Table16(the

fullspinorstructurehasbeen used forcalculation ofourresultsin thisTable).

Predicted decayconstantsarepresented here(Table17).Allcom putationsweperform ed

asforcharm onia.

Onecan seethatagreem entwith availableexperim entaldataisim pressiveforthem odel

with running coupling (C+L log).W econcludethattherunning coupling in C+L potential

is needed to reproduce right short-range behavior ofthe m eson wave functions,which is

probed by thedecay constants.
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Table16:Relativedi�erencesbetween thecalculated and experim entalvaluesin % .

C+L Rel C+L log C+L log

�= 0:4 GeV �= 0:25 GeV

m � 0 � m� -2.30 -6.57 -9.23

m � 00 � m� 0.01 -3.12 -5.13

m � � m� 1.33 -7.59 -12.3

f� 25.0 1.13 -6.07

f� 0 20.5 2.70 -1.45

f� 00 44.8 24.9 20.8

Table17:Bottom onium Decay Constants(M eV).

M eson C+L NonRel C+L Rel C+L log C+L log experim ent

�= 0:4 GeV �= 0:25 GeV

�b 979 740 638 599

�0b 644 466 423 411

�00b 559 394 362 354

� 963 885 716 665 708� 8

� 0 640 581 495 475 482� 10

� 00 555 501 432 418 346� 50

� 000 512 460 400 388 325� 60

� (4) 483 431 377 367 369� 93

� (5) 463 412 362 351 240� 61

�b1 186 150 142 136

�0b1 205 160 152 147

�00b1 215 164 157 152
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4.3 H EAV Y -LIG H T M ESO N D EC AY C O N STA N T S

Theresultsofourcalculationsofheavy-lightm eson decay constantsin di�erentm odelsare

presented in Table18,and then resultsofC+L m odelwith running coupling arecom pared

to theexperim entand otherm odelcalculationsin Table19.

The �rst two colum ns ofTable 18 correspond to the calculations with C+L potential

with and withoutnonrelativistic reduction ofthe quark spinors. One can see considerable

di�erencebetween theseresultsnotonly forlightm esons(ascould havebeen expected)but

alsoforheavy m esonswhich areusually considered beingnonrelativistic(even forB c m esons

thedi�erencebetween two colum nsis30-50% ).

Also,as forc�c and b�b m esons,introduction ofrunning coupling is needed to correctly

describeshort-rangebehaviorofheavy-lightm eson wavefunctionsand bring decay constant

in betteragreem entwith experim ent.

Ourresultsforallthem eson decay constants(exceptK pseudoscalarm eson)agreequite

wellboth with the experim entaldata and otherm odelcalculations(where available). W e

would like to point out that we used the sam e param eters ofthe potentialfor allofour

calculationsin thissection (globalparam eters:� = 0:594;b= 0:162;� = 0:897),they have

notbeen re�tted.

The factthatthe decay constantofK pseudoscalarm eson isso di�erentboth from its

experim entalvalueand otherm odelcalculationsletsusconcludethattherearesom ee�ects,

im portantforlightpseudoscalarm esons,thatarem issing in nonrelativisticpotentialquark

m odel. Itm ightbe related to the lack ofthe chiralsym m etry in thism odel,orm aybe the

absence ofm any-body e�ects. Therefore itwillbe ofinterestin the future to perform the

study oflightm eson decay constantsin Coulom b gaugem odelwhich takesthesee�ectsinto

account.
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Table18: Decay constantsofheavy-lightm esons(M eV).Globalparam etershavebeen used.

M eson Nonrelwf

C+L potential C+L log potential

nonrel rel 0:4GeV 0:25GeV

K 1116 445 425 417

K � 332 286 261 252

K �
0

97 30 30 30

D 489 290 269 260

D � 318 272 240 230

D 0 221 83 82 81

D s 627 374 337 324

D �
s 447 388 324 306

D �
s0 174 75 73 72

B 267 195 175 167

B � 232 196 169 161

B 0 207 84 83 81

B s 394 283 242 229

B �
s 349 300 241 226

B s0 208 98 94 92

B c 917 623 451 415

B �
c 886 779 497 450

B c0 174 97 86 81
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Table19: Decay constantsofheavy-lightm esons(M eV).Globalparam etershavebeen used.

M eson Lattice Light QCD CQM Bethe- Experim ent

C+L quenched unquenched cone sum rule Salpeter

log [109] [110][111] [112] [113][114] [115] [116] [117][118]

K 417 152(6)(10) 152.0(6.1) 155 169 157 153� 4 (e+ e� )

158� 21 (�+ �� )

K � 252 255.5(6.5) 236

K �
0

30 427� 85

D 260 235(8)(14) 225(14)(14) 205� 20 234 234 238 302� 94 [89]

222:6� 16:7+ 2:8� 3:4 [119]

D � 230 216 310 340� 23

D 0 81

D s 324 266(10)(18) 267(13)(17)(+10) 235� 24 268 391 241 246� 47 (�+ �� )

281� 33 (�+ �� )

D �
s 306 315 375� 24

D �
s0 72

B 167 216(9)(19)(4)(6) 150 203� 23 189 191 193

B � 161 219 238� 18

B 0 81

B s 229 242(9)(34)(+38) 236� 30 218 236 195

B �
s 226 251 272� 20

B s0 92

B c 415 421

B �
c

B c0
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5.0 FO R M -FA C T O R S

5.1 ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC FO R M -FA C T O R S

Singlequark elasticand transition form factorsforcharm oniaareconsidered in thefollowing

sections. The agreem ent with recent lattice com putations is very good,but requires that

the standard nonrelativistic reduction ofthe current not be m ade and that the running

coupling described above be em ployed. As willbe shown,this obviates the need for the

phenom enological� factorintroduced forelectroweak decaysin theISGW m odel[32].

5.1.1 C harm onium single quark form factors

Unfortunately elastic electrom agnetic form factorsarenotobservablesforcharm onia;how-

everthisisan area wherelatticegaugetheory can aid greatly in thedevelopm entofm odels

and intuition.In particular,a theoristcan chooseto coupletheexternalcurrentto a single

quark,thereby yielding a nontrivial’pseudo-observable’. Thishasbeen done in Ref. [108]

and we follow theirlead here by considering the single-quark elastic electrom agnetic form

factorsforpseudoscalar,scalar,vector,and axialvectorcharm onia.

A variety ofquark m odelcom putations ofthe �c single quark elastic form factor are

com pared to lattice results in Fig. 16. It is com m on to use SHO wavefunctions when

com puting com plicated m atrix elem ents.Thedotted curvedisplaysthenonrelativisticform

factor(Eq.2.49)with SHO wavefunctions(theSHO scaleistaken from Ref.[90]).Clearly

theresultistoohard with respecttothelattice.Thisproblem wasnoted byISGW and isthe

reason they introducea suppression factor~q! ~q=�.ISGW set� = 0:7 to obtain agreem ent

with thepion electrom agneticform factor.Thesam eprocedureyieldsthedot-dashed curve
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Figure 16: The Single Quark �c Form -factorfsq(Q
2). From top to bottom the curves are

SHO,nonrelativisticBGS,relativisticBGS,BGS log,and ISGW .

in Fig.16.Theresultsagreeswellwith latticeforsm allQ 2;thus,som ewhatsurprisingly,the

ad hocISGW procedureappearsto besuccessfulforheavy quarksaswellaslightquarks.

TheupperdashedcurveindicatesthatreplacingSHO wavefunctionswithfullCoulom b+linear

wavefunctions givesa som ewhatsofternonrelativistic form factor. The sam e com putation

with therelativisticexpression (Eq.2.48),thelowerdashed curve,yieldsa slightadditional

im provem ent.Finally,therelativisticBGS+logsinglequarkelastic�c form factorisshown as

thesolid lineand isin rem arkably good agreem entwith thelattice(itisworth stressing that

form factordata have notbeen �t).ItthusappearsthattheISGW procedureisan ad hoc

procedureto accountforrelativistic dynam icsand deviationsofsim ple SHO wavefunctions

from Coulom b+linear+log wavefunctions.

A sim ilarprocedurecan befollowed forthevector,scalar,and axialelasticsinglequark
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form factors.Thenecessary Lorentzdecom positionsand expressionsfortheform factorsare

given in Appendix B.The single quark �c0 elastic form factorforthe relativistic BGS+log

caseisshown in Fig.17.TheBGS m odelyieldsavery sim ilarresultand isnotshown.This

appearsto be generally true and hence m ostsubsequent�gureswillonly display BGS+log

results. Ascan be seen,the agreem entwith the lattice data,although som ewhatnoisy,is

very good.
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Figure17:The�c0 SingleQuark Form -factorfsq(Q
2).

TheleftpanelofFig.18 showsthesinglequark J= chargeform factor.Theagreem ent

ofthe relativistic BGS+log m odelwith the lattice data isrem arkable. The rightpanelof

Fig. 18 containsthe m agnetic dipole form factor(see Appendix B forde�nitions). In this

casetheform factoratzero recoilism odel-dependent.In thenonrelativisticlim it,Eq.B.10

im plies that G M (~q = 0) = M V =m � 2. The m odelprediction is approxim ately 10% too

sm allcom pared to thelatticedata.Thelatticeresultshave notbeen tuned to thephysical

charm onium m asses(charm onium m assesare approxim ately 180 M eV too low);howeverit
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isunlikely thatthisisthesourceofthediscrepancy sincetheratioM =m isroughly constant

when M is near the physicalm ass. Thus it appears that the problem lies in the quark

m odel.Reducing thequark m assprovidesa sim pleway to im provetheagreem ent;however

them odi�cationsto thespectrum dueto a 10% reduction in thequark m assaredi�cultto

overcom ewith otherparam eterswhilem aintainingtheexcellentagreem entwith experim ent.
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Figure18:SingleQuark J= Form FactorsG C
sq (left)and G

M
sq (right).

Predictions forthe single quark elastic electrom agnetic form factors ofthe hc and �c1

statesareshown in Figs.19 and 20.AsfortheJ= ,thechargeform factorsarenorm alized

atzerorecoil,whilethem agneticform factorstakeon m odel-dependentvaluesatzerorecoil.

In the nonrelativistic lim it these are G M
sq(~q = 0)= M =(2m )forthe hc and G M

sq(~q = 0)=

3M =(4m )forthe�c1.

The presence ofa kinem aticalvariable in form factors m akes them m ore sensitive to

covarianceam biguitiesthan staticpropertiessuch asdecay constants.In addition to fram e

and currentcom ponentdependence,onealso m ustdealwith wavefunction booste�ectsthat

becom em orepronounced astherecoilm om entum increases.Presum ably itispreferableto

em ploy a fram ewhich m inim izeswavefunction booste�ectssincethesearenotim plem ented

in the nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel. Possible choices are (i) the initialm eson

restfram e (ii)the �nalm eson restfram e (iii)the Breitfram e.These fram escorrespond to

di�erentm appingsofthethreem om entum to thefourm om entum :j~qj2 = Q 2(1+ �)where

� = 0in theBreitfram eand � = Q 2=4M 2 in theinitialor�nalrestfram e(theseexpressions

areforelasticform factorswith am eson ofm assM ).Furtherm ore,aswith decay constants,
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Figure19:SingleQuark hc Form FactorsG C
sq (left)and G

M
sq (right).
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Figure20:SingleQuark �c1 Form FactorsG C
sq (left)and G

M
sq (right).

itispossibleto com putetheform factorsby using di�erentcom ponentsofthecurrent.

W econsiderthe�c elasticsinglequark form factorin greaterdetailasan exam ple.The

form factorobtained from the tem poralcom ponentofthe currentin the initialm eson rest

fram e is given in Eqs. 2.48 and 2.49. Com puting with the spatialcom ponents yields Eq.

B.6 with thenonrelativisticlim it

fsq(Q
2)=

2M

m

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� �

~k+
~q

2

�

�
~q

q2
(5.1)
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Thiscan beshown to beequivalentto

2M

m

1

4

Z

d
3
xj�(x)j2e� i~q� ~x=2; (5.2)

which isEq. 2.49 in the weak coupling lim it. Atzero recoilthisevaluatesto M

2m
,which is

approxim ately 10% too sm allwith respectto unity. Once again,reducing the quark m ass

presum ably helpsim prove agreem ent.
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Figure21:CovarianceTestsfortheSingleQuark �c Form Factor.

Fig. 21 com pares the various m ethods ofcom puting the �c single quark form factor.

The solid lineistheresultofFig.16,com puted in theinitialrestfram ewith thetem poral

com ponent ofthe current. The dashed line is the com putation ofthe form factor in the

Breitfram e. The good agreem entisdue to a cancelation between the di�erentfour-vector

m apping discussed above and the m odi�cations induced by com puting the quark m odel

form factor in the Breit fram e. The lower dashed line is the form factor com puted from

the spatialcom ponentsofthe current(Eq.B.6).Itisevidently too sm allcom pared to the
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correctly norm alized resultsby approxim ately afactorof2m =M ,indicatingthatthem ethod

isaccurateatthe10% level.

Finally,the large Q 2 behaviorofpseudoscalarform factorsisa controversialtopic. W e

do not presum e to resolve the issues here;rather we note that the preferred m ethod for

obtaining theform factoryieldsan asym ptoticbehaviorproportionalto �s(Q
2)fP sM P s=Q

2,

which issim ilar,butnotidentical,tothatexpected in perturbativeQCD[120].Nevertheless,

the m odelisnotapplicable in thisregim e and the asym ptotic scaling should notbe taken

seriously.

5.1.2 C harm onium Transition Form Factors

Transition form factorsconvolvedi�eringwavefunctionsand thereforecom plem enttheinfor-

m ation contained in singlequark elasticform factors.They also havetheim portantbene�t

ofbeing experim entalobservablesatQ 2 = 0.

The com putation oftransition form factors proceeds as for elastic form factors,with

the exception thatthe currentiscoupled to allquarks. Lorentz decom positionsand quark

m odelexpressionsforavariety oftransitionsarepresented in App.B.Them appingbetween

three-m om entum and Q 2 isslightly di�erentin the case oftransition form factors. In the

Breitfram ethisis

j~qj2 = Q
2 +

(m 2
2
� m2

1
)2

Q 2 + 2m 2
1 + 2m 2

2

; (5.3)

whilein theinitialrestfram eitis

j~qj2 =
Q 4 + 2Q 2(m 2

1 + m 2
2)+ (m 2

1 � m22)
2

4m 2
1

: (5.4)

An analogousresultholdsforthe�nalrestfram em apping.

Com puted form factorsarecom pared to thelatticecalculationsofRef.[108]and exper-

im ent(whereavailable)in Figs.22 to 27.Experim entalm easurem ents(denoted by squares

in the �gures) have been determ ined asfollows: ForJ= ! �c CrystalBarrel[121]m ea-

sure� = 1:14� 0:33 keV.Anotherestim ate ofthisratem ay beobtained by com bining the

Bellem easurem ent[122]of�(�c ! ��)with therateforJ= ! �c ! �� reported in the
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Figure 22: Form Factor F(Q 2) for J= ! �c. Experim entalpoints are indicated with

squares.

PDG[89]. One obtains�(J= ! �c)= 2:9� 1:5 keV[108]. Both these data are displayed

in Fig.22.

Two experim entalpoints for�c0 ! J=  are displayed in Fig. 23. These correspond

to the PDG value �(� c0 ! J= ) = 115� 14 keV and a recent result from CLEO[123]:

�(� c0 ! J= )= 204� 31 keV.

Finally,theexperim entalpointsfortheE 1 and M 2 �c1 ! J=  m ultipoles(Fig.27)are

determ ined from thedecay ratereported in thePDG and theratio M 2=E 1 = 0:002� 0:032

determ ined by E835[124].

Overallthe agreem ent between the m odel,lattice,and experim ent is im pressive. The

exception istheE 1 m ultipolefor�c1 ! J= .W ehaveno explanation forthisdiscrepancy.

Notethatthequenched latticeand quark m odelboth neglectcouplingtohigherFock states,
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whichcoulda�ecttheobservables.Theagreem entwithexperim entindicatesthatsuch e�ects

aresm all(orcan bee�ectively subsum ed intoquark m odelparam etersand thelatticescale),

therebyjustifyingtheuseofthequenched approxim ation and thesim plevalencequarkm odel

when applied to theseobservables.

Predictionsforexcited stateform factorsaresim pletoobtain in thequark m odel(in con-

trasttolatticegaugetheory,whereisolatingexcited statesiscom putationally di�cult).Two

exam plesarepresented in Fig.28.Theagreem entwith experim ent(squares)isacceptable.
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5.2 ELEC T R O W EA K FO R M -FA C T O R S

Electroweak form -factorsarem easurableexperim entally fora variety ofprocesses,so study-

ing them in a particularm odelcan help greatly in im proving them odeland learning about

its applicability. In this section we present the results ofour calculations ofelectroweak

transition form -factors and com pare them to the experim ent (if available) and to other

m odelcalculations.The detailsofthederivation oftheexpressionsfortheform -factorsare

presented in theAppendix C.

Resultsforthedependenceoftheform -factorson them om entum transferfor �B 0 ! D +

and �B 0 ! D � + decays are presented in the �gures29-34. In the ISGW m odelSHO wave

functionsareused asan approxim ation forthem eson wavefunctions,and an arti�cialfactor

� = 0:7 isintroduced (j~qj! j~qj=�).Theform ulaeforthism odelaretaken from theirpaper

[32].

Resultsforthe form -factorsofthe transitionsto the excited states �B 0 ! D + (2S)and

�B 0 ! D � +(2S)are presented in the �gures35-40. Asexpected,forthe transitionsto the

excited states,form -factorsfordi�erentm odelsofthepotentialarem oredi�erentfrom each

otherthan forground statetransitions.Ithappensm ostly becausethewavefunctionsstart

to di�er m ore between the m odels as we go to the higher states. Also,in the SHO and

ISGW m odels the pseudoscalar and vector m eson wave functions are the sam e,while the

Coulom b+linear+hyper�nepotentialm odelhasa spin-dependentterm thatcan distinguish

between them ,and di�erencebecom eseven largerfortheexcited states.And asweconsider

transitionsto the excited vectorm eson statesitbecom esvery im portantto take thatspin

dependence into account asone could see from ourresults forthe form -factors: SHO and

ISGW m odelform -factors are signi�cantly di�erent from the Coulom b+linear+hyper�ne

potentialm odel.

Resultsforthepseudoscalarto scalarm eson transition form -factorsarepresented in the

�gures41and 42.Theform -factorswith thefullrelativisticexpressionsofthequark spinors

taken into accountare quite di�erentfrom the com pletely nonrelativistic m odelresults,so

weconcludethattherelativisticcorrectionscan besigni�cant.

To com pareto theexperim entaldata presented in [105]wehaveto calculateFV (w)(for
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�B 0 ! D + ),FA (w)and F �
V (w)(for

�B 0 ! D � +)which are de�ned by (these are decom po-

sitions ofthe m atrix elem ents in the heavy quark lim it,so they are not the m ost general

expressions):

V
� = hD (v0)jV �jB (v)i =

p
M 1M 2FV (w)(v+ v

0)�;

A
� = hD �(v0;�)jA�jB (v)i =

p
M 1M 2FA(w)

h

(��)
�
(1+ v� v

0)� �
� � v(v0)�

i

;

(V �)� = hD �(v0;�)jV�jB (v)i = � i
p
M 1M 2F

�
V (w)�

����
�
�
�v�v

0
�: (5.5)

wherev = P1=M 1;v
0= P2=M 2 and

w =
P1 � P2

M 1M 2

=
M 2

1 + M 2
2 + q2

2M 1M 2

: (5.6)

In theB (v)restfram ewehave:

V
0 =

p
M 1M 2FV (w)

�

1+
E 2

M 2

�

;

~V = ~q

r
M 1

M 2

FV (w);

A
0 =

8
<

:

0 if M V = � 1;

j~qj

q
M 1

M 2
FA (w) if M V = 0;

~A =

8
<

:

p
M 1M 2FA(w)

�

1+ E 2

M 2

�

~�� if M V = � 1;

p
M 1M 2FA(w)

�

1+ E 2

M 2

�

êz if M V = 0;

(V �)0 = 0;

~V
� = j~qj

r
M 1

M 2

F
�
V (w)M V~�

�
: (5.7)
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Now therearetwo di�erentexpressionsforFV (w)and FA(w)form -factors(onefrom the

zero com ponentofthem atrix elem entand onefrom thevectorcom ponents):

FV (w)0 =

r
M 2

M 1

V 0

M 2 + E 2

;

FV (w)vec =

r
M 2

M 1

~V � ~q

j~qj2
;

FA(w)0 =

r
M 2

M 1

A 0

j~qj
; M V = 0;

FA(w)vec =

8
<

:

q
M 2

M 1

~A �~�

M 2+ E 2
; M V = � 1;

q
M 2

M 1

~A � êz
M 2+ E 2

; M V = 0;

F
�
V (w)vec = M V

r
M 2

M 1

~V � � ~�

j~qj
: (5.8)

The two expressionsforeach ofthe form -factorsFV (w)and FA(w)should beequivalentto

each otherifourm odeliscovariantand theheavy quark approxim ation isgood enough.

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation forSHO wave functions:

FV (w)0 = e
� q2�2=4�2

;

FV (w)vec = e
� q2�2=4�2

M 2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

;

FA(w)0 = e
� q2�2=4�2

M 2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

;

FA(w)vec = e
� q2�2=4�2

;

F
�
V (w)vec = e

� q2�2=4�2
M 2

�
1

m 2

+
�

2

�
1

m 1

�
1

m 2

��

: (5.9)

Itfollowsfrom the form ulasabove thatFV (w)0 = FV (w)vec and FA(w)0 = FA(w)vec ifthe

heavy quark lim itissatis�ed: �m 1 � m 1; �m 2 � m 2 and M 2 � m2.

TheresultsofourcalculationsofFV (w)and FA (w)fordi�erentm odelsofthepotentials

are com pared to the experim entaldata in �gures 43 and 44. Coulom b+linear+hyper�ne

interaction potentialm odelworksbetterforboth FV (w)and FA (w)asexpected.Also from

FA(w)resultsitisobviousthattaking into accountrelativisticcorrectionsforquark spinors

isim portantforconsistency with theexperim entaldata.

OurresultsforF �
V (w)arepresented in �gure45.
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W e also want to com pare our results to the heavy quark sym m etry calculations. In

thiscontexth� (w)form -factorsare introduced forP1(
1S0)! P2(

1S0)transition which are

related to thepreviously calculated form -factors:

h� (w) =
M 1 � M2

2
p
M 1M 2

f+ (Q
2)+

M 1 � M2

2
p
M 1M 2

f� (Q
2): (5.10)

Ourcalculationsgive:

h� (w)=
1

2
p
M 1M 2

 

V
0 � (E2 � M2)

~V � ~q

j~qj2

!

: (5.11)

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation forSHO wave functions:

h+ (w) = e
� q2�2=4�2

; (5.12)

h� (w) = e
� q2�2=4�2

�

1� M2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

���

: (5.13)

In thelim itofin�nitely heavy quark itfollowsfrom theheavy quark sym m etry that:

h+ (w) = �(w); (5.14)

h� (w) = 0; (5.15)

where�(w)istheIsgur-W isefunction.

Ourresultsforh(w)form -factorsfor �B 0 ! D + are presented in �gures46-47. Forall

ourcalculationsh+ (1)� 1 justasitissupposed to be in the heavy quark lim it. h� (w)is

consistentwith zero in ourcalculationsusing Coulom b + linear+ hyper�ne potentialbut

notSHO potential.In sum m ary,ourcalculationsareconsistentwith theheavy quark EFT

calculationsoftheform -factorsforB ! D decays.

Theresultsforh(w)form -factorsfor �D 0 ! K + arepresented in �gures48-49.Again we

geth+ (1)� 1 forallthe m odels. Buth� (w)issigni�cantly farfrom zero forCoulom b +

linear+ hyper�ne potentialm odel,which m eansthat�nitem asscorrectionsareim portant

for this case (as was expected since K consists oflight quarks). It is interesting to note

thatforSHO and ISGW m odelsh� (w)isquite close to zero forD ! K transitionswhile

beingsigni�cantly di�erentfrom zeroforB ! D transitions,and itshould beoppositesince

B m esons should be closer to the heavy quark lim it than K m esons. It m eans that SHO
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potentialis not very good approxim ation for the quark interaction since the form -factors

calculated with SHO potentialdon’tapproach heavy quark lim itbehaviorasthey should.

In theheavy quark sym m etry lim itthem atrix elem entsforP(1S0)! V (3S1)transition

could bewritten as[127]:

V
� = hV (~PV )j�q

�
qjP(~PP )i= i

p
m P m V �

����
�
�
�
M V

�

�
v
0
�v��(w); (5.16)

A
� = hV (~PV )j�q

�

5
qjP(~PP)i=

p
m P m V

��
�
�
M V

��
(v� v

0+ 1)� v
0�
�
�
�
M V

� v
��
�(w):

Com paring (C.24)with (5.16)one�ndsthat

lim
m ! 1

hg(w) = lim
m ! 1

�
2
p
m P m V g(Q

2)
	
= �(w);

lim
m ! 1

hf(w) = lim
m ! 1

�
f(Q 2)

2
p
m V m P

�

= �(w);

lim
m ! 1

ha� (w) = lim
m ! 1

�
�
p
m P m V

�
a+ (Q

2)� a� (Q
2)
�	

= �(w);

lim
m ! 1

ha+ (w) = lim
m ! 1

�
a+ (Q

2)+ a� (Q
2)
	
= 0: (5.17)

Ourresultsforhg(w),hf(w),ha� (w)and ha+ (w)arepresented in �gures50-53.
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6.0 G A M M A -G A M M A T R A N SIT IO N S

In thischapterthe detailsand the resultsofourcalculationsofgam m a-gam m a transition

decay ratesarepresented and discussed.

Thegeneralam plitudefortwo-photon decay ofpseudoscalarquarkonium can bewritten

as

A (�1p1;�2p2)= �
�
�(�1;p1)�

�
�(�2;p2)M

�� (6.1)

with

M
��

P s
= iM P s(p

2

1
;p

2

2
;p1 � p2)�

����
p1�p2�: (6.2)

Thetotaldecay rateisthen �(Ps! )=
m 3

P s

64�
jM P s(0;0)j

2.

Before m oving on to the quark m odelcom putation, it is instructive to evaluate the

am plitude in an e�ective �eld theory that incorporates pseudoscalars,vectors,and vector

m eson dom inance.TherelevantLagrangian density is

L = � iQmV fV V�A
� �

1

2
QF

(V )
�~F��V

�� (6.3)

where ~F �� = 1

2
�����F�� and V

�� = @�V � � @�V �,Q isthechargeofthequark 1.Evaluating

thetransition Ps!  yields

M P s(p
2

1
;p

2

2
)=

X

V

m V fV Q
2

�
F (V )(p21)

p2
2
� m2

V

+
F (V )(p22)

p2
1
� m2

V

�

: (6.4)

1The vectorm eson dom inance term isnotgaugeinvariant.W hy thisisnotrelevanthere isdiscussed in

Sect.15 ofRef.[135].
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Hencethepseudoscalardecay rateis

�(Ps! )=
m 3

P sQ
4

16�

 
X

V

fV F
(V )(0)

m V

! 2

: (6.5)

Noticethatthedesired cubicpseudoscalarm assdependenceisachieved in a sim plem anner

in thisapproach (seethediscussion in section 2.3.4).

The application ofthisform ula iscom plicated by well-known am biguitiesin the vector

m eson dom inance m odel(nam ely,is p2V = m 2

V or zero?). The tim e ordered perturbation

theory ofthequark m odelsu�ersnosuch am biguity (although,ofcourse,itisnotcovariant)

and it is expedient to use the quark m odelto resolve the am biguity. W e thus choose to

evaluate the form factoratthe kinem aticalpointj~qj= m P s=2,appropriate to Ps !  in

thepseudoscalarrestfram e.ApplyingEq.5.4tothevirtualprocess�c ! J=  then im plies

thattheargum entoftheform factorshould beQ 2 = 2:01 GeV 2.

A sim pleestim ateoftheratefor�c !  can now beobtained from Eq.6.5,fJ= � 0:4

GeV,and F (V )(Q 2 = 2 GeV 2)� 0:7 GeV� 1 (Fig.22).Theresultis�(�c ! )� 7:1 keV,

in reasonableagreem entwith experim ent.

Finally,the predicted form ofthe two-photon �c form factor is shown in Fig. 54 in

the case that one photon is on-shell. The result is a slightly distorted m onopole (due to

vectorresonancesand the background term in Eq. 6.4)thatdisagreesstrongly with naive

factorization results. Thisprediction have been successfully tested by lattice com putations

[136],and this leads us to the conclusion that the factorization m odelshould be strongly

refuted.

As m otivated above, the m icroscopic description ofthe �c two-photon decay is best

evaluated in bound statetim eordered perturbation theory.Thusonehas

A N R =
X

;V

h(�1;p1)(�2;p2)jH j;Vih;VjH jPsi

(m P s � EV)
(6.6)

Thesecond possibletim eorderingrequiresan extravertex toperm itthetransition hPs;V ji

and hence ishigherorderin the Fock space expansion. Thusthe second tim e ordering has

been neglected in Eq.6.6.

Theam plitudescan bewritten in term softherelativisticdecom positionsoftheprevious
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2
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2
= 0)for�c ! .

sections.Oneobtainstheon-shellam plitude

M P s =
X

V

Q
2

r
m V

E V

fV
F (V )(q)

m P s � EV(q)
: (6.7)

W e choose to labelthe m om entum dependence with the nonrelativistic q = j~qjin these

expressions 2.

The totalwidth is evaluated by sum m ing over interm ediate states, integrating, and

sym m etrizing appropriately.Form factorsand decay constantsarecom puted asdescribed in

theprecedingsections.Asargued above,form factorsareevaluated atthepointj~qj= m P s=2.

Table 20 shows the rapid convergence ofthe am plitude in the vector principle quantum

2The naive application ofthe m ethod advocated here to light quarks willfail. In this case the axial

anom aly requiresthatM P s =
i�

�f�
,which isclearly atodds with Eq. 6.7. The resolution ofthis problem

requires a form alism capable ofincorporating the e�ects ofdynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking,such as

described in Refs.[45,137].
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num ber n for the quantity 4
p
2

Q
p
m �c

A + + . Surprisingly,convergence is not so fast for the �

system and carem ustbetaken in thiscase.

Table20:Am plitudefor�c !  (10� 3 GeV � 1).

n BGS BGS log

1 -211 -141

2 -34 -30

3 -10 -10

Table 21 presents the com puted widths forthe �c,�
0
c,�

00
c and �c0 m esons in a variety

ofm odels. The second and third colum nscom pare the predictionsofthe BGS m odelwith

and without a running coupling. Use ofthe running coupling reduces the predictions by

approxim ately a factor oftwo,bringing the m odelinto good agreem ent with experim ent.

This is due,in large part,to the m ore accurate vector decay constants provided by the

BGS+logm odel.In com parison,theresultsofGodfreyand Isgur(labeled GI),which rely on

naive factorization supplem ented with the ad hoc pseudoscalarm assdependence discussed

above,does not fare so wellfor the excited �c transition rate. Sim ilarly a com putation

using heavy quark spin sym m etry (labeled HQ) �nds a large �0c rate. Colum ns 6 and 7

presentresultscom puted in the factorization approach with nonrelativistic and relativistic

wavefunctions respectively. Colum n 8 (M unz) also uses factorization but com putes with

the Bethe-Salpeterform alism . The m odelofcolum n 9 (CW V)em ploysfactorization with

wavefunctions determ ined by a two-body Dirac equation. W ith the exception ofthe last

m odel,itappearsthatm odelvariation in factorization approachescan accom m odatesom e,

butneverall,oftheexperim entaldata,in contrastto the bound state perturbation theory

result.However,m oreand betterdata arerequired beforethisconclusion can be�rm .The

experim entalrate for�0c isobtained from Ref. [125]and assum esthatB r(�c ! K SK �)=

B r(�0c ! K SK �). Thisassum ption issupported by the m easured ratesforB ! K �c and

K �0c asexplained in Ref. [126]. Ourpredictionsforthe bottom onia are presented in Table

22.
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Table21:Charm onium Two-photon Decay Rates(keV).ForBGS log m odel�= 0:25 GeV.

process BGS BGS log G&I[77] HQ[128] A&B[129] EFG[130] M unz[131] CW V[133] Experim ent

�c !  14.2 7.18 6.76 7.46 4.8 5.5 3.5(4) 6.18 7:44� 2:8

�0c !  2.59 1.71 4.84 4.1 3.7 1.8 1.4(3) 1.95 1:3� 0:6

�00c !  1.78 1.21 { { { { 0.94(23) { {

�c0 !  5.77 3.28 { { { 2.9 1.39(16) 3.34 2:63� 0:5
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Table22:Bottom onium Two-photon Decay Rates(keV).ForBGS logm odel�= 0:25GeV.

process BGS BGS log G&I[77] M unz[131] HQ[134] A&B[129] EFG[130] Experim ent

�b !  0.45 0.23 0.38 0.22(0.04) 0.56 0.17 0.35 {

�0b !  0.11 0.07 { 0.11(0.02) 0.27 { 0.15 {

�00b !  0.063 0.040 { 0.084(0.012) 0.21 { 0.10 {

�b0 !  0.126 0.075 { 0.024(0.003) { { 0.038 {
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7.0 R A D IAT IV E T R A N SIT IO N S

M eson and baryon radiative transitions deserve a lotofinvestigation since they are easily

produced and the transition operator is very wellknown. Since they belong to the non-

perturbative regim e ofQCD they cannot be described from the �rst principles. One of

the theories which had a num ber ofsuccesses in describing nonperturbative part ofQCD

isthe constituentquark m odel. In particular,quark m odelswork quite wellforthe m eson

spectrum ,aswasdem onstrated in Chapter3. Butone needsto considerotherobservables

(such aselectrom agnetic transitions)since very di�erentpotentialscan lead to the sim ilar

m assspectra.Radiative transitionsbetween variousm esonsare very sensitive to the inter-

quark potential,and can provide signi�cant help in testing various m eson potentials and

wavefunctionsand show uswaysto im provethem odels.

In dealing with radiative transitions som e typicalapproxim ations are usually in use.

Som eofthem areim pulse approxim ation,dipoleapproxim ation forE1 transitions[90,142,

143],long wave length approxim ation [142,90,143],non relativistic approxim ation [65,90,

140].Also sphericalharm onicoscillator(SHO)wave functionsarewidely used to represent

them eson wavefunctions[138].And alm ostin allthecasesthestudy ofradiativetransitions

isperform ed only fortheparticularsectorofm eson spectra (forexam pleonly heavy oronly

lightm esons)[141,142,143,144].

M ost ofthese approxim ations are taken from atom ic and nuclear physics where they

describe radiative transitionsratherwell.Butwhen applied to m esonsthey arenotalways

justi�ed. For exam ple,long wave length approxim ation is de�ned by condition kR � 1

wherek isthephoton m om entum ,and R isthesizeofthesource.Forthem eson radiative

transitionstypically k = 0:1� 0:5 GeV and R = 0:5� 1 fm = 2:5� 5 GeV� 1 so thatthe

long wave length condition is not always true. Also the long wave length approxim ation
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leadsto neglecting the recoilofthe �nalm eson,and in reality the m om entum ofthe �nal

m eson is often com parable to its m ass. W e conclude that not only recoilshould not be

neglected but the nonrelativistic approxim ation is not suitable in this case. To preserve

gauge invariance both transition operatorand m eson wave functionsshould be relativistic.

Som eattem ptshavebeen m adeto taketherelativistice�ectsin radiativem eson transitions

into accountbutotherapproxim ationshavebeen used which can havea largere�ecton the

result[142,65,77,139].

The m otivation forthiswork wasto perform a detailed study ofm eson radiative tran-

sitionsand investigate the e�ectsofdi�erentapproxim ationsin thequark m odel.W e used

wave functions calculated from the realistic potentials aswellasSHO wave functions (for

com parison).Relativistic correctionsin thetransition operatoraswellasin thewave func-

tionshavebeen taken into account.Higherorderdiagram s(beyond im pulseapproxim ation)

have been estim ated. Decays rates have been calculated for allthe transitions for which

experim entaldata areavailablefrom theParticleData Group book.

7.1 IM PU LSE A PPR O X IM AT IO N

7.1.1 N onrelativistic constituent quark m odel

In Tables 23,24 and 25 results calculated in the nonrelativistic potentialm odelfor SHO

(’Gaussian’) and realistic Couolom b+linear+hyper�ne potentials are presented for c�c,b�b

and light m esons. Radiative decay rates have been determ ined for both nonrelativistic

approxim ation and fullrelativistic expressionsofquark spinors(‘nonrel’and ‘rel’colum ns)

in the im pulse approxim ation. Detailed description ofour m ethod and form ulae for the

decay ratesarepresented in section 2.3.2.

From theresultsin thetables23 and 24 onecan conclude thatc�c,and even b�b,m esons

should notbe considered nonrelativistically asrelativistic correctionsjustin the transition

operatorm akeabigdi�erenceforthedecay rate.Takingintoaccountrelativisticcorrections

in thewavefunctionswillchangetheresultseven m ore.
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Table23:c�cm eson radiativedecay rates(keV)

SHO Coulom b+linear Experim ent

(M eV) nonrel rel nonrel rel PDG [103]

J= ! �c 115 2.85 2.52 2.82 2.11 1:21� 0:41

�C 0 ! J= 303 194 167 349 276 135� 21

�C 1 ! J= 389 221 193 422 325 317� 36

�C 2 ! J= 430 137 114 352 260 416� 46

	(2S)! �c 639 5.95 3.21 8.15 1.41 0:88� 0:17

	(2S)! � C 0 261 23.4 16.8 13.6 7.0 31:0� 2:6

	(2S)! � C 1 171 54.5 40.3 36.0 20.4 29:3� 2:5

	(2S)! � C 2 128 77.4 59.2 55.4 33.8 27:3� 2:5

hc ! �c 496 189 162 497 363 seen

Also,ourresultsshow thatinter-quark potentialhasa considerable e�ecton the decay

rates,seeforexam ple�c0 ! J= forSHO and Coulom b+linearpotentials.

In each case,forsom eofthetransitionstheresultsshow agreem entwith theexperim ent

while forthe othertransitionsthey are faro�. Thisshowsthe im portance ofstudying the

wholerangeofdi�erentm esonsand quark-interquark potentialsand alsogivesusahintthat

som eim portante�ectsm ightbem issing in a nonrelativisticquark m odel.
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Table 24: b�b-m eson radiative decay rates(keV).Param eters�tted to known bottom onium

spectrum areem ployed (seesection 3.2).

SHO Coulom b+linear Experim ent

(M eV) nonrel rel nonrel rel PDG [103]

�b0(1P)! �(1S) 391 11.2 10.9 33.7 30.8 seen

�b1(1P)! �(1S) 423 10.7 10.4 35.2 32.1 seen

�b2(1P)! �(1S) 442 7.79 7.53 33.5 30.3 seen

�(2S)! �b(1S) 559 0.028 0.020 0.005 0.001 < 0:016

�(2S)! � b0(1P) 162 0.77 0.73 0.54 0.43 1:22� 0:24

�(2S)! � b1(1P) 130 1.98 1.87 1.45 1.17 2:21� 0:32

�(2S)! � b2(1P) 110 3.02 2.87 2.37 1.95 2:29� 0:31

�b0(2P)! �(2S) 207 8.47 8.00 16.0 14.2 seen

�b0(2P)! �(1S) 743 0.24 0.18 13.3 10.6 seen

�b1(2P)! �(2S) 230 9.03 8.50 17.4 15.4 seen

�b1(2P)! �(1S) 764 0.19 0.15 12.8 10.2 seen

�b2(2P)! �(2S) 242 8.53 8.02 17.5 15.4 seen

�b2(2P)! �(1S) 777 0.08 0.07 11.07 8.77 seen

�(3S)! � b0(1P) 484 0.025 0.029 0.196 0.256 0:061� 0:030

�(3S)! � b0(2P) 122 1.16 1.06 0.80 0.64 1:20� 0:24

�(3S)! � b1(2P) 99 3.03 2.77 2.16 1.77 2:97� 0:56

�(3S)! � b2(2P) 86 4.75 4.37 3.54 2.92 3:00� 0:63

�(3S)! �b(1S) 867 0.005 0.003 0.006 0.001 < 0:009

�(3S)! �b(2S) 343 0.006 0.003 0.001 0.000 < 0:013
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Table25:Lightm eson radiativedecay rates(keV).

SHO Coulom b+linear Experim ent

(M eV) nonrel rel nonrel rel PDG [103]

�0 ! �0 376 51.1 20.9 41.6 13.1 87:8� 12:5

�� ! �� 375 50.9 20.9 41.5 13.1 65:9� 7:8

� ! � 195 55.9 26.1 41.7 14.9 43:2� 4:8

w ! �0 380 470. 192. 384. 121. 756� 30

w ! � 200 6.64 3.09 4.97 1.78 4:16� 0:47

�0! �0 165 114. 54.2 84.5 31.2 59:7� 6:7

�0! w 159 11.5 5.51 8.55 3.16 6:15� 1:16

f0(980)! �0 183 518. 233. 591. 256.

f0(980)! w 178 55.8 25.1 63.8 27.6

a0(980)! � 187 59.3 26.6 67.4 29.2

h1 ! a0(980) 171 28.3 10.5 28.4 10.4

h1 ! f0(980) 175 3.35 1.24 3.36 1.22

h1 ! �0 193 24.2 10.3 42.8 13.0

h1 ! � 457 30.5 11.1 63.9 17.0

h1 ! �0 577 459. 152. 1097. 266.

� ! � 363 43.0 27.1 44.5 21.4 55:4� 1:7

b1 ! �� 607 50.5 16.2 124.5 29.5 227� 75

f1(1285)! �0 406 1066. 459. 1216. 489. 1331� 389

a2(1320)! �� 652 324. 144. 93.4 64.4 287� 30
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7.1.2 C oulom b gauge m odel

In Tables26,27and 28resultscalculated in theCoulom b gaugem odelarepresented forc�c,b�b

and lightm esonsand com pared to theexperim entand nonrelativisticpotentialm odel(col-

um n 2).Colum n 3 correspondsto TDA approxim ation and colum n 4 isRPA approxim ation

forthepion wavefunction (fordetailson Coulom b gaugem odelseesection 2.1.2).

One can see a rem arkable im provem ent in ourresultforthe transitionsinvolving pion

� ! � and w ! � asweconsiderpion in RPA approxim ation oftherelativisticm odel.

Let us also point out better agreem ent with experim ent for som e ofthe decays ofb�b

m esonsin the relativistic m odel. Itisquite unexpected to observe such a big di�erence in

thedecay ratescalculated in nonrelativisticand relativisticm odelsforb�bm esonsasthey are

usually considered heavy. W e conclude thatrelativistic correctionsand m any-body e�ects

areim portanteven forb�bm esons.

For c�c m esons we would like to point out that our results for Coulom b gauge m odel

di�ersubstantially from nonrelativistic potentialm odelresults,forsom e ofthe transitions

agreem entwith experim entisbetterand forsom eitisworse.Theconclusion isthate�ects

taken into accountin Coulom b gaugem odelareim portantand requireadditionalstudy.

Table26:c�c-m eson radiativedecay rates(keV)

Coulom b+Linear Coulom b gauge Experim ent

potential TDA PDG [103]

J= ! �c 2.11 4.15 1:21� 0:41

�C 0 ! J= 276 358 135� 21

�C 1 ! J= 325 412 317� 36

�C 2 ! J= 260 278 416� 46

	(2S)! �c 1.41 0.92 0:88� 0:17

	(2S)! � C 0 7.0 33.9 31:0� 2:6

	(2S)! � C 1 20.4 67.8 29:3� 2:5

	(2S)! � C 2 33.8 77.0 27:3� 2:5

121



Table27:b�b-m eson radiativedecay rates(keV)

Coulom b+Linear Coulom b gauge Experim ent

potential TDA PDG [103]

�b0(1P)! �(1S) 30.8 26.9 seen

�b1(1P)! �(1S) 32.1 27.0 seen

�b2(1P)! �(1S) 30.3 23.6 seen

�(2S)! � b0(1P) 0.43 1.27 1:22� 0:24

�(2S)! � b1(1P) 1.17 3.09 2:21� 0:32

�(2S)! � b2(1P) 1.95 4.16 2:29� 0:31

�b0(2P)! �(2S) 14.2 15.4 seen

�b0(2P)! �(1S) 10.6 2.19 seen

�b1(2P)! �(2S) 15.4 16.8 seen

�b1(2P)! �(1S) 10.2 2.34 seen

�b2(2P)! �(2S) 15.4 16.5 seen

�b2(2P)! �(1S) 8.77 1.91 seen

�(3S)! � b0(2P) 0.64 1.72 1:20� 0:24

�(3S)! � b1(2P) 1.77 4.05 2:97� 0:56

�(3S)! � b2(2P) 2.92 5.82 3:00� 0:63
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Table28: Lightm eson radiativedecay rates(keV)

Coulom b+Linear Coulom b gauge Experim ent

potential TDA RPA PDG [103]

�0 ! �0 13.0 39.3 85.3 87:8� 12:5

�� ! �� 13.0 39.3 85.3 65:9� 7:8

� ! � 14.2 95.5 43:2� 4:8

w ! �0 121. 356. 771. 756� 30

w ! � 1.77 11.1 4:16� 0:47

�0! �0 33.4 220. 59:7� 6:7

�0! w 3.18 22.7 6:15� 1:16

f0(980)! �0 263. 583.

f0(980)! w 27.7 62.3

a0(980)! � 29.8 66.6

h1 ! a0(980) 11.3 31.6

h1 ! f0(980) 1.33 3.69

h1 ! �0 13.1 14.9

h1 ! � 17.0 10.6

h1 ! �0 267. 121. 173.

b1 ! �� 29.8 264. 508. 227� 75

f1(1285)! �0 492. 823. 1331� 389

a2 ! �� 63.4 275. 549. 287� 30
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7.2 H IG H ER O R D ER D IA G R A M S

W e would now like to estim ate the e�ectofhigherorderdiagram son radiative transitions

(see section 2.3.3 for de�nition and description ofhigher order diagram s). W e choose to

describe them in the tim e-ordered bound state perturbation theory. As an exam ple we

considerradiativetransition ofc�cvectorm eson J= to pseudoscalarm eson �c.

In ourapproach im pulse approxim ation isconsidered the leading orderin perturbation

theory. The higher order term s take into account the possibility ofquark-antiquark pair

creation (forexam ple,through 3P0 m odel)and could bewritten as:

A H O =
X

V

h�cjH jV;�cihV;�cjH jJ= i

m J= � EV �c
+
X

S

h�cjH jS;�c;ihS;�c;jH jJ= i

m J= � ES�c
: (7.1)

Thetwo term sin 7.1 describe di�erenttim e-orderingsof3P0 and electrom agnetic inter-

actionsand correspond to the two diagram sin Fig. 10. Here we would like to analyze the

�rstdiagram ;thesecond diagram could becalculated in a com pletely analogousway.

The�rstdiagram shastwo stages:

1.J= decaysinto �c and som eotherinterm ediatestatem eson V .Thiscorrespondsto the

m atrix elem entshV;�cjH jJ= ioftheaboveform ula.

2.Interm ediatestatem esonV transform sintothephoton,whichcorrespondstoh�cjH jV;�ci.

To calculate the am plitude ofthe process in perturbation theory we m ultiply the am -

plitudes oftwo parts ofthe transition and then divide by the energy denom inator. The

energy denom inatoristhe energy di�erence between the initialstate m eson J= in itsrest

fram e and the interm ediate state consisting of�c and V . W e also have to sum overallthe

interm ediatebound statesV which could beform ed.Sincein thesecond partoftheprocess

m eson V transform sitselfinto thephoton,itm usthave thesam equantum num bersasthe

photon (S=1,L=0).Only vectorm esonshavethissetofquantum num bers,so wesum over

allpossible vectorm esonsin the interm ediate state. In case ofc�cm esonsthese are ground

stateJ= and allitsexcited states.
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The am plitudesforthe �rstpartofthe diagram have been estim ated in the 3P0 m odel

using SHO wavefunctions.In thiscasethey can becalculated analytically:

hJ= ;�cjH 3P0jJ= i = 

�
4�

�2

� 3=4
16q

27
e
� q2=12�2

h 0
;�cjH 3P0jJ= i = 

�
4�

�2

� 3=4
32
p
6q

243

�

1�
q2

12�2

�

e
� q2=12�2

; (7.2)

h 00
;�cjH 3P0jJ= i = 

�
4�

�2

� 3=4
8
p
30q

729

�

1�
4q2

15�2
+

q4

180�4

�

e
� q2=12�2

:

for the �rst three excitations ofthe interm ediate vector m eson state. Here q = j~qjis the

m agnitude ofthe vectorm eson (and photon)m om entum ,� isa param eterforSHO wave

functions.

To �nd x forthe am plitudesabove we �rstneed to �nd the interm ediate vectorm eson

m om entum ~q from theenergy conservation law forthewholeprocess:

E J= = E � + E :

In the initialstate m eson rest fram e: E J= = m J= ,E  = j~qj,E � =

q

m 2
� + j~qj2,and

then:

j~qj=
m 2

J= 
� m2�

2m J= 

� 0:115GeV:

Thevaluesoftheparam etersforc�c-m esonsare: = 0:35,� = 0:378GeV forc�c-m esons[78],

then x � 0:305 (wealso take~x kO Z),and theam plitudesof(7.2)are:

hJ= ;�cjH 3P0jJ= i � 0:681 GeV� 1=2;

h 0
;�cjH 3P0jJ= i � 0:368 GeV� 1=2;

h 00
;�cjH 3P0jJ= i � 0:067 GeV� 1=2: (7.3)

The am plitude ofsecond part ofthe process,transform ation ofthe vector m eson into

thephoton,isproportionalto thevectorm eson decay constant(asitwasde�ned in Section

2.3.1):

h�cjH jV;�ci=
eQ q
p
2m V

(���)�
p
2q

h0j�	 �	jV i=
eQ q

2

r
m V

q
fV �

�

V
(���)� =

eQ q

2

r
m V

q
fV ��V

(7.4)
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where��� and �V arethephoton and vectorm eson polarization vectors.

To estim ate the higherorderdiagram we take the experim entalvaluesof decay con-

stants:

fJ= = 0:411 GeV;

f 0 = 0:279 GeV;

f 00 = 0:174 GeV:

Then the�rsthigherorderdiagram is(the�rstterm ofeqn.7.1):

A H O 1 = A
(0)

H O 1
(1+ a

0+ a
00+ :::) (7.5)

whereA (0) correspondsto theground statevectorm eson (J= )in theinterm ediate state:

A
(0)

H O 1
=
h�cjH jJ= ;�cihJ= ;�cjH jJ= i

m J= � EJ= �c
� 0:049 GeV� 1=2 (7.6)

and thecoe�cientsare:

a
0=

h�cjH j 
0;�ci

h�cjH jJ= ;�ci

h 0;�cjH jJ= i

hJ= ;�cjH jJ= i

m J= � EJ= �c

m J= � E 0�c

� 0:334;

a
00=

h�cjH j 
00;�ci

h�cjH jJ= ;�ci

h 00;�cjH jJ= i

hJ= ;�cjH jJ= i

m J= � EJ= �c

m J= � E 00�c

� 0:036;

::: (7.7)

Onecan see thatthesum in (7.5)convergesratherfast,m ostly becauseofthedecrease

in thedecay constantsand increasein theenergy denom inatorfortheexcited states.So we

have:

A H O 1 � A
(0)

H O 1
(1+ 0:334+ 0:036)= 1:37A

(0)

H O 1
� 0:067 GeV� 1=2: (7.8)

To com pare to theleading orderdiagram (im pulse approxim ation)we need to com pute

higherorderam plitudein therelativisticconvention:

A
(rel)

H O 1
=
p
2m J= 

p
2E �

p
2qA H O 1 = 0:197 GeV: (7.9)
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Thevalueoftheleading orderdiagram is(seeeqn.(2.57)):

A im p = j~qj
p
M 1E 2

eQ q + eQ �q

m q

e
� q2=16�2 � 0:095 GeV: (7.10)

W e conclude thathigherorderdiagram scan bevery signi�cant(ourestim ated value is

largerthan theim pulseapproxim ation am plitude)and should bestudied further.
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8.0 SU M M A RY

An investigation ofm eson propertiesin constituentquark m odelshasbeen reported in the

presentdissertation. The m ain goalofthiswork wasto study the lim itsofapplicability of

quark m odels,and generatepossibleim provem ents.Typicalapproxim ations,widely used in

thistypeofm odels,arealso analyzed.

The�rstchaptercontainsgeneralintroduction toQCD and itsm ostim portantproperties

including asym ptoticfreedom ,con�nem entand dynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking.

Therestofthedissertation isdivided into two m ain parts:‘Theory’part(Chapter2),in

which the detailed description ofourapproach isgiven,and ‘Applications’part(Chapters

3,4,5,6,7),in which ourresultsarepresented and discussed.

Chapter 2 explains the theory necessary for understanding our approach. First,the

nonrelativistic constituent quark m odelfor m esons is introduced. In this m odela m eson

is approxim ated as a bound state ofa quark and an antiquark,and the presence ofthe

gluon isonly taken into accountthrough itse�ecton theinstantaneousinteraction potential

between them eson constituents.Thebasicpotentialforquark-antiquark interaction consists

ofthreeterm s:Coulom b term ism otivated by one-gluon exchange,linearterm representsa

phenom enologicalm odelforcolorcon�nem entand ahyper�neterm isspin dependent.This

m odelofthe potentialcan describe the heavy m eson spectrum with greataccuracy,which

m eansthatitcontainsallthe featuresim portantforthe m asses ofthe low lying statesof

heavy m esons. However,aswe m ove away from heavy m eson spectroscopy to study other

m esonsorotherm eson properties,the ‘Coulom b+linear’potentialhasto be m odi�ed asit

isnotpowerfulenough.

W esuggesttwo m ain m odi�cationsofthepotential,which wereinspired by fundam ental

QCD properties and then veri�ed by the experim ent. The �rst is m aking the interaction
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potentialm orepowerfulin explainingcom plicated spin structureofhadronsby addingterm s

calculated in perturbation theory with one-loop correctionsincluded.Thesecond m odi�ca-

tion isincluding m om entum -dependence ofthe QCD coupling in the Coulom b term ofthe

potential.

The �rst m odi�cation was m otivated by the puzzling heavy-light m eson spectroscopy

which hasbeen discovered in thelastfew yearsand generated a lotofinteresting ideasand

new exotic m odels. Untilnow,however,no m odelhas been successfulin giving com plete

explanationofthephenom ena.Ithasbeenshown,inparticular,thatm assesofsom eparticles

detected do not�tin thecanonicalpictureofnonrelativisticconstituentquark m odel,with

the usual‘Coulom b+linear’potential. W e suggest that the problem s in explaining new

states do not necessarily need new approach but could be solved within the naive m odel

by including spin-dependent term s in the potential. These term s have been calculated in

perturbation theory with one-loop correctionsincluded.Itisdem onstrated thatthey do not

destroy theagreem entofexperim entally known charm onium and bottom onium spectra but

can beespecially im portantform esonswith unequalquark m asses.W eshow thatthesetof

param etersfortheim proved potentialcan befound to reproducethem assesofthepuzzling

P-waveheavy-lightm eson statesin Chapter3 on Spectroscopy.

Second m odi�cation ofthepotential(taking into accountthem om entum dependenceof

thecoupling)hasbeen inspired by thefundam entalproperty ofasym ptoticfreedom in QCD.

According to thisproperty,forlarge energy scalesthe interaction between a quark and an

antiquarkbecom esweakerastheexchangem om entum increases(ordistancebetween aquark

and an antiquark decreases),and this is not taken into account in the ‘Coulom b+linear’

potential. The fact that this naive expression works so wellto explain the heavy m eson

spectroscopy tellsusthatthem om entum dependence ofthepotentialforsm alldistancesis

notparticularly im portantforthe m eson m asses. Ofcourse,itcan be im portantforother

m eson properties.W eshow thatsom eoftheobservablesareverysensitivetotheintroduction

ofrunning coupling,in particular,m eson decay constants and gam m a-gam m a transitions.

W esuggestthatthebehavioroftherunning coupling should im itatetheoneofperturbative

QCD atsm alldistancesand saturate to a phenom enologicalvalue atlarge distances. This

assum ption allowsusto investigate m eson propertiessensitive to thehigh energy scaleand
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explain experim entaldata on charm onium decay constantsand gam m a-gam m a transitions.

W eperform theglobal�toftheparam etersforcharm onium and bottom onium and �nd that,

only ifthe dependence ofrunning coupling on the m om entum scale istaken into account,

experim entalvaluesforthevectorm eson decay constantscan bereproduced.

Even though the constituent quark m odelworks quite wellfor the m eson properties,

it has its lim its. In particular,explanation ofsom e ofthe QCD properties im portant to

thelightm esons,such asdynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking orrelativistic correctionsfor

the wave functions,is not possible in this m odel. Better description can be achieved in

therelativistic approach to them esonsbased on QCD Ham iltonian,which isintroduced in

section 2.1.2. Thisapproach takesinto accountm any-body e�ectsand powerfulenough to

generate the description ofdynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking and the em ergence ofthe

pion asa Goldstoneboson in thetheory.

Next,the m ain points ofour approach to the m eson transitions are introduced. To

describe strong m eson decaysa phenom enological3P0 m odelhave been used.Investigation

ofstrong decaysisnotthem ain goalofthepresentdissertation buttheresultsof3P0 m odel

calculationsareim portantforthestudy ofthee�ectsofpaircreation on theelectrom agnetic

transitions.Forthatreason,a shortintroduction to 3P0 m odelhasbeen presented.

The m ain pointsofourdescription ofelectrom agnetic and electroweak transitionsand

de�nitions are presented in Chapter 2 ‘Theory’. These transitions can provide us with

valuableinform ation on thehadron structuresincethetransition operatorisvery wellknown

and m uch experim entaldata existson the subject. Still,the calculation ofthe observables

iscom plicated enough thatnum erousapproxim ationsarewidely in use,which aretypically

taken from nuclearphysicsand notjusti�ed to use forhadrons. Ourm ain m otivation was

to study the relevance ofthisapproach to hadronsby investigating m eson transitionsboth

with and withoutm aking sim plifying approxim ations.By com paring resultsonecan seethe

im portance ofthe e�ects that have been neglected and relevance ofthe e�ects to certain

m eson properties.

One ofthe approxim ations investigated is the nonrelativistic approxim ation for quark

spinorswhich iswidely used especially forheavy quarks.Theim portantconclusionsisthat

itisnotjusti�ed even fortheheavy quarks,such as‘charm ’and ‘bottom ’.Study ofcharm o-
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nium and bottom onium m eson propertieshavebeen perform ed twice:1)with nonrelativistic

approxim ation for the quark spinors and 2)with fullrelativistic expressions. The results

ofthese two cases are quite di�erent (up to 50% forcharm onium decay constants and up

to 30% for bottom onium ). Relativistic corrections also m ake a di�erence for the m eson

form -factors. Including relativistic correction in our calculations changes the slope ofthe

form -factors.Thesam e changein slopehasbeen generated in ISGW m odelby introducing

thearti�cialfactor�,such thatq! q=�.Thisfactordid nothave any physicalinterpreta-

tion and wasintroduced to achievebetteragreem entwith availableexperim entaldata.Our

study givesa physicalexplanation ofthenecessary changein theslopeoftheform -factoras

thee�ectoftherelativisticcorrections.

The im pulse approxim ation isanothersim pli�cation taken from the nuclearphysics,it

com pletely ignores the possibility ofquark-antiquark pair creation and annihilation. The

description ofthe transitions in this approxim ation includes two diagram s corresponding

to the coupling ofthe externalcurrentto quark and antiquark independently. W e present

the form alism forcalculation ofthem eson electrom agnetic and electroweak form -factorsin

this approxim ation. Our results have been com pared to the quenched lattice results for

charm onium electrom agnetic form -factors,and they are in very good agreem ent. It leads

us to believe thatthe im pulse approxim ation is a good description ofthe electrom agnetic

transitionsforcharm onium .

One would like to study,however,other possible diagram s which appear when we go

beyond theim pulse approxim ation and includethepossibility ofthepaircreation from the

vacuum . Ourdescription ofthese diagram s is presented in section 2.3.3 ofthe Chapter 2

‘Theory’.Quark-antiquark pairsareassum ed toappearfrom thevacuum with 3P0 quantum

num bers(thism odelhasbeen quite successfulforthe description ofstrong m eson decays).

They can interact with the constituents ofthe initialstate m eson and m ight form bound

states,which eventually transform to the�nalstateoftheprocess.Thetim e-ordered bound

stateperturbation theoryisused tocalculatetheam plitudeofthetransition.Ourestim ation

ofthe higher-orderdiagram forJ= ! �c transition gives ratherunexpected result: the

value ofthe am plitude forhigher-orderdiagram islargerthan thatofthe im pulse approx-

im ation am plitude. However,we know thatthe im pulse approxim ation works wellforthe
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charm onium transitionsfrom ourstudyoftheform -factorssoincludinghigher-orderdiagram

ofcom parable value m ightruin the agreem entwith lattice results. W e also know thatthe

3P0 m odelgivesa good description ofthe charm onium strong decaysand the tim e-ordered

bound stateperturbation theory iswelljusti�ed.W econcludethatthissituation hasto be

studied furtherand m ightlead usto discovering som einteresting phenom ena nottaken into

accountin thisapproach.

Tim e-ordered bound state perturbation theory isim portantingredientin ourapproach

to gam m a-gam m a transitions. Ourm ethod isquite di�erentfrom the perturbation theory

calculations ofthis process as it takes into account the in�nite gluon exchange between

quarks.W e�nd thatthisisratherim portantfora successfuldescription ofgam m a-gam m a

decays ofcharm onium ,together with the m om entum dependence ofthe running coupling

for short distances and relativistic expressions ofquark spinors. Ifwe include allofthis

e�ects then our results for gam m a-gam m a transitions ofcharm onium states are in very

good agreem entwith theexperim entaldata.Thisistheonly approach thatcan explain all

availableexperim entalresultsforgam m a-gam m a transitionsofcharm onium .

Finally,we explain the m ain di�erences ofthe nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel

and Coulom b gaugem odelin theirapplication to thestudy ofradiativetransitions.W e�nd

thattheCoulom b gaugem odelworksparticularly wellfortransitionsinvolving pions.This

givesushopethate�ectsim portantforthepionbehavior(andabsentfrom thenonrelativistic

m odel)m ighthavea reasonableexplanation in theCoulom b gaugem odel.

Overall,ourresultsshow thatthequark m odelgivesa satisfactory description ofm eson

properties.M odi�cationsofthem odel,suggested in thiswork,im prove thelim itsofm odel

applicability and allow usto describem eson structurein a transparentway.Itisim portant

to notethatallthem odi�cationshavebeen m otivated by fundam entalQCD propertiesand

arenotarti�cialadjustm entsofthepotential.

Ithasbeen dem onstrated thatthedisagreem entofthem odelpredictionswith theexper-

im entdoesnotnecessarily m ean thattheform alism iswrong orthem odelisnotapplicable.

Itm ightbepossiblethattheim portante�ects(which in principlecan beincorporated into

them odel)havebeen ignored.Investigation ofthesee�ectsand thewaysthey presentthem -

selves m ight give usvaluable inform ation aboutfundam entalQCD properties and hadron
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structurein a sim plefram ework.

The approach described in the present dissertation can be applied to the investigation

ofthe variety ofinteresting phenom ena oflow energy QCD.Som e ofthem can be studied

by analyzing processesforwhich experim entaldata isavailable,such asspectrum ofexcited

statesofm esonsand baryons,sem i-leptonic and non-leptonicdecaysofheavy-lightm esons,

hadron production and others.To investigate the propertiesoflighthadrons(and possibly

thestructureofthenucleus)Coulom b gaugem odelcan beapplied.Hybrid hadron properties

can also be investigated aftercertain assum ptionsare m ade aboutthe hybrid structure in

them odel.
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A PPEN D IX A

D EC AY C O N STA N T S

Decay constant de�nitions and quark m odelexpressions for vector,scalar,pseudoscalar,

axial,and 1P1 m eson decay constantsarepresented here.

A .1 V EC T O R D EC AY C O N STA N T

Thedecay constantfV ofthevectorm eson isde�ned as

m V fV �
� = h0j�	 �	jV i (A.1)

where m V isthe vector m eson m ass,�� isitspolarization vector,jV i isthe vector m eson

state.Thedecay constanthasbeen extracted from leptonicdecay rateswith theaid ofthe

following:

�V ! e+ e� =
e4Q 2f2V

12�m V

=
4��2

3

Q 2f2V

m V

: (A.2)

Following the m ethod described in the textyieldsthe quark m odelvectorm eson decay

constant:

fV =

r
3

m V

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�

1+
k2

3(E k + m q)(E �k + m �q)

�

(A.3)
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The nonrelativistic lim itofthisyieldsthewell-known proportionality ofthe decay con-

stantto thewavefunction attheorigin:

fV = 2

r
3

m V

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)= 2

r
3

m V

~�(r= 0): (A.4)

A .2 PSEU D O SC A LA R D EC AY C O N STA N T

Thedecay constantfP ofa pseudoscalarm eson isde�ned by

p
�
fP = ih0j�	 �


5	jPi (A.5)

wherep� isthem eson m om entum and jPiisthepseudoscalarm eson state.Thepseudoscalar

decay rateisthen

�P ! l+ �l
=
G 2
F

8�
jVq�qj

2
f
2

P m
2

lm P

�

1�
m 2

l

m 2
P

� 2

: (A.6)

Thequark m odelexpression forthedecay constantis

fP =

r
3

m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�

1�
k2

(E k + m q)(E �k + m �q)

�

�(~k): (A.7)

In thenonrelativistic lim itthisreducesto thesam eexpression asthevectordecay con-

stant.

A .3 SC A LA R D EC AY C O N STA N T

Thedecay constantfS ofthescalarm eson isde�ned by

p
�
fS = h0j�	 �	jSi; (A.8)

which yieldsthequark m odelresult:

fS =

r
3

m S

p
4�

(2�)3

Z

k
3
dk

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�
1

E �k + m �q

�
1

E k + m q

�

R(k): (A.9)

Here and in the following,R is the radialwavefunction de�ned by �(k) = Y lm R(k) with
R

d3k

(2�)3
j�j2 = 1.
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A .4 A X IA L V EC T O R D EC AY C O N STA N T

Thedecay constantfA oftheaxialvectorm eson isde�ned as

�
�
fAm A = h0j�	 �


5	jAi (A.10)

where�� isthem eson polarization vector,m A isitsm assand jAiistheaxialvectorm eson

state.Thequark m odeldecay constantisthus

fA = �

r
2

m A

p
4�

(2�)3

Z

k
3
dk

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�
1

E �k + m �q

+
1

E k + m q

�

R(k): (A.11)

A .5 H C D EC AY C O N STA N T

Thedecay constantfA 0 ofthe 1P1 statem eson isde�ned by:

�
�
fA 0m A 0 = h0j�	 �


5	j1P1i (A.12)

where�� isthem eson polarization vector,m A 0 isitsm assand j1P1iisitsstate.Theresulting

quark m odeldecay constantisgiven by

fA 0 =
1

p
m A 0

p
4�

(2�)3

Z

k
3
dk

r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m �q

E �k

�
1

E �k + m �q

�
1

E k + m q

�

R(k): (A.13)
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A PPEN D IX B

ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC FO R M FA C T O R S

A variety ofLorentz invariantm ultipole decom positions (see Ref. [108])and quark m odel

expressionsforthesem ultipolesarepresented in thefollowing.

Each transition form -factorisnorm allyasum oftwoterm scorrespondingtothecoupling

ofthe externalcurrent to the quark and antiquark. Forquarkonium these two term s are

equalto each other,so in thefollowing weonly presentform ulascorresponding to thesingle

quark coupling.In generalboth term shaveto becalculated.

B .1 PSEU D O SC A LA R FO R M FA C T O R

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween two pseudoscalarsis:

hP2(p2)j�	
�	jP 1(p1)i= f(Q 2)(p2 + p1)

� + g(Q 2)(p2 � p1)
� (B.1)

To satisfy tim e-reversalinvariance the form -factors f(Q 2) and g(Q 2) have to be real.

The requirem ent thatthe vector current is locally conserved gives a relation between two

form -factors:

g(Q 2)= f(Q 2)
M 2

2 � M 2
1

Q 2
: (B.2)
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Thusthem atrix elem entcan bewritten as:

hP2(p2)j�	
�	jP 1(p1)i= f(Q 2)

�

(p2 + p1)
� �

M 2
2
� M 2

1

q2
(p2 � p1)

�

�

(B.3)

In caseoftwo identicalpseudoscalarsthesecond term vanishes.

Com puting with the tem poralcom ponentofthe currentin the quark m odelform alism

yields(forquarkonium )

f(Q 2) =

p
M 1E 2

(E 2 + M 1)�
M 2

2
� M 2

1

q2
(E 2 � M1)

(B.4)

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

!

:

In caseofidenticalpseudoscalarsin thenon-relativisticapproxim ation theform ulaabove

sim pli�esto

f(Q 2)=
2
p
M 1E 2

E 2 + M 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

�

: (B.5)

Sim ilarexpressionsoccurwhen thecom putation ism adewith thespatialcom ponentsof

theelectrom agneticcurrent:

f(Q 2)=

p
M 1E 2

1�
M 2

2
� M 2

1

q2

~q

j~qj2
�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 
~k

E k + m q

+
~k+ ~q

E k+ q + m q

!

:

(B.6)

In thiscasethenonrelativistic approxim ation forthesinglequark form factoris

f(Q 2)=

p
M 1E 2

m j~qj2
~q�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

�

(2~k+ ~q): (B.7)

Covariancerequiresthesam eexpression forthetem poraland spatialform factors.Com -

paringtheform ulaabovetotheexpression forthetem poralform factor(B.5)showsthatco-

varianceisrecovered in thenonrelativisticand weak couplinglim its(whereM 1+ M 2 ! 4m ).
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B .2 V EC T O R FO R M FA C T O R S

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween two identicalvectorsis:

hV (p2)j�	
�	jV (p 1)i= � (p1 + p2)

�

�

G 1(Q
2)(��

2
� �1)+

G 3(Q
2)

2m 2
V

(��
2
� p1)(�1 � p2)

�

+G 2(Q
2)[�

�

1(�
�
2 � p1)+ �

��

2 (�1 � p2)] (B.8)

These form -factors are related to the standard charge, m agnetic dipole and quadrupole

m ultipolesby

G C =

�

1+
2

3
�

�

G 1 �
2

3
�G2 +

2

3
�(1+ �)G3

G M = G 2

G Q = G 1 � G2 + (1+ �)G3 (B.9)

where� =
Q 2

4m 2
q

.

Quark m odelexpressionsfortheseare:

G 2(Q
2)= �

p
m V E 2

j~qj2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 
~k� ~q

E k + m q

�
~k� ~q+ j~qj2

E k+ q + m q

!

(B.10)

and

G 1(Q
2)=

p
m V E 2

m V + E 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

!

(B.11)

or

G 1(Q
2)=

p
m V E 2

j~qj2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 
~k� ~q

E k + m q

+
~k� ~q+ j~qj2

E k+ q + m q

!

:

(B.12)

G 3 can beexpressed in term sofG 1 and G 2 in two di�erentways:

G 3 =
2m 2

V

j~qj2

�

1�
E 2

m V

�

G 1 +
2m V

E 2 + m V

G 2 (B.13)

or

G 3 =
2m V (m V � E2)

j~qj2
(G 1 � G2): (B.14)

Onecan establish thatG 3 ! G 2 � G1 asj~qj! 0 from eitherequation.
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B .3 SC A LA R FO R M FA C T O R

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween two scalarsis:

hS2(p2)j�	
�	jS 1(p1)i= f(Q 2)(p2 + p1)

� + g(Q 2)(p2 � p1)
�
: (B.15)

Aswith pseudoscalars,thiscan bewritten as

hS2(p2)j�	
�	jS 1(p1)i= f(Q 2)

�

(p2 + p1)
� �

M 2
2 � M 2

1

q2
(p2 � p1)

�

�

: (B.16)

In thecaseofidenticalscalarsthequark m odelcalculation gives

f(Q 2)=

p
M 1E 2

E 2 + M 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

!

:(B.17)

In thenonrelativisticlim itthisreducesto

f(Q 2)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(~k)��

�

~k+
~q

2

�

: (B.18)

B .4 V EC T O R -PSEU D O SC A LA R T R A N SIT IO N FO R M FA C T O R

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween vectorand pseudoscalaris:

hP(pP )j�	
�	jV (p V )i= iF(Q 2)�����(�M V

)�(pV )�(pP )�: (B.19)

Com puting with thespatialcom ponentsofthecurrentthen gives

F(Q 2)= �

r
E P

m V

1

j~qj2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�V (~k)�

�
P

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

 
~k� ~q

E k + m q

�
~k� ~q+ j~qj2

E k+ q + m q

!

:

(B.20)

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation in zero recoillim it~q! 0 thisreducesto

F(Q 2)j~q! 0 =
1

m q

r
m P

m V

: (B.21)
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B .5 SC A LA R -V EC T O R T R A N SIT IO N FO R M FA C T O R S

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween scalar(3P0)m eson stateand vector(
3S1)is

hV (pV )j�	
�	jS(p S)i= 
� 1(Q 2)

 

E 1(Q
2)
�

(Q 2)�

� �

M V
� �

�
M V

� pS(p
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V
pV � pS � m
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V p
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S
)
�

+
C1(Q

2)
p
Q 2

m V �
�
M V

� pS
�
pV � pS(pV + pS)

� � m
2

Sp
�

V
� m

2

V p
�

S

�
!

(B.22)

where
(Q 2)� (pV � pS)
2� m2V m

2
S =

1

4
[(m V � mS)

2 � Q2][(m V + m S)
2 � Q2],and takesthe

sim plevaluem 2
sj~qj

2 in therestfram eofa decaying scalar.

E 1 contributes to the am plitude only in the case oftransverse photons,while C1 con-

tributes only for longitudinalphotons. Quark m odelexpressions for the m ultipole form

factorsare

C1(Q
2)= � 2

p
Q 2

j~qj
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�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

�

 

cos�+
k2 + j~kj� j~qj

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

!

(B.23)

C1(Q
2)= 2

p
E V m S

4�

p
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�
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: (B.24)

The�rst(second)expression forC 1(Q
2)iscalculated from thetem poral(spatial)m atrix ele-

m entofthecurrent.

E 1(Q
2)= � 2
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E V m S
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k

E k + m q

�
kcos�+ q

E k+ q + m q

�

:
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B .6 H C -PSEU D O SC A LA R T R A N SIT IO N FO R M FA C T O R

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween 1P1 m eson stateand pseudoscalar(
1S0)is

hP(pP)j�	
�	jA(p A)i= 
� 1(Q 2)

 

E 1(Q
2)
�

(Q 2)�

�

M L
� �M L

� pP (p
�

A
pA � pP � m

2

A p
�

P
)
�

+
C1(Q

2)
p
Q 2

m A �M L
� pP

�
pA � pP (pA + pP )

� � m
2

P p
�

A
� m

2

A p
�

P

�
!

:(B.25)

Quark m odelexpressionsfortheform factorsare

E 1(Q
2)=

p
3m A E P

8�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
R A(~k)R P

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

(B.26)

� ksin2�

�
1

E k + m q

+
1

E k+ q + m q

�

and

C1(Q
2)= �

p
3m A E P

4�

p
Q 2

j~qj

Z
d3k

(2�)3
R A(~k)R P

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(B.27)

� cos�

�

1+
k2 + kqcos�

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

�

:
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B .7 A X IA L V EC T O R -V EC T O R T R A N SIT IO N FO R M FA C T O R

Them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheelectrom agnetictransition m atrix

elem entbetween axialvector(3P1)m eson stateand vector(
3S1)is

hV (pV )j�	
�	jA(p A)i=

i

4
p
2
(Q 2)

�
����(pA � pV )� �

�

"

E 1(Q
2)(pA + pV )�

�

2m A[�M A
� pV ](�

�
M V

)� + 2m V [�
�
M V

� pA](�M A
)�

�

+M 2(Q
2)(pA + pV )�

�

2m A[�M A
� pV ](�

�
M V

)� � 2mV [�
�
M V

� pA](�M A
)�

�

+
C1(Q

2)
p
Q 2

�

� 4
(Q 2)(�M A
)�(�

�
M V

)� (B.28)

+(pA + pV )�

�

(m 2

A � m
2

V + Q
2)[�M A

� pV ](�
�
M V

)� + (m 2

A � m
2

V � Q
2)[��M V

� pA](�M A
)�

��#

:

Quark m odelexpressionsfortheform factorsare

E 1(Q
2)= �

p
3m AE V

8�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
R A(~k)R V

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

(B.29)

�

�
k(3� cos2�)

E k + m q

+
k(1� 3cos2�)� 2qcos�

E k+ q + m q

�

;

M 2(Q
2)= �

p
3m AE V

8�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
R A (~k)R V

�

~k+
~q

2

� r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

(B.30)

�

�
k(1� 3cos2�)

E k + m q

�
k(1� 3cos2�)+ 2qcos�

E k+ q + m q

�

and

C1(Q
2)=

p
3m AE V

2�

p
Q 2

j~qj

Z
d3k

(2�)3
R A(~k)R V

�

~k+
~q

2

�r

1+
m q

E k

r

1+
m q

E k+ q

(B.31)

�

�

cos�+
k2cos�+ 1

2
kq(1+ cos2�)

(E k + m q)(E k+ q + m q)

�

:
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A PPEN D IX C

ELEC T R O W EA K FO R M -FA C T O R S

C .1 PSEU D O SC A LA R -PSEU D O SC A LA R T R A N SIT IO N

The m ost generalLorentz covariant decom position for the electroweak transition m atrix

elem entbetween two pseudoscalarsis:

V
� � A

� = hP2(~p2)j�	
�(1� 

5)	jP 1(~p1)i= f+ (Q
2)(p1 + p2)

� + f� (Q
2)(p1 � p2)

�
: (C.1)

HereP1 istheinitialstatem eson with them assM 1 which consistsofa quark with them ass

m 1 and an antiquark with the m ass �m 1. Sim ilarly,�nalstate m eson P2 hasthe m ass M 2

and consistsofa quark and an antiquark with them assesm 2 and �m 2.

The m atrix elem ent is parity invariant. To satisfy tim e-reversalinvariance the form -

factorsf+ (Q
2)and f� (Q

2)haveto bereal.

Axialm atrix elem entisequalto zero forthiscase:

A
� = hP2(~p2)j�	

�

5	jP 1(~p1)i= 0; (C.2)

so

V
� = hP2(~p2)j�	

�	jP 1(~p1)i= f+ (Q
2)(p1 + p2)

� + f� (Q
2)(p1 � p2)

�
: (C.3)

In theP1 restfram ewehave:p1 = (M 1;0;0;0);p2 = (E 2;0;0;j~qj)and then:

V
0 = f+ (Q

2)(M 1 + E 2)+ f� (Q
2)(M 1 � E2); (C.4)

~V = ~q
�
f+ (Q

2)� f� (Q
2)
�
: (C.5)
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Now wecan expresstheform -factorsin term sofV 0 and ~V :

f+ (Q
2)=

V 0

2M 1

�
E 2 � M1

2M 1

~V � ~q

j~qj2
; (C.6)

f� (Q
2)=

V 0

2M 1

�
E 2 + M 1

2M 1

~V � ~q

j~qj2
: (C.7)

M atrix elem entsV 0 and ~V could becalculated in thequark m odel:

V
0 =

p
M 1E 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(C.8)

�

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

!

;

~V =
p
M 1E 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(C.9)

�

 
~k

E k + m 1

+
~k+ ~q

E k+ q + m 2

!

:

Then thegeneralexpressionsforf+ (Q
2)and f� (Q

2)are:

f� (Q
2)=

1

2

r
E 2

M 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(C.10)

�

 

1+
(~k+ ~q)�~k

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)
�
(E 2 � M1)(~k� ~q)

j~qj2

�
1

E k + m 1

+
1

E k+ q + m 2

�

�
E 2 � M1

E k+ q + m 2

!

:

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation m =E k � 1:

V
0 = 2

p
M 1M 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

�

; (C.11)

~V =
p
M 1M 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

�  
~k

m 1

+
~k+ ~q

m 2

!

: (C.12)

Ifwe use SHO wave functionsasan approxim ation forthe m eson wave functions,then

form -factors could be calculated analytically. The SHO wave function for a ground state

pseudoscalarm eson is:

�(k)=

�
4�

�2

� 3=4

e
� k2=2�2

: (C.13)
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Then them atrix elem entsare:

V
0 = 2

p
M 1M 2e

� q2�2=4�2
; (C.14)

~V = ~q
p
M 1M 2e

� q2�2=4�2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

(C.15)

and theform -factorsare:

f+ =

r
M 2

M 1

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

1�
M 2 � M1

2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

���

; (C.16)

f� =

r
M 2

M 1

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

1�
M 2 + M 1

2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

���

; (C.17)

where

� =
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

: (C.18)

Ifweconsidertransition oftheground statepseudoscalarm eson tothe�rstexcited state

pseudoscalarm eson then thedecom position ofthecurrentm atrix elem entswillofcoursebe

thesam e.Theonly di�erencewillbethewavefunction ofthe�nalstatem eson.In theSHO

basisthewavefunction ofthe�rstexcited stateis:

�(k)=

�
4�

�2

� 3=4
r
3

2

�

1�
2k2

3�2

�

e
� k2=2�2

: (C.19)

Then them atrix elem entsare:

V
0 = �

r
M 1M 2

6

�2j~qj2

�2
e
� q2�2=4�2

; (C.20)

~V = � ~q

r
M 1M 2

6
e
� q2�2=4�2

�

�

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

�

+
�2j~qj2

2m 2�
2

�

(C.21)

and theform -factorsare:

f
0
+ =

1

2

r
M 2

6M 1

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

�(M 2 � M1)

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

�

�
�2j~qj2

�2

�

1�
M 2 � M1

2m 2

��

; (C.22)

f
0
� =

1

2

r
M 2

6M 1

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

�(M 2 + M 1)

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

�

�
�2j~qj2

�2

�

1�
M 2 + M 1

2m 2

��

: (C.23)
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C .2 PSEU D O SC A LA R -V EC T O R T R A N SIT IO N

The m ost generalLorentz covariant decom positions for the electroweak transition m atrix

elem entsbetween a pseudoscalarand a vectorare:

V
� = hV (~PV )j�q

�
qjP(~PP )i= ig(Q 2)�����

�
�
�
M V

�

�
(PP + PV )� (PP � PV )� ; (C.24)

A
� = hV (~PV )j�q

�

5
qjP(~PP)i= f(Q 2)

�
�
�
M V

��
+ a+ (�

�
M V

� PP )(PP + PV )
� + a� (�

�
M V

� PP )(PP � PV )
�
:

In therestfram eofthedecaying pseudoscalar:PP = (m P ;0;0;0);PV = (E V ;0;0;j~qj).

IfM V = � 1 then:

�
�
M V

= �
�
� 1 =

�

0;�
1
p
2
;
i
p
2
;0

�

and

V
0 = A

0 = 0; (C.25)

~V = 2M V g(Q
2)j~qjm P~�

�
M V

; (C.26)

~A = f(Q 2)~��M V
; (C.27)

so

g(Q 2) = M V

~V � ~�M V

2j~qjm P

; (C.28)

f(Q 2) = ~A � ~�M V
: (C.29)

IfM V = 0 then:

�
�
M V

= �
�
0 =

�
j~qj

m V

;0;0;
E V

m V

�

and

V
0 = ~V = 0; (C.30)

A
0 = f(Q 2)

j~qj

m V

+ a+ (Q
2)j~qj

m P (m P + E V )

m V

+ a� (Q
2)j~qj

m P (m P � EV )

m V

; (C.31)

~A = f(Q 2)
E V

m V

~�0 + a+ (Q
2)j~qj

m P

m V

~q� a� (Q
2)j~qj

m P

m V

~q; (C.32)
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so

a� = A
0

m V

2m 2
P
j~qj

�
f(Q 2)

2m 2
P

�
(m P + E V )m V

2m 2
P
j~qj2

 
~A � ~q

j~qj
� f(Q2)

E V

m V

!

; (C.33)

a+ = A
0

m V

2m 2
P
j~qj

�
f(Q 2)

2m 2
P

+
(m P � EV )m V

2m 2
P
j~qj2

 
~A � ~q

j~qj
� f(Q2)

E V

m V

!

: (C.34)

In thequark m odel:

V
0=
p
E V m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

0

@
M V

�
~k� ~��M V

�

j~qj

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

1

A =0;

A
0=
p
E V m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

 
~k

E k + m 1

+
~k+ ~q

E k+ q + m 2

!

~�
�
M V

;

which isconsistentwith (C.25)and (C.30),and

~V= i
p
E V m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

 
~k

E k + m 1

�
~k+ ~q

E k+ q + m 2

!

� ~�
�
M V

;

~A =
p
E V m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(C.35)

�

0

@ ~��M V
+

�

(~k+ ~q)� ~��M V

�
~k+

�
~k� ~��M V

�

~q� (~k� ~q)~��M V

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

1

A :

Since~qistheonly vectorin the�rstintegralabove,~V isproportionalto(~q� ~��M V
).Then

for~qk O Z wehave ~V = 0 ifM V = 0,which isconsistentwith (C.30).

W ecan now writedown expressionsfortheform -factorsin thequark m odel:

g(Q 2)= M V

~V � ~�M V

2j~qjm P

= M V

i~�M V

2j~qj

r
E V

m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

 
~k

E k + m 1

�
~k+ ~q

E k+ q + m 2

!

� ~�
�
M V

= �
1

2j~qj

r
E V

m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

�
kcos� k

E k + m 1

�
kcos� k + j~qj

E k+ q + m 2

�

;(C.36)
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f(Q 2)=
p
E V m P

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�P (~k)�

�
V

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

�m 2 + m 2

�r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

�

1+

1

2
k2sin2� k � kj~qjcos�k

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

�

;(C.37)

a+ = A
0

m V

2m 2

P
j~qj

�
f(Q 2)

2m 2

P

+
(m P � EV )m V

2m 2

P
j~qj2

 
~A � ~q

j~qj
� f(Q2)

E V

m V

!

; (C.38)

a� = A
0

m V

2m 2

P
j~qj

�
f(Q 2)

2m 2

P

�
(m P + E V )m V

2m 2

P
j~qj2

 
~A � ~q

j~qj
� f(Q2)

E V

m V

!

: (C.39)

In thenonrelativistic approxim ation with SHO wavefunctionswehave:

V
0 = 0;

~V = j~qj
p
m V m P e

� q2�2=4�2

�
1

m 2

+
�

2

�
1

m 1

�
1

m 2

��

M V~�
�
M V

;

A
0 = j~qj

p
m V m P e

� q2�2=4�2

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

�M V 0
;

~A = 2
p
m V m P e

� q2�2=4�2
~�
�
M V

; (C.40)

and then

g(Q 2) =
1

2

r
m V

m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�
1

m 2

+
�

2

�
1

m 1

�
1

m 2

��

;

f(Q 2) = 2
p
m V m P e

� q2�2=4�2
;

a+ (Q
2) = �

1

2
p
m V m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

1+
m V

m P

�
m 2

V

m P

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

���

;

a� (Q
2) =

1

2
p
m V m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

1�
m V

m P

+
m 2

V

m P

�
1

m 2

�
�

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

���

: (C.41)

Forthetransition to the�rstexcited stateofthevectorm eson them atrix elem entsare:

V
0 = 0;

~V = j~qj

r
m V m P

6
e
� q2�2=4�2

�

�

�
1

m 1

�
1

m 2

�

�
�2j~qj2

2m 2�
2

�

M V~�
�
M V

;

A
0 = � j~qj

p
m V m P e

� q2�2=4�2

�

�

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

�

+
�2j~qj2

2m 2�
2

�

�M V 0
;

~A = �

r
m V m P

6

�2j~qj2

�2
e
� q2�2=4�2

~�
�
M V

; (C.42)
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and then

g(Q 2) =
1

2

r
m V

6m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�

�

�
1

m 1

�
1

m 2

�

�
�2j~qj2

2m 2�
2

�

;

f(Q 2) = �

r
m V m P

6

�2j~qj2

�2
e
� q2�2=4�2

; (C.43)

a+ (Q
2) =

1

2
p
6m V m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�
�2j~qj2

2�2

�

1+
m V

m P

�
m 2

V

m 2m P

�

�
m 2

V �

m P

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

;

a� (Q
2) = �

1

2
p
6m V m P

e
� q2�2=4�2

�
�2j~qj2

2�2

�

1�
m V

m P

+
m 2

V

m 2m P

�

+
m 2

V �

m P

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2

��

:

C .3 PSEU D O SC A LA R -SC A LA R T R A N SIT IO N

Thevectorm atrix elem entvanishesforpseudoscalarto scalartransition:

hS(~p2)j�	
�	jP(~p 1)i= 0; (C.44)

and them ostgeneralLorentzcovariantdecom position fortheaxialm atrix elem entis:

hS(~p2)j�	
�

5	jP(~p 1)i= u+ (Q

2)(p1 + p2)
� + u� (Q

2)(p1 � p2)
�
: (C.45)

HereP istheinitialstatem eson with them assM 1 which consistsofa quark with them ass

m 1 and an antiquark with them ass �m 1.Sim ilarly,�nalstatem eson S hasthem assM 2 and

consistsofa quark and an antiquark with them assesm 2 and �m 2.

The m atrix elem ent is parity invariant. To satisfy tim e-reversalinvariance the form -

factorsu+ (Q
2)and u� (Q

2)haveto bereal.

In theP restfram ewehave:p1 = (M 1;0;0;0);p2 = (E 2;0;0;j~qj)and then:

A
0 = u+ (Q

2)(M 1 + E 2)+ u� (Q
2)(M 1 � E2); (C.46)

~A = ~q
�
u+ (Q

2)� u� (Q
2)
�
: (C.47)

Now wecan expresstheform -factorsin term sofA 0 and ~A:

u+ (Q
2)=

A 0

2M 1

�
E 2 � M1

2M 1

~A � ~q

j~qj2
; (C.48)

u� (Q
2)=

A 0

2M 1

�
E 2 + M 1

2M 1

~A � ~q

j~qj2
: (C.49)
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M atrix elem entsA 0 and ~A could becalculated in thequark m odel:

A
0 =

p
M 1E 2

X

M L M S

h00j1M L1M Si

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

�

 
~��M S

�~k

E k + m 1

+
~��M S

� (~k+ ~q)

E k+ q + m 2

!

;(C.50)

~A =
p
M 1E 2

X

M L M S

h00j1M L1M Si

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

� r

1+
m 1

E k

r

1+
m 2

E k+ q

(C.51)
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~k� (~q� ~��M S

)

�

(E k + m 1)(E k+ q + m 2)

1

A ;

where

~�
�
M S

=

8
>>><

>>>:

(0;0;1) M S = 0;
�

� 1p
2
; ip

2
;0

�

M S = 1;
�

1p
2
; ip

2
;0

�

M S = � 1:

(C.52)

In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation m =E k � 1:

A
0 =

p
M 1M 2

X

M L M S

h00j1M L1M Si

Z
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�1(k)�

�
2

�
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�m 2
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�  
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m 1

+
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� ~�
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;

~A = 2
p
M 1M 2

X

M L M S

h00j1M L1M Si

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�1(k)�

�
2

�

~k+ ~q
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

�

~�
�
M S
: (C.53)

Ifwe use SHO wave functionsasan approxim ation forthe m eson wave functions,then

form -factors could be calculated analytically. The SHO wave function for a ground state

pseudoscalarm eson is:

�(k)=

�
4�

�2

� 3=4

e
� k2=2�2

; (C.54)

and fora ground statescalarm eson itis:

�(k)=

�
4�

�2

� 5=4
r
2

3
ke

� k2=2�2
; (C.55)
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Then them atrix elem entsare:

A
0 = � �

r
3M 1M 2

2

�
1

m 1

+
1

m 2
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~A = �

r
2M 1M 2
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~�0�M S 0
: (C.56)

and theform -factorsare:
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1

2
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3M 2
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where

� =
�m 2

m 2 + �m 2

:
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