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STUDY OF M ESON PROPERTIES IN QUARK M ODELS
O Iga Lakhina, PhD

U niversity of P ittsourgh, 2024

Them ain m otivation isto investigate m eson properties In the quark m odelto understand the
m odel applicability and generate possible in provem ents. Certain m odi cations to them odel
are suggested which have been ingoired by fuindam ental Q CD properties (such as running
coupling or soIn dependence of strong Interactions). These m odi cations expand the 1in its
of applicability of the constituent quark m odel and illustrate its weaknesses and strengths.
T he m eson properties studied include m eson spectra, decay constants, electrom agnetic and
electroweak fom —factors and radiative transitions. T he results are com pared to the exper—
In ental data, lattice gauge theory calculations and other approaches. M odi cations to the
quark m odel suggested In this dissertation lad to a very good agreem ent w ith available

experin ental data and lattice results.
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10 INTRODUCTION:QUANTUM CHROMODYNAMICSAND

ITS PROPERTIES

Quantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD ) was proposed In the 1970s as a theory of the strong
Interactions. It was w idely accepted after the discovery of asym ptotic freedom in 1973 as it
o ered a satisfying explanation to som e of the puzzling experin ental resuls at the tin e.

H ow ever, understanding of the strong interactions is far from com plte. O ne ofthe open
problen s isthe di culty to explain m uch ofthe experim entaldata on the particle properties
from the rst principles. Building m odels, which capture the m ost in portant features of
strong Q CD , is one way to resolve this problem .

The m ain m otivation for the present dissertation is to investigate m eson properties in
the quark m odel to understand the m odel applicability and generate possible in provem ents.
Certain m odi cations to the m odel are suggested which have been inspired by findam ental
QCD properties (such as running coupling or soin dependence of strong interactions). These
m odi cations expand the lim its of applicability of the constituent quark m odeland illistrate
its weaknesses and strengths.

T he m eson properties studied include m eson spectra, decay constants, electrom agnetic
and electroweak formm -factors and radiative transitions. The resuls are com pared to the
experin ental data, Jattice gauge theory calculations and other approaches. M odi cations to
the quark m odel suggested in this dissertation lead to a very good agreem ent w ith available
experin ental data and lattice resuls.

In the next section ofthe introduction, di erent approachesto theproblem ofstrongQ CD
are discussed. A fter that, the m ost in portant properties of Q CD are described, including
asym ptotic freedom , con nem ent and chiral sym m etry breaking. T he quark m odels studied

here are ntroduced and the theory necessary for understanding ourm ethods is explained In



Chapter 2. Our resuls are presented and discussed In Chapter 3 (Spectroscopy), Chapter
4 (M eson decay constants), Chapter 5 (Fom —factors), Chapter 6 (G amm a-gam m a decays),
and Chapter 7 R adiative transitions). Chapter 8 gives conclusions and an outlook for the

foture.

11 OVERVIEW

Year after year, QCD continues to succeed In explaining the physics of strong Interactions,
and no contradictions between this theory and experin ent have been found yet. QCD is
egoecially successfil In the ultraviolet region, forwhich m m ethods from the rstprnciples
have been developed, and som e nontrivial and unexpected properties of QCD have been
well understood and con m ed experin entally (such as scaling violations In desp inelastic
scattering) .

H owever, properties of m ediuim and low energy Q CD still present challenges to particke
physicists and ram ain to be understood. For instance, a rigorous proof is still lacking that
QCD works as a m icroscopic theory of strong interactions that give rise to the m acroscopic
properties of chiral sym m etry breaking and quark con nem ent. The m ain problem is that
perturbation theory Which proved to be very usefiil for high energy region) isnot applicable
at low energy scales, and no other analytical m ethods have been developed so far. The
situation is well described by the 2004 Nobel Laureate D avid J. G ross wWho received the
prize for the discovery of asym ptotic freedom togetherw ith F . W ilczek and H .D . Politzer).
Grosssaid in 1998 [1]:

At large distances however perturoation theory was useless. In fact, even today after
nineteen years of study we still lack wliablk, analytic tools for treating this region ofQCD .
T his rem ains one of the m ost Im portant, and woefiilly neglkected, areas of theoretical partick
physics.

The only reliable m ethod of studying the physical properties of Iow energy Q CD is the
unquenched lattice form ulation of gauge theory. Unfortunately, the num erical integrations

needed In this approach are extram ely com putationally expensive. Even wih the use of



e cient M onte Carlo m ethods, approxin ations must be done in order to cbtain resuls
w ih the com putational technology of today. However, unquenched lattice gauge theory
calculations are appearing and have already m ade an in pact. T hey are still prelin nary, but

a good understanding exists on the sources of error, and plans are in place to address them .

The only other way to prooeed is to Invent m odels that capture the m ost in portant
features of strong QCD . A great variety of m odels have been developed during 30 years
0ofQCD .Among them are quenched lattice gauge theory, the D yson-Schw inger fom aliam ,
constituent quark m odels, light cone Q CD , and various e ective eld theordes (heavy quark

e ective eld theory, chiral perturbation theory and other theories).

1.1.1 Quenched lattice gauge theory

T he Jattice form ulation of gauge theory was proposed in 1974 by W ilson R] @nd indepen-—
dently by Polyakov [B] and W egner ]). They realized how to im plem ent the continuous
SU (3) gauge symm etry of QCD and that httice eld theory provided a non-perturbative
de nition of the functional integral. The basic idea was to replace continuous nite vol-
um e soacetin e wih a discrete lattice. From a theoretical point of view, the lattice and
nie volum e provide gauge-nvariant ultraviolkt and nfrared cuto s, respectively. A great
advantage of the lattice form ulation of gauge theory is that the strong coupling lim it is
particularly sin ple and exhibits con nem ent R]. M oreover, the lattice approach can be
form ulated num erically using M onte Carlo technigques. This approach is In principle only
lin ited by com puter power, and much progress has been m ade since the rst quantitative
results em erged in 1981 [B]. H owever, num erous uncertainties arise In m oving the idealized
problem ofm athem atical physics to a practical problem of com putational physics. For in—
stance, an uncontrolled system atic e ect of m any lattice calculations has historically been
the quenched approxin ation, In which one ignores the e ects related to particle creation
and annihilation so the contrlbution from the closed quark loops is neglected. It is hard to
estin ate the associated error, and only In isolated cases can one argue that it is a subdom i-
nant error. A s a resul, it isvery di cul to describe light m eson properties from the lattice

form ulation In quenched approxin ation. Certainly, additional analysis In other m odels is



needed tom ake any m conclusions about quenched lattice QCD resuls.

1.1.2 D yson-Schw inger form alism

O ne of the techniques that has been quite successful In explaining light hadron properties
is based on D yson-Schw inger equations O SEs) derived from QCD . The st of D SEs is an
In nite number of coupled integral equations; a sin ultaneous, selfconsistent solution of the
com plkte set is equivalent to a solution of the theory. In practice, the com plete solution
of D SE s is not possibl for QCD . T herefore one em ploys a truncation schem e by solving
only the equations in portant to the problm under consideration and m aking assum ptions
for the solutions of other equations. B oth the truncation schem e and the assum ptions have
to respect the symm etries of the theory, which could be achieved by incorporating W ard-
Takahashi identities. O ne in portant advantage of thism odel is that it is P oincare covariant
and directly connected to the underlying theory and its symm etries. In particular, chiral
symm etry and its dynam ical breaking have been successfillly studied in thism odel. A good
review ofthisapproach can be found in [6]. Unfortunately, heavy and heavy-light m esons are
m ore di cult to Investigate using this approach, as a lot can be lreamed from the available

experin ental data for these states. T his is opposite to the naive quark m odels, which work

surprisingly well for heavy m esons but have problem s describbing light particles.

1.1.3 Quark m odel

The quark m odel of hadrons was st introduced In 1964 by GellM ann [7] and, indepen-
dently, by Zwelg B]. At a tine the eld theory form ulation of strong interactions was dis—
favored and m any em Inent physicists advocated abandoning it altogether. A s Lev Landau
wrote in 1960 PI:

A Inost 30 years ago Pelerls and m yself had noticed that in the region of reltivistic
quantum theory no quantities conceming interacting particlkes can ke m easured, and the only
observabk quantities are the m om enta and polarizations of freely m oving particks. T herefore
ifwe do not want to introduce unobservablks we m ay introduce in the theory as fundam ental

quantities only the scattering am plitudes.



The operators which contain unobservabl inform ation m ust disappear from the theory
and, since a Ham itonian can ke buit only from  operators, we are driven to the conclision
that the Ham iltonian m ethod for strong interaction is dead and m ust ke buried, although of
aourse w ith deserved honour.

U ntil the discovery ofasym ptotic freedom it wasnot considered properto use eld theory
w ithout apologies. Even in theirpaper describing the original ideas on the quark gluon gauge
theory, which was Jaternamed QCD , G ellM ann and Fritzsch wrote [10]:

For m ore than a decade, we partick theorists have been squeezing predictions out of a
m athem atical eld theory m odelofthe hadrons that we don’t fllly believe —a m odelcontaining
a tripke of spin 1/2 elds coupkd universally to a neutralgpin 1 eld, that of the 'gluon....

....Let us end by em phasizing our m ain point, that it m ay well ke possibk to construct
an explicit theory of hadrons, based on quarks and som e kind of glue, treated as ctitious,
but with enough physical properties abstracted and applied to real hadrons to constitute a
com pkte theory. Since the entities we start with are ctitious, there is no need for any
con ict with the bootstrap or conventional dualm odel point of view .

Today aln ost no one seriously doubts the existence of quarks as physical elem entary
particles, even though they have never been observed experin entally in isolation. It is
believed that the dynam ics of the gluon sector of QCD contrives to elin inate free quark
states from the spectrum . In principle, the possbility of observing free quarks and gluons
exists at extram ely high tem perature and density, in a phase ofQ CD called the quark-gluon
plasna QGP).Experments at CERN ’s Super P roton Synchrotron rst tried to create the
QGP in the 1980s and 1990s, and they m ay have been partially successfiil. Currently,
experin ents at B rookhaven N ational Laboratory’s R elativistic Heavy Ion Collider RHIC)
are continuing this e ort. CERN'’s new experin ent, ALICE, will start soon (around 2007-
2008) at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC).

In a nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel, one ignores the dynam icale ects of gluon

elds on the hadron structure and properties. Quarks are considered as nonrelativistic
ob Fcts Interacting via an nstantaneous adiabatic potential provided by glions. O ne m odel
ofthe potentialw hich proves to be rather successfiil In describbing the heavy m eson soectrum

isthe Coulomb + linearpotential’. In the weak-coupling lim it (at an alldistances), thisisa



Coulom b potentialw ith an asym ptotically free coupling constant. T he strong coupling lin it

(large distances), on the other hand, gives a linear potential which con nes color.

T he quark m odel hasbeen used to study the low -lying hadron spectrum w ith a ram ark-—
able success. M oreover, as is dem onstrated in the present dissertation, it is also ablk to
describe and predict other m eson properties, for exam ple those relevant to transitions, and

could be applied to di erent types ofm esons, from light to heavy-light and heavy.

However, there exist a number of phenom ena for which glion dynam ics could be in —
portant, such as the existence of hybrid m esons and baryons suggested by QCD . H ybrid
hadrons, in addition to static quarks and antiquarks, consist of excited gluon elds. These
states can be studied on the lattice or in m odi ed quark m odels and give In portant nsights

on the phenom enon of con nem ent.

A notherm odel that is based on the potential quark m odel, but w ith signi cant m odi —
cations, isa Coulomb G augem odel, which is described in section 2.1 2 ofthis dissertation.
The m odel consists of a truncation ofQ CD to a set of diagram s which capture the infrared
dynam ics ofthe theory. The e ciency ofthe truncation isenhanced through the use ofquasi-
particle degrees of freedom . In addition, the random phase approxin ation could be used to
obtain m esons. This m any-body truncation is su ciently powerfiill to generate G oldstone

bosons and has the advantage of being a relativistic truncation ofQ CD .

A 1lm odels have been designed to reproduce certain Q CD properties and have their 1im its.
Therefore, i is quite in portant to understand when and why a m odel can be considered
reliable.

Certainly, as we apply som e m odel to Investigate new e ects and properties, that are
di erent from what it was designed for, necessary changes and adjistm ents have to bem ade
to reproduce experim ental data. T he process of in proving the m odel can teach us a great
dealabout Q CD properties and show uswhich aspects of it are crucial for describing certain

e ects and which can be neglected.

In the next few sections of the introduction the m ost in portant properties ofQCD are

described, ncluding asym ptotic freedom , con nem ent and chiral sym m etry breaking.



12 QUARKS,COLOR,AND ASYMPTOTIC FREEDOM

In the 1960s a grow ing num ber of new particles was being discovered, and it becam e clear
that they could not allbe elem entary. P hysicists were looking for the theory to explain this
phencom enon. G ell:M ann and Zwelg provided a sim ple idea which solved the problem —they
proposed that allm esons consisted of a quark and an antiquark and allbaryons consisted of
three quarks. It isnow widely acospted that quarks com e in six avors: u (up),d down), s
(strange), ¢ (cham ), b (pottom ) and t (top), and carry fractionalelectric charge (up, cham

and top quarks have charge + %e, and down, strange and bottom have charge %e) . Quarks
also have another property called color charge which was Introduced In 1964 by G reenbery
[11], and in 1965 by Han and Nambu [12]. Q uarks and antiquarks com bine together to form

hadrons in such a way that all observed hadrons are color neutral and carry Integer electric

charge. Q uarks are ferm ions and have spin s = % .

By analogy w ith Q uantum E lectrodynam ics Q ED ), in which photons are the carriers of
the electrom agnetic eld, particles called glions carry the strong force as they are exchanged
by colored particles. T he in portant di erence ofQ CD is that gluons also carry color charge
and therefore can interact w ith each other. T his keads to the fact that gluons In the system
behave n such a way as to increase the m agnitude of an applied extermal color eld as the
distance Increases. Q uarks being ferm ions have the opposite e ect on the external eld -
they partially cancel it out at any nite distance (screening of the color charge occurs m uch
as the screening of the electric charge by electrons happens in QED ). T he com posite e ect of
the quarks and glions on the vacuum polarization depends on the num ber of quark avors
and ocolors. Tn QCD , for 6 quark avors and 3 colors, the antiscreening of gluons overcom es
the screening due to the quarks and Jeads to the em ergence of interesting phenom enon called
asym ptotic freedom . T he nam e of the phenom ena suggests itsm eaning { at short distances

(high energies) strong interacting particlkesbehave as ifthey are asym ptotically free (e ective
coupling is very an all).

A sym ptotic freedom was introduced In 1973 by G rossand W ilczek [L3] and Politzer [14]
In an e ort to explain rather puzzling desp inelastic scattering experin ents perform ed at

SLAC and M IT . In these experin ents, a hydrogen target was hit wih a 20 G&V electron



beam and the scattering rate wasm easured for large de ection angles (hard scattering). T his
experin ent was very sin ilar to R utherford’s fam ous experin ent, where the gold target was
hi by alpha particles and the rate of particles scattered w ith a large angle was m easured.

Hard scattering corresponds to a high m om entum transfer between the elctrons and
protons In the target, so detecting a Jarge rate would m ean that the structure of the proton
is sin ilar to that of an elem entary particle. Because the hypothesis at the tin e was that
the hadrons were loose clouds of constituents, lke glly, relatively low rates were expected.
However, not only was a high rate for hard electron scattering detected, but also only In
rare cases did a single proton em erge from the process. Instead, an electrom agnetic In pulse
shattered the proton and produced a system wih a large number of hadrons. It looked
like the proton behaved lke an elem entary particle in electrom agnetic processes, but as a
com plex softly bound system for strong interaction processes.

T he explanation for this phenom enon was o ered by B prken [15] and Feynm an [L6].
T hey Introduced the parton m odel, which assum es that the proton isa loosely bound system
of a an all num ber of constituents called partons that are unable to transfer Jarge m om enta
through strong Interactions. These constituents included electrically charged quarks and
antiquarks and possibly som e other neutral particles. The idea was that when a quark (or
antiquark) in a proton was hit by an electron, they could Interact electrom agnetically and
the quark was knocked out of the proton. T he ram ainder of the proton then experienced a

soft m om entum transfer from the knocked out quark and m aterialized as a gt of hadrons.

Thism odel in poses a strong constraint on the behavior of the desp inelastic scattering
cross section, called B prken scaling. The physical m eaning of B prken scaling is basically
the statem ent that the structure of the proton looks the sam e to an electrom agnetic probe
Independently ofthe energy ofthe systam , so the strong interaction between the constituents
of the proton can be ignored.

H ow ever, the desp inelastic scattering experin ents show ed slight deviation from B jprken
scaling, suggesting that the coupling of strong interactions was still not zero at any nite
mom entum transfer. This tperfectly w ith the predictions ofdependence of running coupling
on an energy scale calculated from the renom alization group approach by G ross, W ilczek

and Politzer. Later, m ore experin ents were perform ed that con med this resul. The



dependence of the coupling on the energy scale and the experim ental data are dem onstrated
nFig. 1.
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Figure 1: Summ ary of m easurem ents of the running coupling of strong Interactions

sQ)
and its dependence on the energy scale [L7].

A sym ptotic freedom tumed out to be a very useful property for studying high energy

QCD . It allow s one to treat the coupling constant perturbatively for su ciently an all dis-

tances and therefore calculate physical properties under consideration in a system atic and
controlled m anner.

T he property of con nem ent is another interesting Q CD phenom enon, it is discussed In
the next section.



13 CONFINEMENT

Con nem ent is an In portant property of the strong interaction that is w idely accepted and
Incorporated Into any m odel clain ing to in itate strong Q CD . Being an essentially nonper—
turbative phenom enon, con nem ent still Jacks a rigorous explanation from rst principles
despite m ore than 30 years of nvestigation.

Quark con nem ent is often de ned as the absence of isolated quarks in nature as they
have never been experim entally observed. Searches for free quarks nom ally focus on fiee
particles w ith fractional electrical charge. But the cbservation of a particle w ith fractional
charge does not necessarily m ean that a free quark has been observed. For instance, there
m Ight exist heavy colored scalar particles that can form bound states w ith quarks producing
m assive states w ith fractional electric charge [18, 19].

Anotherde nition ofcon nem ent isthe physics phenom enon that color-charged particles
cannot be isolated. But this confiises con nem ent w ith color screening, and also works for
soontaneously broken gauge theories w hich are not supposaed to exhibit con nem ent.

O ne can try to de ne con nem ent by its physical properties, for instance, the long range
linear potential between quarks. H owever, this requirem ent is only reasonable for in nitely
heavy quarks. W hen two quarks with nie m asses becom e ssparated, at som e point it
becom es m ore energetically favorable for a new quark/antiquark pair to be created out of
the vacuum than to allow the quarks to ssparate further.

T he lattice gauge approach has its own de niion of con nem ent. Field theory is said
to exhlbit con nem ent if the interaction potential between quark and antiquark in this
theory Which correspondsto theW ilson loop calculated on the Jattice) has asym ptotic linear
behavior at Jarge distances. W ilson loop m easurem ents of various static quark potentials in
the QCD vacuum arepresented in Fig. 2. The lowest curve corresponds to the ground state
of the gluonic eld in the quark-antiquark system (meson) while higher curves correspond
to the excited glionic eld (possibly hybrid states). O ne can see that for lJarge distances all
the potentials show linear behavior (con nem ent).

G luonic elds can be visualized w ith the help of the plots of the action or glionic eld
density m ade on the lattice (see Fig. 3 ormeson (kff) and baryon (right)). They clearly
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Figure 2: W ilson loop m easuram ents of various static quark potentials R0].

show that the quarks In a hadron are sources of color electric ux and that ux is trapped
In a ux tube connecting the quarks. The form ation of the ux tube is related to the self-
Interaction ofgluons via their color charge. T here exists a possibility that a gluonic eld can
be excited and, by interacting w ith quarks, produce m esons w ith exotic quantum num bers.
Studying the spectrum of the exotic m esons one can leam a great deal about the structure

of gluonic degrees of freedom and the con nem ent.

Sinhce QCD is a gauge theory, it m ight be convenient to choose a speci ¢ gauge to study
the particular property of the theory, such as con nement. It has been shown that the
con nem ent of color charge could be easily understood in m inin al Coulom b gauge, whilk,

for instance, in Landau gauge the m echanian of this phenom enon is rather m ysterious R3].

11



Figure 3: M esonic R2] and baryonic R1] ux tubes.

In m Inim alCoulom b gauge the 00 com ponent of the gluon propagator,
Do ®;t) = Veou1 X) () + non  instantaneous; 1)

has an Instantaneous part, V.1 (r), that is long range and con ning and couples univer-
sally to all colorcharge. The data of num erical study R4] are consistent w ith a linearly
rising potential, Vo1 (¥) cou1ly and a Coulom b string tension that is Jarger than the phe-
nom enological string tension, o1 > . M oreover, the 3-dim ensionally transverse physical

com ponents of the gluon propagator,
D ;0 = MA; x; DA 5(0;0)1; 12)

are short range, corresponding to the absence of gluons from the physical spectrum . This
property m akes C oulom b gauge esgoecially convenient to study nonperturbative QCD .M ore
details on a study of con nem ent in Coulomb gauge can be found n R5]. The st serious
look at C oulom b gauge and theproblem ofcon nem ent therewas in the paperby Szczepaniak

and Swanson [26].

12



Every theory of con nem ent ain s at explaining the linear rise of the static quark po—
tential, which is suggested by the linearity of m eson Regge tra pctories. However, this
phenom enon has a num ber of other interesting properties that a satisfactory theory of con—

nem ent is obligated to explain, one of them being Casin ir scaling. Casin ir scaling R7]
refers to the fact that there is an intemm ediate range of distances where the string tension
of static sources In color representation r is approxin ately proportional to the quadratic

C asin ir of the representation; ie.

r S Fi 13)

where the subscript F refers to the findam ental representation. This behavior was rst
suggested In Ref. P8]. The term T asin ir scaling’” was introduced much later, in Ref. R7],
w here it was em phasized that thisbehavior poses a serious challenge to som e prevailing ideas
about con nem ent.
Figure 4 show s in a com pelling way the property of C asim ir scaling ofcon nem ent. The
gure was obtained by m easuring the W ilson loop for sources In various representations of
SU (3). The interaction between color triplets is the lowest surface In the gure and fom s
the tem plate for the others. In the gure one sees higher surfaces w ith sources in the 8, 6,
155, 10, 27, 24, and 155 representations. The curves are obtained by multiplying a t to
the Jowest (fundam ental representation) surface by the quadratic Casin ir, C2 = hrfl T2 i
divided by CZ . The quadratic Casin ir isgiven by (©*+ & + pq)=3+ p+ gwhere (,q) isthe
D ynkin index ofthe representation. T he agreem ent is rem arkable and is a strong indication

that the color structure of con nem ent m ay be m odelled as

T o TS @4

w here the ellipsis represents Lorentz and spatial dependence.
Chiral symm etry breaking is another interesting Q CD property, it is discussed in the

next section.

13



Vp(rfa,a)rg

rrg

Figure 4: Casin ir scaling of con nem ent R9].

14 CHIRAL SYMMETRY BREAKING

In quantum eld theory, chiral symm etry is a possible symm etry of the Lagrangian under
which the kft-handed and right-handed parts ofD irac elds transform ndependently. Q CD

Lagrangian has an approxin ate avor chiral symmetry SU; N ¢) Sk N ¢) due to the

relative an allness ofthem asses ofup, down and strange quarks. T his approxin ate sym m etry

14



isdynam ically broken to SU (N ¢) and leads to the appearance of N f2 1) G oldstone bosons
in the theory Which are pssudoscalarm esons forQ CD ). Since chiral sym m etry is not exact
(explicitly broken by an all but nonzero quark m asses), G oldstone bosons In QCD are not
m assless but relatively light. The actualm asses ofthese m esons can In principle be cbtained
In chiralperturbation theory through an expansion In the (an all) actualm asses ofthe quarks.

The m echanisn of dynam ical chiral symm etry breaking is closely related to the struc—
ture of the vacuum . In QCD , quarks and antiquarks are strongly attracted to each other,
therefore if these quarks are m asskss, the energy cost of the pair creation from the vacuum
is an all. So we expect that QCD vacuum ocontains quark-antiquark condensates w ith the
vacuum quantum numbers (zero totalm om entum and angularm om entum ). It m eans that
the condensates have nonzero chiral charge, pairing left-handed quarks w ith the antjparti-
cles of right-handed quarks. It lads to the nonzero vacuum expectation value for the scalar
operator

PO Pi=M0P0r + OQrQr Pi60: @€.5)

The expectation value signals that the vacuum m ixes the two quark helicities. This
allow s m asskss quarks to acquire e ective m ass as they m ove through the vacuum . Inside
quark-antiquark bound states, quarks appear to m ove if they are m assive, even though they
have zero bare m ass (In the Lagrangian).

D ynam ical chiral symm etry breaking is inpossble in perturbation theory because at
every nite order in perturbation theory the selfenergy of the particl is proportional to its
renom alized m ass. So if one starts w ith a chirally sym m etric theory then one w ill also end
up wih a chirally sym m etric theory, if using perturbative approaches. T herefore dynam ical
chiral sym m etry breaking has to be studied using nonperturbative m ethods.

In them any-body approach dynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking and m om entum -dependent
m ass generation of elem entary excitations can be described by the G ap Equation (@n exam —
Pl of a gap equation w ill be presented In section 21 2). The G ap Equation allow s one to
calculate the m ass function of the particle which ism om entum -dependent. The m ass func—
tion ofthe quark calculated in this approach ispresented in the Fig. 5. O ne can see that the
dynam ical quark m ass is Jarge In the infrared and suppressed in the ultraviokt, this result

is not possibble In weakly interacting theories.
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Figure 5: D ependence ofthe dynam icalquark m asson them om entum calculated in Coulomb
gauge m odel introduced in section 21 2.

A nother usefiil tool to study dynam ical chiral sym m etry breaking is the m ethod based
on D yson-Schw inger equations. In fact, the sim plest D yson-Schw inger equation is the gap
equation for the dressed quark propagator. By solving this equation one would obtain the
m ass function ofthe quark (dependence ofthe quark m asson them om entum ). T hisequation
cannot be solved exactly however since it is one of the equations of the selfconsistent set of
In nite number of coupled nonlinear integral equations. Truncation schem es approprate to
this problem have been found and the m om entum -dependence of the quark m ass has been
calculated. It is In excellent agreem ent w ith Jattice gauge theory calculations.

In the next chapter of the present dissertation we introduce the quark m odels studied

and explain our m ethods.
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20 THEORY

T he study ofthem eson sector has attracted m uch attention, w ith a great variety ofdi erent
m odels. The fiindam ental reason is that it is a very good laboratory for exploring the non—
perturbative Q CD regin e. € om posed ofa quark and an antiquark’, a m eson is the sim plest
nontrivial system that can be used to test basic Q CD properties. In particular, the m eson
Soectra can be reasonably understood in non-relativistic or sam irelativistic m odels w ith
sin ple or sophisticated versions of the fiinnel potential, containing a long-range con ning

term plus a short—range C oulom b-type term ocom ing from one-gluon exchange [30, 31].

Energies are not very stringent observables and to test m ore deeply the wave functions,
one needs to rely on m ore sensitive cbservables. E lectrom agnetic properties, such as decay
constants or form factors can be em ployed. In that case the transition operator is precisely
known. On the other hand, one can also study hadronic transitions occurring through the
strong Interaction; this kind oftransition is able to explain the decay ofa m eson into several
m esons, or baryon-antibaryon, or otherm ore com plicated channels. T he hadronization pro—
cess is quite di cul to understand and m odel in temm s ofbasic QCD . O ne reason is that,

contrary to the electrom agnetic case, the transition operator is not de ned precissly.
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21 QUARK MODELSOF HADRON STRUCTURE

2.1.1 N onrelativistic P otential Q uark M odel

In the nonrelativistic potential quark m odel the m eson is approxin ated to be a bound state

of Interacting quark and antiquark. The m eson state for such a system is:

P X

Mi= 2Ep p%hIM LM SMgi 5 7

ccssffM g M ¢ {

Fkd’k  mgk mgk P E+k P)
F N —
@)y mg+ Mg 2E, 2E,

¥iki @d)

where P is the meson momentum , S, L and J are the meson soin, orbial and angular
m om enta w ith profctionsM 5 ,M ;, and M . X SSSM ¢ isthe soin wave function ofthem eson, it
depends on soin proections of quark and antiquark s and s and also on them eson soin and
its proction. Ef is the avor wave function and it depends on the avors of the quark
and antiquark f and f and on the meson isosoin I and its profction I,. is the spatial
wave function, it depends on the m om enta k and k of quark and antiquark w ith m assesm 4
and m 4.

In the nonrelativistic approxin ation the m esonic wave finction is the eigenfiinction ofa

Schrodinger equation :

and the Ham ittonian for the system is:
H=K+V (); @3)

where K is the nonrelativistic kinetic energy and V (r) is the potential energy.

Several phenom enological m odels for the interaction potential exist. The sin plest one
is a spherical ham onic oscillator potential. It is a rather crude approxin ation and doesn’t
give good description of the m eson properties, for exam ple it can’t distinguish between two
mesons with di erent spins. But it allow s analytical calculations for m ost of the m eson
properties and easy Fourier transform ations of the wave fiinctions, so it isussfilasa smplke

estin ate of som e physical quantities of interest.
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A nother varation of the nonrelativistic potentialm odel is ISGW [32], which isbas=ed on
SHO potential m odel but wih an arti cial factor Mtroduced so that Ij! ®F . The
factor was added to achieve better agreem ent w ith the experim ental data for the pion

form —factor and certain heavy quark transitions.
A m ore realistic m odel of the potential is C oulom b+ lineart hyper ne Interaction m odel:

2§ "e

4
V (x) = g?c+br+c+ S, S,: @ 4)

om ;m, 12
T he strengths of the Coulomb and hyper ne interactions are taken as ssparate param eters.
Perturbative gluon exchange inpliesthat - = y and we nd that the tsprefer the near
equality of these param eters.

The Coulomb tem ocorresponds to the quark Interaction due to the one gluon exchange
and dom inates at short range. T he linear term describbes con nem ent. T he hyper ne tem
is spin-dependent and m akes it possble to distinguish between m esons of di erent spins.
This potential has 3 parameters ( , and ), and together w ith the m ass of the quarks
they could be adjusted to describe the properties of the m esons (for exam ples the m asses
of several m eson ground states). A fter the param eters have been adjisted, calculations of
other m eson properties could be done and com pared to the experim ental data to see how
the m odel works. A Iso predictions of the physical properties, potentially observable in the
future, could be m ade.

A sw illbe described In the next chapter, the observables that we consider require a w eaker
ultraviolt Interaction than that ofEqg. 2.4. W e therefore ntroduce a running coupling that
recovers the perturbative coupling ofQ CD but saturates at a phenom enoclogicalvalue at low

m om enta:

4

el k)= — 2 5)
olg e o+ 5

where k? = %7 is the square of the threem om entum transfer, o= 11 2N¢=3= 9,N; is
the number of avors taken to be 3. One can dentify the parameter with ocp because

¢ k) approaches the one loop running constant ofQ CD . H owever, this param eter w i1l also
be t to experim ental data in the follow ing nevertheless, the resulting preferred valie is

reassuringly close to expectations). Param eters and details of the t are presented in the
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Chapter 4.

Potential of Egq. 2.4 cannot explain P-wave m ass splittings induced by soin-dependent
Interactions, which are due to spih-orbi and tensor temms. A common model of spin—
dependence is based on the BreitFem i reduction of the oneglion-exchange interaction
supplem ented w ith the soin-dependence due to a scalar current con nem ent interaction.
The general form of this potential has been com puted by E ichten and Feinberg[33] at tree
levelusing W ilson loop m ethodology. T he result isparam eterized in temm s of four nonpertur-
bative m atrix elem ents, V;, which can be detem Ined by electric and m agnetic eld nsertions
on quark lines In the W ilson loop. Subsequently, Pantaleone, Tye, and N g[34] perform ed in
a one-loop com putation of the heavy quark interaction and showed that a fth interaction,
Vs is present In the case of unequal quark m asses. T he diagram s that have been calculated

In addition to the tree level diagram are presented in Fig. 6.

, &%)

' %F

00000

Figure 6: O ne-doop diagram s of the heavy quark Interaction.

T he net result is a quark-antiquark interaction that can be w ritten as:

qu = Veont T Vsp 2.6)

where V¢ is the standard C oulom b+ linear scalar fom :
4
Veons (®) = —— + br 2.7)
3r
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HereL = Lg= I, r= ¥XJj= ¥y LJistheQQ ssparation and theV; = V;m 4;m 4;r) are
the W ilson loop m atrix elem ents discussed above. The explicit expressions for V,’s can be
found in the section 3.3 of the present dissertation.

The rst fourV; areorder ¢ in perturbation theory, whik Vs is order 2; for this reason
Vs hasbeen ignored by quark m odelers. For exam pl, the analysis of C ahn and Jackson [35]
only considers V; { V4. In practice this is acceptable (as we show later) except in the case
of unequal quark m asses, w here the additional spin-orbit interaction can play an in portant
role.

2.1.2 Relativistic M any-B ody A pproach in Coulom b G auge

The canonical nonrelativistic quark m odel relies on a potential description of quark dy-—
nam ics and therefore neglects m any-body e ects in QCD . Related to this is the question
of the reliability of nonrelativistic approxin ations, the in portance of hadronic decays, and
the chiral nature of the pion. The latter two phenom ena depend on the behavior of non-
perturbative glie and as such are crucial to the developm ent of robust m odels ofQCD and
to understanding soft gliodynam ics. Certainly, one expects that ghiodynam ics w ill m ake
its presence felt with increasing insistence as experin ents probe higher excitations in the
soectrum . Sin ilarly the chiral nature of the pion cannot be understood In a xed particle
num ber form alisn . Thisadditional com plexity isthe reason so f&w m odels attam pt to derive
the chiral properties of the pion. This is an unfortunate situation since the pion is central

to much of hadronic and nuclear physics.
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To m ake progress one m ust either resort to num erical experim ents or construct m odels
which are closer to QCD . One such m odel is based on the QCD Ham iltonian in Coulomb
gauge [36, 37, 38, 40].

In this approach the exact QCD Ham iltonian In the Coulomb gauge is m odeled by an
e ective, con ning Ham iltonian, that is relativistic w th quark eld operators and current
quark m asses. H owever, before approxin ately diagonalizing H , a sin ilarity transform ation is
In plam ented to a new quasiparticle basis having a dressed, but unknown constituent m ass.
A s described later, this transformm ation entails a rotation that m ixes the bare quark creation
and annihilation operators. By then perform ing a variational calculation to m Inin ize the
ground state (vacuum ) energy, a speci cm xing angle and corresoonding quasiparticle m ass
is selected. In this fashion chiral sym m etry is dynam ically broken and a non-trivial vacuum
w ih quark condensates em erges. This treatm ent is precisely analogous to the Bardeen,
Cooper, and Schrie er BCS) description of a superconducting m etal as a coherent vacuum
state of interacting quasiparticles combining to form condensates (C ooper pairs). Excited
states (m esons) can then be represented as quasiparticle excitations using standard m any—
body techniques, forexam ple Tamm -D anco (TDA ) or random phase approxin ation RPA)
m ethods.

T here are several reasons for choosing the Coulomb gauge fram ework. A s discussed by
Zwanziger [39], the H am iltonian is renom alizable in this gauge and, equally as in portant,
theG roovproblem ( A = 0doesnotuniquely specify the gauge) can be resolved (seeRefs.
[?, 40] for further discussion) . Related, there are no spurdious gluon degrees of freedom since
only transverse glions enter. T his ensures all H ibert vectors have positive nom alizations
which isessential for using variational technigues that have been w idely sucoessfiil in atom ic,
m olecular and condensed m atter physics. Second, an advantage of Coulomb gauge is the
appearance of an instantaneous potential.

By introducing a potentialK @, theQCD Coulomb gauge H am iltonian K0] orthe quark

sector can be replaced by an e ective H am iltonian

1
H= dx Y& i~v "+ m )+ - dedy ° ®)K @ (2 yI) * &) 2.9)
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where ,m and °®&)= Y ®)T® &) are the current (pare) quark eld, m ass and color

density, respectively. For notational ease the avor subscrpt is om itted (same H for each

avor) and the color ndex runsa = 1::8.

K © isde ned asthevacuum expectation valie ofthe instantaneousnon-Abelian Coulomb
interaction. The procedure r calculating K © is describbed in R6]. The solution is well ap—
proxin ated by the follow ing expression :

8

0 .. 1225°
KTk = —,

mg 1:93

- k<mg;
0:6588 22m 2+ 082) " g K2=m 2+ 141) °® : 0
: log k*=m g + 0:82) g k*=m g+ 141) > mg:

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

as possible. First the ground state has to be studied, and the B ogolubov-Valatin, or BC S,
transform ation is Introduced.

T he plane wave, spinor expansion for the quark eld operator is:

dekh i

e2) = )y ®h ®) + v ( ) (k) &~ @11)

w ith free particle, antiparticle spinorsu. , v. and bare creation, annihilation operatorsh. ,
d. for current quarks, respectively. H ere the soin state (helicity) is denoted by and color
Index by c= 1;2;3 Wwhich is hereafter suppressed). Because oould be expanded in tem s
of any com plete basis, a new quasiparticle basism ay equally well be used:

Z h i

dk ik
) = 2 ) U KB ®+V (EDY(K) e~ @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 Bogolubov-Valatin or BCS)

transform ation. T he transform ation between operators is given by the rotation

- _k L Koy .
B ®) OOS2b ®) Sm2d(k),
D ( K)= ooszkd ( ®)+ sjnzkby ®); 2 13)
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Involving the BCS angke , = (k). Sin ilarly the rotated quasiparticle soinors are

2 gq__ 3
1+ si
U ®)= cos—u ) sjn—kv(k)=pl—_4 qism(k) 5,
2 2 2 1 sn ¥~ K
2 q__ 3
K « 1 1 sn k)~ Kk
V ( R)= cos—v ( K)+ sh—u ®)= p=14 q_— 5; (©a14)
2 2 2 1+ sh @®)

w here is the standard two-dim ensionalPauli spinor. The gap angle, = (), hasalso
been Introduced, which isrelhted tothe BCS angle, =2,by = + where isthe current,

P
or perturbative, m ass angk satisfylng sin = m=E, withE, = m?+ k?.Hence

m
SN k=E—COS k+ E—S:In k7

k k
k m

COoSs k:E—COSk E—Sm k . (2.15)
k k

Sin ilarly, the perturbative, trivial vacuum , de ned by b i = d Pi= 0, is related to the

quasiparticle vacuum ,B ji= D ji= 0, by the transfom ation

!
x 5

ji= exp

R tanzkby ®)d ( k) Pi: 2 16)

Here is s0 called BCS vacuum (later we Introduce the RPA vacuum kbeled j gpa il
which is required to obtain a m asskess pion). Expanding the exponential and noting that
the form of the operator ¥d” is designed to create a current quark/antiquark pair w ith
the vacuum quantum numbers, clarly exhibis the BCS vacuum as a ooherent state of
quark/antiquark excitations (Cooper pairs) representing *°*!L; = 3P, condensates. One
can regard tan-—- as the m om entum wavefunction of the pair in the center of m om entum
system .

An approxin ate ground state for our e ective H am iltonian could be found by m inin iz—
ing the BCS vacuum expectation, h H j i. It could be done variationally using the gap
angl, ,which leadsto the gap equation, h H ji= 0. A fler considerable m athem atical
reduction, the nonlinear integral gap equation follow s

Z h i
K si _ 2 dg _ C t -
sn W QoS = 3 WK X gj snh ycos 4 q siyoos x @ (217)
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T his gap equation is to be solved for the unknown Bogoluubov angle, which then spec—
i es the quark vacuum and the quark eld m ode expansion via goinors. Com paring the
quark spinor to the canonical spinor pemm its a sin ple Interpretation of the B ogolubov an—
gl through the relationship (k) = ktan  where (k) may be interpreted as a dynam ical
m om entum -dependent quark m ass. Sin ilarly (0) m ay be interpreted as a constituent quark
m ass.

T he num erical solution for the dynam ical quark m ass is very accurately represented by
the functional form

k) = K(O) &) 1 eM=( K @) k) ©18)

where M isa constituent quark m assand  is a param eter related to the quark condensate.
N otice that this form approaches the constituent mass or snallmomenta and K © for
large m om enta.

W ith explicit expressions for the quark interaction and the dynam ical quark m ass the

m esonic bound states can now be cbtained. T he de nitions ofthe m eson creation operators

In TDA and RPA approxin ations are (see x59 of Ref. @41], also @42, 43]):

X 3
y - d y y
Qy TDhA) = 2BE ®)B* ®)D*( K); @19)
X 3, h i
Y d’k Y y y
Qy RPA) = 2 ) ®)B* ®)D“( K) ®)B ®)D ( k) @ 20)

wih B and D being the quasiparticle operators. It is worthwhile recalling that the RPA
m ethod is equivalent to the Bethe-Salpeter approach w ith instantaneous interactions [#4].

A meson is then represented by the Fock space expansion :

Mqopai = QI\EZ TDA)j1i; 221)

Meeal = QI\EZ RPA)J rpail: @22)

Here gpa iSRPA vacuum , it hasboth ferm ion (wo quasiparticles or C ooper pairs) and

boson (four quasiparticles orm eson pairs) correlations.
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To derive the TDA and RPA equations ofm otion we proct the Ham iltonian equation

onto the truncated Fock sector. It gives:

M 7pa JH ;le TDA)]ji= E u Eq)M TDA:Q?Z (TDA)Ji; 223)

M gpa JH ;QI\EZ RPA)]] rpal= Eu Eo)M RPA:D%Z RPA)J rpail @24)

In TDA (223) generates an integral equation for the m eson wave function |K), and in
RPA (224) generates two coupled nonlinear integral equations for two wave functions Y (K)
and ®).

The RPA and TDA egquations include self energy temm s (denoted ) for each quark line
and these m ust be renom alized. In the zero quark m ass case renom alization of the TDA
or RPA equations proceaeds In the sam e way as for the quark gap equation. In fact, the
renom alization ofthese equations is consistent and onem ay show thata nite gap equation
Inpliesa nie RPA orTDA equation. This feature ram ains true In the m assive case. The

RPA equation in the pion channel reads:

E Egcs) Y&k) = 2l shh x+ koos v+ ()] Yk)

Cr ’ qquh : . : y
— Vok;q) L+ sin ysin 4)+ Vi K;p) COS , QOS¢ @

2 7 @y
Cr qquh . . )
o ey Vok;g @ s xsin 4) M k;p)coos oos 4 @:;
(225)
where 7
v kig=2 d@ KK 3 %jPL@ k- (2 26)
A sin flar equation for hodswih + ! ) and E ! E . The wavefunctions

represent forward and backward m oving com ponents of the m any-body wavefunction and
the pion itself is a collective excitation with In nitely m any constituent quarks in the Fock
soace expansion. These two coupled nonlinear integral equation could be soled num erically
to obtain m eson spectrum and wave functions.

TDA equation m ay be obtained from theRPA equation (2 25) by neglecting the backw ard
wave function . The spectrum in the random phase and Tamm -D anco approxin ations

has been com puted B5] and it has been con m ed that the pion ism asslkess In the chiral

26



Iim it. Tt was also found that the Tamm -D anco approxin ation yields resuls very close to
the RPA forall states except the pion. A llotherm esons have nearly identical RPA and TDA
m asses. The complete hidden avormeson spectrum in the Tamm -D anco  approxin ation

is given by the ollow Ing equations.

Z
C d
E pck)=2msh y+koos ¢+ )] pc k) 7F g gK§C &k;q pc @ @27)
w ith 7
_ Cyp q'dg . .
(k)— 7 W (V()S:In k SIN q+ V]_COS k COS q) (2.28)

and where isthem eson radialwavefiinction in m om entum space. N ote that the In aginary
part of the slfenergy Im () = 0, this llows from the fact that the quark-antiquark
Interaction is nstantaneous in the C oulom b gauge.

The kemel K ; in the potential term depends on the m eson quantum numbers, J*€ . In
the ollow ing possible values for the parity or charge con jugation eigenvalues are denoted by
J) =+ ifJ iseven and if J is odd. T hese interaction kemels have been derived in the

quark helicity basis (see for exam ple Ref. [45]).

-O+

K @jk)=Vycoos poos + V; (1+ sin psin ) (229)

FOO £355 0]

, , J J+ 1
KJ(E);k)=VJ (l+ s pSJn k)+ VJ 17+V

2ot 1 Vriggy g S e®s k. @30

jj+1)(J+l) FJJ;J 1]

+
KJ(p,'k): VJ (1+ sin ijI'l k)+ VJ 17++VJ+1 GOS , COs (2.31)
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FB@ 1yP @+ L)y T 1]

Kll(p;k) = VJCOS p COS kT VJ 12J7J-|-1+VJ+12J+ 1 (l+ sin ijI'l k)
J+1 ) )
Ko jk) = Vyoos cos + Vg lﬁ+VJ+12J+ 1 1+ sn sin y)
P
KiEik) = V5 1 \Z'H-l)M (sn ¢+ sin ) @32)
20+ 1

22 STRONG DECAYS

The decay ofa m eson into two m esons is the sin plest exam ple of a strong decay. T he decay
of a baryon Into a meson and a baryon has also been extensively studied. Even in those
particularly sinm ple decays, various m odels have been proposed to explain the m echanian .
Am ong them , tuscite thenaive SU (6)y m odel 6], the elem entary m eson-em ission m odel
47, 48, 49, 50, 51] (iIn which one eam itted m eson is considered as an elem entary particle
coupled to the quark), the 3S; model B2, 53] (in which a quark-antiquark pair is created
from the gluon am itted by a quark of the originalm eson), the ux-tubem odel [H4] and the
P, model (nh which a quark-antiquark pair is created from the vacuum ) b5, 56, 57, 58].

This Jast model @P,) is especially attractive because it can provide the gross features
of various transitions w ith only one param eter, the constant corresoonding to the creation
vertex. T hisproperty isof course an oversin pli cation because there isno serious foundation
or a creation vertex independent of the m om enta of the created quarks. Even in the P,
m odel, the form of the vertex is essentially unknown.

T hisphenom enologicalm odelofhadron decaysw as developed in the 1970sby LeY aouanc
et al, Bb6], which assum es, as suggested earlier by M icu In [B5], that during a hadron decay
a gg pair is produced from the vacuum with vacuum quantum numbers, J°¢ = 0** . Since
this corresponds to a °P, g state, this is now generally referred to as the °P, decay m odel.
The 3P, pair production Ham iltonian fr the decay ofa gqgmeson A tomesons B + C is

usually written In a rather com plicated form w ith explicit wavefiinctions [B9], which in the

28



conventions of G eiger and Swanson [60] (to within an irrelevant overall phase) is

Z 7
. Prdy i, . . - z
BCH Al= o )3:262 f oAl 1Ts+17c tPs g 2TY e 5 Y

PA PB PC (2 '3 3 )

forallquark and antiquark m asses equal. The strength  ofthe decay interaction is regarded
as a free constant and is tted to data [61].

Studies of hadron decays using this m odel have been concemed alm ost exclusively w ith
num erical predictions, and have not ld to any findam entalm odi cations. Recent studies
have considered changes in the spatial dependence of the pair production am plitude as a
function of quark coordinates (9] but the fuindam ental decay m echanisn is usually not ad—
dressed; this isw idely believed to be a nonperturbative process, mvolving ux tube breaking.

23 ELECTROMAGNETIC AND ELECTROW EAK TRANSITIONS

Since the operator of electrom agnetic and electrow eak transitions is very wellknown, study—
Ing these processes for hadrons could provide us w ith valuable Inform ation on the hadron
structure. Still these transitions are com plicated enough, so that sin plifying approxin a—
tions are typically In use. In this section, di erent types of electrom agnetic and electrow eak

transitions are described, and approaches to study them are explained.

2.3.1 D ecay constants

Leptonic decay constants are a sin ple probe of the short distance structure of hadrons and
therefore are a usefil observable for testing quark dynam ics In this regin e. D ecay constants
are com puted by equating their eld theoretic de nition wih the analogous quark m odel
de nition. This denti cation is rigorously valid In the nonrelativistic and weak binding lin is
w here quark m odel state vectors form good representations ofthe Lorentz group 32, 63]. The

task at hand is to determm ine the reliability of the com putation away from these 1 its.
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The m ethod is illustrated w ith the vector m eson decay constant fy; , which is de ned by

my £ =103 0  O¥i (2.34)

where m y is the vector m eson m ass and is its polarization vector. N ote that the vector
current is Jocally conserved for the physical vector m eson.
T he decay constant is com puted in the concsptualweak binding and nonrelativistic Iim it

ofthe quark m odeland is assum ed to be accurate away from these lin its. O ne thusem ploys

the quark m odel state:
!
" ’k I’k K K
, 2Ep gy d mg My 3) - .
i= s +k P Y Di; 235
Ve N, ° 2 ) mg+mog % Bad Pl @3

wherem 4 and m  are the m asses of quark and antiquark w ith m om enta X and k accordingly,
P’ isthe vectorm eson m cm entum . T he decay constant is obtained by com puting the spatial
m atrix elem ent of the current In the vector center ofm ass fram e (the tam poral com ponent
is trivial) and yields

r

fv =

r

Z r
N . &’k m g mg k?
; (K 1+ — 1+ — 1+ : (2 36)
my @2 ) Ey Ey SEx+mg)Eyx + my)

T he nonrelativistic lim it is proportional to the m eson wave function at the origin
r

C ~

my

= 0); 237)

which recovers the wellkknown result of van Royen and W eisskopfb4].

D ecay constant for vector m esons w ith quark and antiquark ofthe same avor could be
determ ined from the experim entaldata forthedecay V ! e e . In this process the vector
meson rst converts into the photon and then photon becom es the electron-positron pair.
T he am plitude of this process is then:

&2

I

where p; and p, are them om enta, s; and s, are soins of the electron and positron, Q is the

A81$2 = IE+e j :DlhOj j‘fl: Qu51 (pl) Vs, (Pz)fvmv (2.38)

quark charge (in units ofe), g is the photon m om entum .
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T hen the squared am plitude sum m ed over the electron and positron goins and averaged

over vector m eson polarizations is:

X 4 X

(239)

1 e
RI= 3 Pawd - 507Emy bs ©1) Ve, ©2)Vs, ©2)  us, (1)
e L
= QQ fomg (g )Tr(@, me) @G+ me) ]
4 . 2
= QQ myg bptep, g 1 PFmo)]

Sihce In this process the m asses of electron and positron are much sn aller than their

mom enta, we can neglect m .. Then:

84
A= %szémé o D

From them om entum conservation law g= p; + P, SO

L+ p2)° = Pi"‘ p§+ 2pip2 = 2m§_+ 2p1p2 2pp; = o

and then pip, = =2 =0
4 4
A= —3q2Q2fv2m$ = Jeo’s

because In themeson rest frameg=my .

Now we can calculate the decay rate of this process:

Z L
1 d wm 2]

" omy, 322 Eg

i}

V! ete
Here E ,, istheenergy ofthe nalstate in itsrest frame. Sthoem . 0 then Eq,

and then the decay rate is:

_eQf; 4 PQff]
12 my 3 my

v!ete

and the decay constant is:

1=2
£, = AMy viee
v 4 202
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T hat gives the follow Ing results for the existing vector m esons:

f=2I"TMev Q=

Hh
[

£ = 41lM eV Q =
) 2 46)

Hh
Il

sl
2
2Mev Q= 3)
2
3)
704M &V Q = 2

Sin ilar results hold for other m esons that couple to electroweak currents. A summ ary
of the resuls for a variety of m odels and the discussion are presented In Chapter 4. The
expressions usad to com pute the table entries and the data used to extract the experin ental

decay constants are collected in Appendix A .
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2.3.2 Impulse approxim ation

T he In pulse approxin ation isw dely used In studies ofm eson transitions and form —factors.
In this approxin ation the possibility of quark-antiquark pair creation from the vacuum is
neglected. T he Interaction of the external current w ith the m eson is the sum of is coupling
to quark and antiquark as illustrated n gure 7. In the diagram s, M ; and M , are the Initial
and nal state mesons (pound states of quark g and antiquark g, which are represented
by lines w ith arrow s). In this section, our approach to the calculations of the form —factors
and radiative transition decay rates in the im pulse approxin ation of the quark m odel is

presented.

SRV s \J
q q m,

~

Figure 7: Im pulse approxin ation diagram s.

Fom factorsare a powerfildeterm nant of ntemalhadronic structure because the exter—
nalcurrent m om entum serves as a probe scale. A nd of course, di erent currents are sensitive
to di erent properties of the hadron, so it is useful to study the form —factors when tuning
and testing m odels.

T he technique used to com pute the form factors is illustrated by considering the nelastic
pseudoscalar electrom agnetic m atrix element WP, P.i, where P refers to a pssudoscalar

meson. The m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position of thism atrix elem ent is

M M

P, )] ) P 1)i= £Q?) 2+ p1) =

©: B @47)
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w here conservation of the vector current hasbeen used to elin lnate a possble second nvari-
ant. The argum ent of the orm factor is chosen to be Q2 = e Rr) ©E B -

Now the m atrix elem ent on the left could be calculated In som e m odel, for exam ple In
the quark m odel, and then the result for the om -factor £ Q?) could be com pared to the
experin ental data (if availablk).

In the in pulse approxin ation, usihg the tem poral com ponent of the vector current and

com puting In the rest fram e of the nitialm eson yields

p
M E

fiu @7) = - (2.48)

Ezx+ M) Zqz ~E, M) |

2 ek T my T m, &+ @ X '

m m m
S ®) Rt 1+t 1+ 2 1+ k!
@) my+m, Ex Ex+qg Ex+mi)Exigtmy)

The psesudoscalars are assum ed to have valence quark masses m 1;m; and m,;m, for Py
and P, respectively. The m asses of the m esons are labeled M ; and M ,. The single quark
elastic form factor can be obtained by settingm; = m;=m, =m, and M ; = M ,. In the

nonrelativistic Im it Eq. 2.48 reduces to the sin ple expression:

Z
&k q

2 = —_— — .
fsq(Q )_ (2 )3 (k) k+ 2 . (2.49)

In this case it is easy to see the nom alization condition fg, (= 0) = 1. This isalso true for
the relativistic elastic single quark form factor ofEqg. 2 .48.
To calculate the decay rate of the radiative transition M ; ! M, we need to know the
electrom agneticm atrix element M , 97 M ;iat f = 0, whereM ; and M , are the initialand
nalm eson states. In the In pulse approxin ation using the vector com ponent of the current

we have:

B M, TM 1= QM ,TOM i+ eQ M, TV M 45 2 50)
Je@ = u, k) ~us, ki);
JO = ¥ k)~ ko)t

where k; ;k;s; and s; are the m om enta and spins of the quark and antiquark of the Iniial

state m eson, and k;;k,;s55s, are the corresponding m om enta and spins of the nal state
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meson. Q 4 and Q 4 are the quark and antiquark charges. T he two termm s of (2.50) corresponds
to the quark and antiquark electrom agnetic interactions.

Tt is very comm on to consider quark and antiquark being nonrelativistic when study-—
Ing radiative transition. W e nvestigate the validity of this approxin ation by com paring
two cases: taking the full relativistic expressions for quark and antigquark soinors and then
com paring our resuls to those calculated w ith the nonrelativistic approxin ation. W e nd
considerable di erences for the decay rates, even for heavy mesons, as will be shown in
Chapter 7, and conclude that quarks should be treated relativistically.

W e illustrate the technique used to study radiative transitions for the nonrelativistic ap—
proxin ation ofthe quark spinors. T he treatm ent ofthe case w ith full relativistic expressions
for spnors is com pletely analogous, exospt for m uch m ore com plicated expressions for the
m atrix elem ents. T he study of full relativistic case have been perform ed num erically.

In the rest fram e of the nitial state m eson we have:

€0 D E €0 D E

B = M3 @Rt oo, 39 mMi +—— My @K &g, & 1M: ; @51)
2m g 2m g

where~,; = Y~ 5 and ~y; = ~Zl~~sz,here s Isthe D irac spinor for quark or antiquark.

S2

R adiative transitions are usually said to be either of electric orm agnetic type depending
on the dom inating tem n m ultipole expansion ofthe am plitude. Ifthe nitialand nalstate
m esons have di erent spins but sam e angular m om entum then the transition is m agnetic,
and the contrbution of the tem s proportional to s, Or s I expression 2.51 is zero.
T he exam ple of the m agnetic transition is the vector to pseudoscalarm eson transition 3S; !
ls,

If the niial and nal states have di erent angular m om entum then the transition is
electric and all the tem s In 2.51 contrdbute to the am plitude. An exam plk of the electric
transition is P-wave state to the vectorm eson state transition °P, ! 3S;

Very often when considering electric transitions the sscond term in the square brackets
of @251) is ignored, which is called the dijpole approxinm ation, and also the Imit g ! O is
taken, which corresponds to the long-w avelength approxin ation. In this case the expression
for the am plitude of E 1 transitions is very sin ple:

. €0 eQ
A’em =M Z:R:M 11 m—q + —3 s1S; S1S2 (2.52)

a mgq
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U sing Siegert’s theorem one can write iH ;r]= 2p=m 4 and then the transition am plitude is
proportional to them atrix element M , M ;1.

T he technigue described in the previous paragraph is the usualway to caloulate radiative
transitions In the literature. W e have tested the validity of the approxin ations typically
m ade. In particular, we have taken into acoount all termm s In the operator of the equation
(2.51) and we have not m ade the zero recoil approxin ation. Com paring the resuls of
our calculations to the results w ith usual approxin ations In Chapter 7 we nd signi cant
di erences and conclude that it is im portant to treat radiative transitions carefully in the
m ost possibl generalway.

M atrix elem ents In (2.51) could be calculated using the quark m odelm eson state 2.1).
For exam pl, for vector m eson to pseudoscalar m eson transition V. ! P in the nonrela-

tivistic approxim ation for the quark spinors it is:

P
B (V I, P )= 2@ ¢) M;E, g3
0.’ &% 0.’ @
m m
- 5 2 KA g 1R+ ;5 2 K g 1E®)
q @) mqg+ mg 2m 4 @) mqg+ mg

where~; isthe polarization vectorofthe vectorm eson, () (,2) are the spatialwave finction
of initial and nalstate m esons In the m om entum space, M ; is the m ass of the Iniial state
meson and E, is the energy of the nalstate m eson.

A s an approxin ation to the m eson wave finction, soherical ham onic oscillator wave
functions are w idely In use. T his approxin ation greatly sin pli esthe calculations, and m ost
of the quantities of interest could be calculated analytically. Thus we conclude that it is
reasonably good for the crude estin ation of the ground state m eson wave function and m ain
features of m atrix elem ents but for qualitative studies realistic m eson wave flinctions should
be em ployed. Another use of this approxin ation is testing the num erical m ethods which
then could be applied to the m ore com plex cases.

The SHO spatialwave function for vector and pseudoscalar m esons is:

k) = e 7 (2.54)



and then the am plitude 2.53) forV ! P in the SHO nonrelativistic approxin ation is:

p
Ko, = 2ig ¢) M;E, Ra, g=szy Ra, g2, 2 55)
2m 4 2m 4
where
m m
=—  and =—3 . 2 .56)
mg+mg mg+ mg
In the specialcase ofm 4y = mywehave = = 1=2and:
. p Qg4+ €0 —16 2
Ren = i@ o) ME, 3 —9e @767, (2.57)
aq
T he decay rate for a radiative transition is:
Z
Mot M, e EX}K?- (2.58)
2 32 220, + 1 ME e
In ourexampl forvV ! P using SHO wave functions the decay rate is:
. 2
E - _
v ! P ):_273qjg %e 2q2—42+%e ‘=4 ? ; 2 59)
3 M7 mg m g

T he sam e approach could beusad forany otherm eson radiative transitions. T he resultsof
our calculations for a variety ofm odels, discussion ofthe e ects of approxin ations described

above and com parison to the experin ent are presented in Chapter 7.
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Figure 8: H igher order diagram s In C omellm odel.

2.3.3 H igher order diagram s

H igher order diagram s take into account the possibility of quark-antiquark pair appearing
from the vacuum . Studying these diagram s is In portant as they m ight give signi cant
contribution to the im pulse approxin ation since there isno an all param eter associated w ith
the quark-antiquark pair creation in low energy QCD .

Oneway to ntroduce higher order diagram s was developed by C omell group [65], the so
called CTomell’ m odel. In thism odel the m esonic state is described as a superposition of a
naive quark-antiquark state and all possble decay channels of a naive state into two other
m esons. There are two diagram s contributing to the radiative transition, shown in Fig. 8.
M esons In the Comell m odel diagram s are represented by doubl line. The rst diagram
corresoonds to the In pulse approxin ation and the second diagram is higher order. H ow ever,
for this m odel to be consistent, coupling of the electrom agnetic current to the products of
the decay In the Interm ediate state should also be taken into acoount, for exam ple, diagram

shown In Fig. 9 should be considered. T hese kinds of diagram s have been neglected in [65].

Figure 9: H igher order diagram not taken Into acoount in C omellm odel.
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Figure 10: H igher order diagram s In the bound state tin e ordered perturbation theory.

W e o era di erent way of describing higher order diagram s in radiative transitions. In
our approach, we use °P, m odel to describe the quark-antiquark pair creation CP, m odel is
explained in section 2 2) and then em ploy the bound state tin e ordered perturbation theory
to obtain higher order diagram s. T here are two diagram s w hich contribute to the transition
in addition to the In pulse approxin ation, they are shown In Fig. 10. W hen calculating the
diagram s In the quark m odelallpossible interm ediate bound states have to be sum m ed over.
D etails of the calculations and our estin ations of these diagram s are presented in Chapter

7.

234 Gamma-gamm a transitions

Two-photon decays of m esons are of considerable interest as a search m ode, a probe of
Intemal structure, and as a test of nonperturbative Q CD m odeling. An illustration of the
In portance of the Jatter point is the recent realization that the usual factorization approach
to orthopositronium (and its extensions to Q CD ) decay violates low energy theorem s[66].

Tt has been traditional to com pute decays such asP s ! by assum ing factorization
between soft bound state dynam ics and hard rescattering Into photons[67]. T his approxin a—
tion is valid when the photon energy is m uch greater than the binding energy E g m 2.
This isa di cult condition to satisfy In the case 0ofQCD where ! s 1. Neverthelss,
this approach hasbeen adopted to nclisive strong decays ofm esons[68, 69, 70] and hasbeen
extensively applied to two-photon decays of quarkonia[71].

T he application of naive factorization to orthopositroniim decay (orM ! ggg, gg in
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QCD) lads to a di erential decay rate that scales as E  for an all photon energies[72] {
at odds w ith the E ? behavior required by gauge invariance and analyticity (this is Low’s
theorem [/3]). The contradiction can be traced to the scale dependence of the choice of
relevant states and can be resolved with a carefil NRQED analysis[/4]. For exampl, a
parapositronium -photon interm ediate state can be in portant in orthopositronium decay at
low energy. O ther attem pts to address the problem by treating the binding energy nonper—
turbatively can be found in Refs. [75, 76].

N aive factorization is equivalent to m aking a vertical cut through the loop diagram
representing Ps ! n [75] (see Fig. 11). O f course this ignores cuts across photon vertices
that correspond to the neglected intem ediate states m entioned above. In view of this, a
possble In provem ent is to assum e that psesudoscalarm eson decay to tw o photons occurs via
an Interm ediate vectorm eson followed by a vector m eson dom inance transition to a photon.
This approach was indeed suggested long ago by van Royen and W eisskopf[64] who m ade
sin ple estin ates of the rates or © ! and ! . Thisproposal is also in accord w ith
tin e ordered perturbation theory applied to QCD in Coulomb gauge, where intem ediate

bound states created by instantaneous gluon exchange m ust be sum m ed over.

Figure 11: N aive Factorization in Positroniim D ecay.

F inalky, one expects that an e ective description should work for su ciently low m om en—

tum photons. The e ective Lagrangian for pssudoscalar decay can be w ritten as

Z
L=g F F 2 .60)

leading to the prediction ( ! ) / dm?>. Since this scaling w ith respect to the pseu—
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doscalarm ass appears to be experim entally satis ed for , , °mesons, Isjuret al. nserted
an ad hoc dependence of m ? in their quark m odel com putations[63, 77]. W hile perhaps of
practicaluse, this approach isnot theoretically justi ed and calls into doubt the utility ofthe
quark m odel in this context. Indeed sin ple quark m odel com putations of the am plitude of
Fig. 11 are not dependent on binding energies and can only depend on kinem atic quantities
such as quark m asses.

In view of the discussion above, we chose to abandon the factorization approach and
com pute two-photon cham onium decays In the quark m odel In bound state tin e ordered
perturbation theory. Thishasthe e ect of saturating the Interm ediate state w ith allpossble
vectors, thereby bringing in binding energies, a nontrivial dependence on the pssudoscalar
m ass, and Incorporating oblique cuts in the loop diagram .

D etails of our calculations and the resuls are presented in Chapter 6.

2.3.5 M eson transitions in € oulom b gauge m odel

A s was described In section 212, a rlativistic m any-body approach in Coulomb gauge
(Coulomb gauge m odel) is a richer m odel of hadron structure than the nonrelativistic po—
tentialm odel. It can explain som e fundam ental properties ofQ CD , such as chiral sym m etry
breaking and dependence of the quark m ass on the energy scale, In a fully relativistic way.
Untilnow only m eson spectra have been calculated in this m odel, and the agreem ent w ith
the experin ent is In pressive. H owever, for testing and in proving the m odel, other m eson
properties should be investigated.

For Coulomb gauge m odel the sam e approach to the calculation of the m eson properties
could be used as for the nonrelativistic potential quark m odel, them ain di erence being the
Soatialm eson wave functions. A swas explained In section 2.1 2 in order to calculate spatial
meson wave finction in RPA approxin ation we need to solve the system of two nonlinear
coupled integral equations. A fter that the form ulas from appendices A and B could be used
to calculate form —factors, decay constants and radiative transitions.

The only practical exception of the statem ent above is the study of pion properties. In

RPA approxin ation the wave finction of each m eson is a superposition of the forward and
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backw ard propagating com ponents. T he badckward propagating com ponent is negligible for
all the m esons, except pion. In the pion case this leads to a change in the wave function
nom alization and has a considerable e ect on the pion properties. A s an exam pl, our
results for radiative transition decay rates nvolving pion w ill be presented in Chapter 7.
T hey have m uch better agreem ent w ith the experim ent In C oulom b gaugem odelthan in the
nonrelativistic potentialm odel.
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30 SPECTROSCOPY

New soectroscopy from theB factories and the advent of CLEO —¢ and the BE S upgrade have
led to a resurgence of interest In chamm onia. Am ong the new developm ents are the discovery
of the 2 and h. m esons and the ocbservation of the enigm atic X (3872) and Y (4260) states
at Belle[/8].

BaBar’s discovery of the D 4 (2317) state[/9] generated strong interest in heavy m eson
Soectroscopy { chie y due to is surprisingly low m ass w ith respect to expectations. T hese
expectations are based on quark m odels or lattice gauge theory. Unfortunately, at present
large Jattice system atic errors do not allow a determ ination ofthe D ¢ m ass w ith a precision
better than several hundred M €V . And, although quark m odels appear to be exosptionally
accurate In describing cham onia, they are less constrained by experin ent and on a weaker
theoretical footing in the open cham sector. Tt istherefore In perative to exam ine reasonable
altemative descriptions of the open cham sector.

The D4 (2317) was produced in €' e scattering and discovered in the isospin violating
Dy decay mode in KK and KK m ass distrbutions. Itswidth is less than 10 M &V
and i is lkely that the quantum numbers are J* = 0" [78]. Fially, if the D ° mode
dom inates the w idth ofthe D ¢ (2317) then the m easured product of branching ratios[80]

Br@°%! D.@317)K) Br@E317)! D, %)= @44 08 11) 10 31)

Inpliesthat Br® ! D (317)K) Br® ! DgK ), consistent with the D  2317) being a
canonical 0* cs meson.

In view ofthis, Cahn and Jackson have exam ined the feasibility of describbing the m asses
and decay w idths of the Iow lying D and D g states w ithin the constituent quark m odel[35].

They assum e a standard spin-dependent structure for the quark-antiquark interaction (see
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below) and allow general vector and scalar potentials. Their conclusion is that it is very
di cuk to describe the data in this scenario.

Indeed, the D 4 (2317) lies some 160 M &V below m ost m odel predictions (see Ref.[/8]
for a summ ary), leading to speculation that the state could be a DK molcukBl] or a
tetraquark B2]. Such speculation is supported by the isospin violating discovery m ode of the
D ¢ 2317) and the proxin ity of the S-wave D K threshold at 23582367 M €V .

A Ihough these proposals have ssveral attractive features, it is in portant to exhaust
possible canonical cs descriptions ofthe D ¢ (2317) before resorting to m ore exotic m odels. In
section 3.3 we propose a sinple m odi cation to the standard vector C oulom b+ scalar linear
quark potentialm odel that m aintains good agreem ent w ith the cham onium spectrum and
agrees rem arkably well with the D and Dy spectra. Possble experin ental tests of this
scenario are discussed.

Below the resuls of our study of cham onium , bottom onium and open cham spec—

troscopy are presented and discussed.

31 CHARMONIUM

W e adopt the standard practice of describbing chamm onia w ith nonrelativistic kinem atics, a
central con ning potential, and order v?=¢ spin-dependent interactions. Thus H = 2m +

Przel=2 + VC + VSD where

Ve @)= ——+ bry 32)
r
and
Vap (1) 32 ek2=4zs S+ 2. b lz S + S 3 3)
r: —_ - .
o Om 2 TT P 2r m2 m2r '

where 3T = 3¢ & S; Sy Sg. The strengths ofthe Coulomb and hyper ne interactions
have been taken as ssparate param eters. Perturbative ghion exchange mpliesthat - =
and we nd that the tsprefer the near equality of these param eters. T he variation of this

m odel, as descrbed in section 2.1.1, Includes running coupling 2.5.
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The resulting low lying spectra are presented in Tablk 9. The rst colum n presents the
results of the BG S’ m odel31], which was tuned to the available chamm onium spectrum .
Parametersare: m. = 14794 GeVv, .= 5 = 05461, = 10946 GeV, and b= 0:1425
GeV?. No constant is included.

T he second and third colum ns, labeled BG S+ log, m akes the replacem ent ofEq. 2.5; the
param eters have not been retuned. O ne sees that the J= and . m asses have been raised
som ew hat and that the splitting hasbeen reduced to 80 M €V . H eavier states have only been
slightly shifted. It ispossbl to ttheJ= and .m assesby adjisting param eters, how ever
this tends to ruin the agreem ent ofthem odelw ith the excited states. W e therefore choose to
com pare the BG S and BG S+ log m odels w ithout any further adjistm ent to the param eters.
A com parison w ith otherm odels and Jattice gauge theory can be found in Ref. [78].

M eson spectrum is not a particularly robust test of m odel reliability because it only
probes gross features of the wavefunction. A fematively, observables such as strong and
electrow eak decays and production processes probe di erent waveflinction m om entum scales.
Forexam ple, decay constants are short distance observables while strong and radiative tran—
sitions test interm ediate scales. Thus the latter do not add much new nfom ation unless
the transition occurs far from the zero recoil point. In this case the properties of boosted
wavefiinctions and higherm om entum com ponents becom e in portant. P roduction processes
can provide nfom ation on the short distance behavior of the wavefunctions since much
experin ental data is available. Unfortunately, the underlying m echanisn s at work are still

under debate, even rJ= and ° B3].
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Tablk 1: Spectrum ofccmesons G&V).

state BGS BG S g BGS bog  experiment
= 025Gev = 04Gev
c(1'sy) | 2981 3.088 3.052 2.979
c@'Sy) | 3625 3.669 3.655 3.638
c(B'Sy) | 4032 4067 4057 -
< @'sy) | 4364 4398 4 391 -
« (D) | 3.799 3.803 3.800 -
< @'D,) | 4155 4158 4156 -
J= (13s;) | 3.089 3.168 3139 3.097
23s,) | 3.666 3.707 3.694 3.686
(33s1) | 4.060 4.094 4085 4040
@%s,) | 4386 4.420 4412 4415
@°p.) | 3.785 3.789 3.786 3.770
@3Dq) | 4139 4143 4141 4159
, (@1°D ;) | 3.800 3.804 3.801 -
,2°D,) | 4156 4159 4157 -
;(1°D5) | 3.806 3.809 3.807 -
;(2°D ) | 4164 4167 4165 -
o @®Py) | 3425 3.448 3435 3415
w0 2°Py) | 3851 3.870 3.861 -
0 3°Py) | 4197 4214 4207 -
«a °P1) | 3505 3.520 3511 3511
« 2°P;) | 3.923 3.934 3.928 -
«a (3°Py) | 4265 4275 4270 -
« (1°P,) | 3556 3564 3558 3556
< @%P,) | 3970 3.976 3.972 -
« (3°P,) | 4311 4316 4313 -
h.(1'P,) | 3524 3536 3529 -
h. @'P;) | 3.941 3.950 3.945 -
h.(3'P;) | 4283 4291 4287 -
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32 BOTTOM ONIUM

The bottom onium param eters were obtained by tting the potential m odel of Egs. 24
and 33 (C+1L) to the known bottom oniuim soectrum . The results aremy, = 4575 G&V,
c = gy = 035 b= 019 Gev?, and = 0897 GeV.All the cakulations have been

perform ed as for cham onia.

Tabl 2: Bottom onlum Spectrum G &V).

Meson | C+L C+L g C+L bg PDG
= 04Gev = 025Gev
b 9.448 9.490 9516
2 | 10.006 10.023 10.033
2 | 10352 10.365 10372
9459 9500 9525 94603  0:00026
° 110.009 10.026 10.036 1002326  0:00031
® | 10354 10367 10374 1053552 00005
o | 9871 9873 9.879 98599 0001
% | 10232 10235 10239 102321 00006
o | 10522 10525 10529
b | 9897 9.900 9.904 98927 00006
o | 10255 10257 10260 102552 00005
2 | 10544 10546 10548
| 9916 9.917 9.921 99126  0:0005
| 10271 10272 10275 102685  0:0004
o | 10559 10560 10563

Second and third colum ns corresoond to the m odelw ith logarithm ic dependence of run—
ning coupling 2.5. T he param eters of the potential have not been re tted. O ne can see that,

as for cham onium , introducing the running coupling hasa an alle ect on the excited states
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w hile considerably shifting ground state m asses of , and
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33 SPECTROSCOPY OF OPEN CHARM STATES

T he spectra we seek to explain are summ arized In Tabl 3. Unfortunately, the m asses of the
D, (labeled a) and D 8 (labeled b) are poorly determ ned. Belle have observed B4] the D ¢ in
B decays, and clain amassof2308 17 32Me&V withawidthof =276 21 18 60
Me&V,whieFOCUSBS5] nd 2407 21 35MeV wihawidth = 240 55 59Me&V.W hike
som e authors choose to average these values, we regard them as incom patible and consider
the cases ssparately below . F inally, there is an older m ass detem ination from Belle[86] of
2290 22 20MeV wihawidthof = 305 30 25.Thebhasbeen seen n B decaysto
D and D by Belle B4]. A BreitW igner tyieldsamassof2427 26 20 15MeV
and a width of 384" 5’ 24 70 M eV . A kematively, a prelin inary report from CLEO [B7]
citesamassof2461"5; 10 32M eV and awidth of29013" 26 36M eV .Finally, FOCUS
B8] cbtain a lower neutral D S m ass of 2407 21 35MeV.0Othermasses in Tablk 3 are

obtained from the PDG com pilation B9].

Tablk 3: Low LyingD and D ¢ Spectra

J? 0 1 o* 1t 1t 2t

D 18693 05 20100 05 a b 24222 18 2459 4

Dg| 19685 06 21124 07 23174 09 24593 13 253535 034 25724 15

In addition to the unexpectedly low m assoftheD ¢ (2317), theD ¢ (2460) isalso som ew hat
below predictions G odfrey and Isgur, for exam ple, predict a mass of 2530 M €V [/7]). Lk is
possible that an analogous situation holds in the D spectrum , depending on the m ass of the
D . The quark m odel explanation of these states rests on P-wave m ass splittings induced
by spin-dependent interactions.

Here we propose to take the spin-dependence ofEq. 2.8 seriously and exam ine itse ect
on low -kying heavy-light m esons. O urm odel can be describbed in tem s of vector and scalar

kemels de ned by

Veons =V + S 34)
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where V = 4 =3r is the vector kemel and S = br is the scalar kemel, and by the order
2 contrbutions to the V;, denoted by V. Expressions for the matrix elam ents of the

)

Foin-dependent Interaction are then

VvV, = S+ V¥ 3 .5)
V, = V+ ¥ 3.6)
vy, = vier vP%+ oy 3.7)
V, = 2r¥v+ v (3.8)
Vs = % (3.9)
E xplicitly,
1 2
Vi gimgir) = br @Ef_s Cr G In (mqmq)l_zr + oz
e e — s b 5
VZ(mqrmqlr) - }CF s 1+ — El.jn( r)+ E] Eb) §CA+
l 1=2
+ - CF CA In ([nqmq) r + E
Vs ) = S3Cs 1+ Dm(n+ 5 o1+ 2k 2Ca+
M) = — — — r -1+ = =
Phartar IRt 2 B30T 37
1 1=2 4
+ 5 CA + 2CF ZCA ]Il mqmq) r + E 5
32 . 3%
Vs g;m g;r) = —319_7
1 2 myg
Vs m g;m o;1) = ECFCA_]nm_q (3.10)

whereCy = 4=3,C, = 3, Ipy= 9, z = 05772,thescale hasbeen sstto1 G&V.

T he hyper ne interaction (proportionalto V,) contains a delta function in con guration
soace and isnom ally sm eared’ to m ake it nonperturbatively tractable. For this reason we
choose not to Include V; In them odelde niion ofEqg. 310. In ollow ing, the hyper ne in-
teraction (V4) have been Included In them eson wave function calculations and the rem aining

soin-dependent temm s are treated asm ass shifts using leading-order perturoation theory.
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W e have con m ed that the additional features do not ruin previous agreem ent w ith, for
exam ple, the cham onium spectrum . For exam ple, Ref. [B1] obtains very good agreem ent
with experiment for parameters m. = 14794 G&V, . = 05461, b = 0:1425 GeV?, and

= 10946 G &V .Em ploying them odelofEqn. 3.10 worsens the agreem ent w ith experin ent,
but the originalgood t is recovered upon slightly m odifying param eters (the re tparam eters

arem.= 157Ge&V, (= 052,b=015GeV?,and = 13GeV).

Tabl 4: M odel P aram eters

model| . b Gev?) GeV) m. GeV) C (Gev)
Iow 046 0145 120 140 0298
avg 050  0.40 117 143 0275
high | 053 0135 113 145 0254

The Iow lIyIng cs and cu states are t reasonably wellw ith the param eters labeled avg’
in Tabl 4. Predicted m asses are given In Table 5. Param eters labeled Tow’ In Tablke 4 t
the D mesons very well, whereas those labeled high’ t the known D ¢ mesons well. Tt is
thus reassuring that these param eter sets are reasonably sin ilar to each other and to the
re t cham onium param eters. (N ote that constant shifts in each avor sector are t to the
relevant pseudoscalar m asses.)

The predicted D g mass is 2341 M &V, 140 M &V Iower than the prediction of G odfrey
and Isgur and only 24 M €V higher than experin ent. W e ram ark that the best t to the
D spectrum predicts a mass of 2287 M &V for the D ; meson, In good agream ent w ith the
prelin nary Belle m easurem ent 0of 2290 M €V, 21 M €V below the current Belle m ass, and in
disagreem ent w ith the FOCU S m ass 0o£ 2407 M &€V .

T he average error in the predicted P -wave m asses is less than 1% . It thus appears likely
that the sin plem odi cation to the spin-dependent quark interaction is capable ofdescribbing
heavy-light m esons w ith reasonable accuracy.

W e exam Ine the new m odel In m ore detail by com puting P-wave m eson m asses (W ith

respect to the ground state vector) asa fiinction ofthe heavy quark m ass. Resuls forQ u and
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Tabl 5: Low Lying Cham M eson Spectra G&V)

avor| O 1 o* 1t 1t 2F

D 1869 2017 2260 2406 2445 2493

Dg 1968 2105 2341 2475 2514 2563

Q s system s are displayed In Fig. 12. One sees a very slow approach to the expected heavy
quark doublet structure. Level ordering @, > D%;D; > D) ismaintained for all heavy
quark m asses. This is not the case In the canonical quark m odel, and ruins the agreem ent
w ith experin ent at scales near the cham quark m ass. It is Intriguing that the scalarvector
m ass di erence gets very an all for light Q m asses, raising the possibility that the enigm atic
ap and fy m esonsm ay sin ply be gg states.

F inally, one obtainsM () > M ( o) In onedoop and traditionalm odels, in agreem ent
w ith experin ent. However, experimentally M (£;) M () 100M &V andM @) M @)
0M eV, indicating that the °P, state isheavierthan (ornearly degenerate w ith) the 'P; light
m eson state. T hus the sign ofthe com bination oftensor and spin-orbit term s that drives this
olitting m ust change when going from cham quark to light quark m asses. This change is
approxin ately correctly reproduced in the traditionalm odel (lower left panelofF igld2). The
one—loop m odel does not reproduce the desired cross over, although i does com e close, and
m anjpulating m odel param eters can probably reproduce this behavior. W e do not pursue

this here since the focus is on heavy-light m esons.
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Figure12: M (P-wave) —M (vector) asa Function ofthe Heavy Quark M ass. D System (leff)
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D¢ System (right).
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331 M ixing A ngles and R adiative D ecays

The Jack of charge conjugation symm etry in plies that two nearby low lying axial vector
states exist (generically denoted asD ; and D ff In the ollow ing). The m ixing angle betw een
these states can be com puted and com pared to experim ent (W ith the help ofadditionalm odel

assum ptions). W e de ne the m ixing angle via the relations:

Pii =+ cos( )FP.i+ sin( )FP,1

DY =  sin()¥Pii+ cos( )FPii: (311)

In the Pllow ing, we choose to de ne the D ¢ as the heavier axial state In the heavy quark
Iim it. In this lim it a particular m ixing angle follow s from the quark m ass dependence of
the spin-orbit and tensortem's, o =  54:7 (35:3°), if the expectation of the heavy-quark
Soin-orbit interaction ispositive (negative). Tt is often assum ed that the heavy quark m ixing
angl holds for cham ed m esons.

Fig. 13 show s the dependence of the m ixing angl on the heavy quark m ass for Q u and
Q s mesons for the traditional and extended m odels. The e ect of the one-loop tem s is
dram atic: for the Qu systam the relevant soin-orbit m atrix elem ent changes sign, causing
the heavy quark lim it to switch from 35:3° to  54:7. A Itematively, both m odels approach

547 in the Qs system . There is strong deviation from the heavy quark lin it in both
cases: (D) ©) 70 This result is not close to the heavy quark lin it which is
approached very slow Iy) indeed it is reasonably close to the unm ixed Ilim it of 90!

M ixing angles can be m easured w ith the aid of strong or radiative decays. For exam ple,
the D ? is a relatively narrow state, © J) = 20:41:7 M &V, whilke the D ; is very broad. This
phenom enon is expected in the heavy quark lim it ofthe °P, and C omell strong decay m odels

[78], PO], P1]. Unfortunately, it is di cul to exploit these w idths to m easure the m ixing
angle because strong decay m odels are rather in precise.

R adiative decays are possbly m ore accurate probes of m ixing angles because the decay
vertex is established and the In pulse approxin ation has a long history of success. Tablk 11
presents the results of two com putations of radiative decays of D and D ¢ m esons. M eson

w avefunctions are com puted w ith average’ param eters, asabove. T ransition m atrix elem ents
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Figure 13: D (left) and D4 (rght) M ixing Angls. The traditionalm odel is given by the
dashed line; the extended m odel is the solid Ine.

are evaluated in the in pulse approxin ation and full recoil is allowed. The colum n labeled
honrel’ reports transition m atrix elem ents com puted in the nonrelativistic lim i, whilk the
colim n labeled Yl contains results obtained with the fiill spinor structure at the photon
vertex.

T he nonrelativistic resuls can di er substantially from those of Refs. [P0, 92] because
those com putationswerem ade in the zero recoil lin it where an E 1 transition, forexam ple, is
diagonalin spin. ThusthedecayD; ! D can only proceed via the®P; com ponent of the
D ;. A lematively, the com putationsm ade here are at nonzero recoil and hence pem it both
com ponents of the D ; to contribute to this decay. The tabl entries indicate that nonzero
recoile ects can be surprisingly large.

Further com plicating the analysis is the large di erence seen between the nonrelativistic
and relativistic models (see, eg, D © ! D*). This unfortunate circum stance is due to
di ering signs between the heavy and light quark Inpulse approxin ation subam plitudes.
Em ploying the full quark spinors laves the heavy quark subam plitude largely unchanged,
w hereas the light quark subam plitude becom es larger, thereby reducing the full am plitude.
The e ect appears to be at odds w ith the only avaibbl experimentaldatum © ! D ).
Clarly i would be usefiul to m easure as m any radiative transitions as possbl in these

sectors to better evaluate the e cacy of these (and other) m odels. O nce the decay m odel
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reliability has been established, ratiossachas ©O; ! D)= @0)! D )and O !
D)= ©O;! D) willhelp detem ine the D m ixing angle.
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Tabk 6: M eson Radiative D ecay rates (keV ).

g Mev) nonrel rel expt
136 138 0.8 15 05
137 322 133 < 800
361 76.0 755
326 1182 506.
381 (6:34s)* + (322s+ 5:9¢)? @:00s 0:13cf+ (0:13s+ 423c)?
380 @7:05s)*+ (1933s+ 9:63c)* | (1765s 0:45cf + (1228s+ 6:01c)?
381 (634c)*+ ( 322c+ 59sf | (200c+ 0:43s)?*+ ( 0:3c+ 423sf
384 27260)% + (1935c  983sf | (17:78c+ 0:5s)? + (1229c  6:13sf
494 (5:49s+ 4:750)* @47s  060cf
493 (8:78s+ 31:420)? (5565 + 18:78c)?
494 ( 549+ 4:75sf 4d7c  0:60s¥
498 ( 8:90c+ 31:4lsy ( 5#%62c+ 18:78s¥
413 15.0 6.49
D ° 412 517 206
D, 139 020 0.00
D, 196 6.85 016
D, 322 (184s)*+ (0:99s+ 2:39c)* | (018s 007cf+ ( 0:44s+ 2:13cy
D, 388 @i13c)*+ ( 087c+ 362sf | (024c 0:10sf + (064c+ 3:9s)?
D, 441 @ #68s+ 1:37c)? @55s 121cy
D, 503 (354c  1:d2s¥ (3:33c+ 1:52s)?
D, 420 1.98 3.94

57



3.3.2 D iscussion and C onclusions

A popularm odeloftheD ¢ m esons isbased on an e ective Jagrangian description ofm esonic

elds in the chiral and heavy quark lin itsP3]. D eviations from these lim its induce m ass
solittings which im ply that the axial{vector and scalarpssudoscalarm ass di erences are the
sam e. Since the pram ise of this idea hasbeen questioned in Refs. [78, 94], it is of Interest to
consider thism ass di erence In the present m odel. Splittings for the three param eter sets
considered above are shown in Tabl 7. Evidently, the chiralm ultiplet relationship holds to
a very good approxin ation in both the D and D 4 sectors and is robust against variations in
the m odel param eters.

N evertheless, the near equivalence of these m ass di erences must be regarded as an
accident. Indeed, the B spectra given in Tabl 8 clkarly indicate that this relationship no
Ionger holds. Tt would thus be of Interest to nd P-wave open bottom m esons (especially
scalars). These data w ill distinguish chiralm uliplet m odels from the m odel presented here
and from m ore traditional constituent quark m odels. For exam ple, G odfirey and Isgur clain
that the By meson lies between 5760 and 5800 M €V ; the B o m ass is 5840-5880 M €V, and
the B mass is 67306770 M &V .0 fthese, our B oo m ass is predicted to be 65-105M &V lower

than the G odfrey-Isgurm ass.

Tabl 7: ChiralM uliplet Splittings M €V).

params |M (1f 1=2*)) M @) M @) M ()
D low 411 412
D avg 391 389
D high 366 368
D low 384 380
D avg 373 370
D¢ high 349 346

The bottom avored m eson spectra of Table 8 have been obtained w ith the average’

extended m odel param eters and m , = 4:98 G &V . A sw ith the open cham spectra, a avor-
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Tablk 8: Low Lying Bottom M eson M asses M &V).

avor 0 1 o* 1t 1* 2*

B 5279 5322 5730 5752 5753 5759
expt 5279 5325 { 5724 4 7 { 5748 12

B, 5370 5416 5776 5803 5843 5852
expt | 53696 54166  { { { {
B. 6286 6333 6711 6746 6781 6797
expt | 6286 { { { { {

dependent constant was t to each psesudoscalar. T he second row reports recently m easured
P-wave B meson m asses P5]; these are In reasonabl agreem ent w ith the predictions of the
rst row .

W hen these resuls are (perhaps incorrectly) extrapolated to light quark m asses, light
scalarm esons are possible. Thusa sin ple gg Interpretation ofthe enigm atic ay; and £, m esons
becom es feasble.

F inally, the work presented here m ay explain the di culty In accurately com puting the
m ass of the D iy In lattice sinulations. If the extended quark m odel is correct, i im plies
that in portant m ass and soin-dependent Interactions are present in the oneJloop level one-
gluon-exchange quark Interaction. It is possble that current lattice com putations are not
su cliently sensitive to the ultraviolkt behavior ofQ CD to capture thisphysics. T he problem
is exacerbated by the nearby, and presum ably strongly coupled, DK continuum ; which re—
quires sin ulations sensitive to the Infrared behavior ofQ CD . T hus heavy-light m esons probe
a range of Q CD scales and m ake an ideal Jaboratory for in proving our understanding of the

strong interaction.
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34 D (2860) AND Dg (2690)

BaBar have recently announced the discovery of a new D¢ state scen in €' e oollisions
decaymgtoK *K*,K * °%K* 0% "), orD*KJP6]. The BreitW ignerm ass of the

new state is

M O (2860)) = 28566 15 5S5O0Mev (312)

and the width is

D o7 2860))=48 7 10Mev: (313)

The signalhasa signi cance greaterthan 5 in theD ? channelsand 2.8 intheD* channel
There isno evidence ofthe D g5 (2860) n theD K decay m odeP6]ortheD ¢ modeP7].
T here is, furthem ore, structure In the D K channel near 2700 M €V that yields B reit—

W Igner param eters of

M Os;(2690)) = 2688 4 2MeV (314)

D 7 @690))= 112 7 36Mé€eV: (315)

T he signi cance of the signalwas not stated.

T he discovery of these states is particularly gem ane to the structure of the D ¢ 2317).
For exam ple, the Jow m ass and isospin violating decay mode, D ¢ °, of the D 4 2317) inply
that the state could be a DK molculkeBl]. If this is the cass, the D oy (2690) could be a
supemum erary scalar cs state. A ematively, the D 4 2317) could be the ground state scalar
cs state and the new D g;'s could be canonical radial excitations. C learly, constructing a
viable globalm odel of allthe D ¢ states is In portant to developing a solid understanding of
this enigm atic sector([/8].

P revious e ortsto understand the new BaB ar states have argued that theD ¢y (2860) isa
scalar cs state predicted at 2850 M €V in a coupled channelm odelP8] or that it isa J° = 3

cs stateP9].
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Here we pursue a sin ple m odel that assum es that all of the known D 4 states are dom i~
nated by sin ple cs quark content. It isknown that this isdi cult to achieve in the standard’
constituent quark modelwih O ( ¢) soin-dependent m ass shifts because the D 4 (2317) is
much lighter than typical predictions (for exam ple, G odfrey and Isgur obtain a D ¢ m ass of
2480 M €V [77]) . An essential feature in such phenom enology hasbeen the assum ption oftwo
static potentials: a Lorentz scalar con ning potential and a short range Coulom bic vector
potential. Follow ing the discovery ofthe D ¢ (2317), Cahn and Jackson 35] analyzed the D ¢
states w ith a scalar potential S, whose shape they allowed to be arbirary, whike retaining a
vector potentialV that they assum ed to be Coulom bic. In the lim it that them assm , m
this enabled the spin dependent potential applicable to P —states to take the fom

VSD = L lS+ 4 L 2S‘|‘ SlZ (3.16)

(s=e the discussion around Eq. 1 of 35] for details). For a reasonable description of
them asses could be obtained though a consistent picture ofD ;D spectroscopies and decays
rem ained a problem . A s the authors noted, \the ansatz taken for the potentialsV and S

m ay not be as sinpl as assum ed". The m ore general form [100] is

VSD = L 1S+ 4 L 28’1‘ SlZ (3.17)

only in the particular case ofa Coulomb potentialneed =  [100]. D irect channel couplings
(such astoDK and D K thresholdsB1, 101]) will nduce e ective potentials that allow the
above m ore general form . Sin ilarly, higher order gluon exchange e ects n pQ CD will also.
Indeed, the full spin-dependent structure expected at order ﬁ In QCD hasbeen com puted [34]
and revealsthat an additional soin-oroit contribution to the spin-dependent interaction exists
when quark m asses are not equal. W hen these are ncorporated in a constituent quark m odel
there can be signi cant m ass shifts leading to a Jowered m ass forthe D 4, consistent w ith the

D 4 @317) [L02]. Here we apply thism odel to the recently discovered D ¢ states.
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34.1 Canonical cs States

P redictions of the new m odel In the D  sector are sum m arized in Tabl 9 (the high’ param —

eters of Tabl 4 are en ployed).

Tabl 9: D ¢ Spectrum .

State mass G&V) expt[l03] G&V)
D (1'Sy) 1.968 1.968
D s (2'So) 2637

D . (3'Sy) 3.097

D, (1°Ssy) 2112 2112
D, (2°S;) 2711 2.688?
D, (3°Sy) 3153

D.(1°D;) 2.784

D < (1°Py) 2329 2317
D 0 @2°Py) 2817 28572
D o (3°Py) 3219

Dg (IP) 2474 2.459
D (P) 2.940

D4 (3P) 3332

D2 @p) 2526 2535
D2 @P) 2.995

D2 (3P) 3389

D o, (1°P,) 2577 2573
D o, 2°P,) 3.041

D, 3°P,) 3431

Since the D 45 (2690) and D 45 (2860) decay to two psesudoscalars, their quantum num bers
are J¥ = 0",1 , 2", etc. G iven the known states[103] and that the energy gap for radial

excitation is hundreds of M €V, on alm ost m odel ndependent grounds the only possibility
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fora D g5 (2690) is an excited vector. Tabl 9 show s that the D o5 (2690) can m ost naturally
be identi ed w ith the excited vectorD _ (2S); the D -w ave vector is predicted to be som ewhat
too high at 2784 M &V though m ixing between these two basis statesm ay be expected. For
the D g5 (2860), Table 9 indicates that this is consistent w ith the radially excited scalar state

D 5 @P ). It appears that the D 4, (2P ) is too heavy to form a viable identi cation.

342 Decay P roperties

M ass spectra alone are Insu cient to classify states. T heir production and decay properties
also need to be com pared w ith m odel expectations. For exam ple, strong decay w idths can
be com puted w ith the quark m odel wavefiinctions and the strong decay vertex of the °P
model. An extensive application of the m odel to heavy-light m esons is presented in Ref.
O0]. Here we focus on the new BaBar states w ith the results given in Tabl 10.

T he totalw idth oftheD | (2S) agrees very wellw ith them easured w idth oftheD 45 (2690)
(112 37M &V), lending support to this identi cation. No signalin Dy  is seen or expected,
whereasthepredicted largeD K partialw idth in plies that this state should be visbl In this
decay mode. ThedatainD °K ) ! D %K ) do not support this contention; however, the
modesD "®)! D? ®)andD "K)! D' °®) show indications ofa broad structure
near 2700 M €V [96]. T here is the possbility that 1°D ; m ixing w ith 23S, shift them ass down
by 30 M €V to that observed and also suppress the D K mode. For a soeci ¢ illustration,
take the m odel m asses for the 2°S; as 2.71GeV and 1°D; as 2.78 G&V . A simpl m ixing
m atrix then yields a solution for the physical statesw ith m asses 2.69 G &V and its predicted

heavy partner at around 2.81 G &V w ith eigenstates

1
P . (2690)i p—g< 29Si+ 19D i)

P, (2810)i pl—g (31Si+ 24D i) (3.18)

and hence a m ixIng angle consistent w ith 0.5 radians.
T he results of an explicit com putation in the P, m odelare shown in Fig. 14. O ne sees

that a m ixing angle of approxin ately 0.5 radians suppressthe D K decay m ode of the low
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Tablk 10: Strong PartialW idths for Candidate D ¢ States.

state (m ass) decay mode partialwidth M &V)
D, (2S) (2688) DK 22
D K 78
Dg 1
D 2
total 103
D 4 @P ) (2857) DK 80
Dg 10
total 90
D o (2P ) (2857) DK 3
Dg 0
D K 18
DK 12
total 33
D o (2P ) (3041) DK 1
Dg 0
D K 6
DK 47
D K 76
total 130

vector with m ass set to 2688 M €V) and have a totalw idth of approxin ately 110 M €V, in
agream ent w ith the data. The orthogonal state would then have a m ass around 2.81 G &V
and has a signi cant branching ratio to both DK and D K , abeit with a broad width,

greater than 200 M &V .

In summ ary, ifthe D 45 (2690) is con m ed as vector resonance, then signals In theD K
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Figure14: DK and D K PartialW idthsvs. M ixing Anglk. Low vector (kft); high vector
(right) .

channel are expected, either In the low lying state (if the m ixing is weak) or n a higher
vector near 2.8 G &V .

For the D 45 2860), the D 4, (2P ) assignm ent is further disfavored. At either its m odel
massof3041 M €V orat 2860 M &V theD K m ode is radically suppressed, due to the D -wave
barrer factor. BaBar see their D o5 (2860) signalin D K and do not cbserve it n the D K
decay m ode, m aking the D 4, (2P ) assignm ent unlikely.

By contrast, the properties of D 45 (2860) are consistent with those predicted for the
D ¢ @P ). W ithin the accuracy typical of the *P, m odel for S-wave decays, the totalw idth
is In acoord w ith the prediction that the D 4, (2P ) totalw idth is less than that of the excited
vectors, and qualitatively In accord w ith them easured 48 12M €V.
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3.4.3 R adiative Transitions

The m eson assignm ents m ade here can be tested further by m easuring radiative transitions
for these states. P redictions m ade w ith the in pulse approxin ation, w ith and w ithout non-—

relativistic reduction of quark spinors, are presented in Tabl 11.

Tabk 11: D ¢ E1 Radiative Transitions (keV ).

decay m ode (m ass) g Mev) NonRelrate RelRate
D, (2S)(2688) ! D 4 345 12.7 4.6
D_.(D)@784) ! D 4 428 116 82
D4 (2P )(2857)! D 648 13 04
D (@P)((3041) ! D 787 6.3 1.9

344 Production

T he production of the radially excited D i In B decays can be estin ated with ISGW and
other form alism s[32, 104]. Since vector and scalar cs states can be produced directly from the
W current, thedecaysB ! D @S)D ) orD 5 (2P )D (5, serve as a viable source excited D
states. C om putationally, the only di erences from ground stateD ¢ production are kinem atics
and the excited D ¢ decay constants.
P roduction system atics can reveal structural infom ation . For exam ple, the decay B © !

D.D goesviaW enm ission with a rate proportionalto Vi, .V, while W exchange gives rise
toB°! D_K* VVy,andB®! D!K VgVi - W exchange is suppressed com pared

to W eam ission, thus the expected hierarchy of rates is

°! DD ) B°! D_K") B°! DIK ): (319)

This suppression of W exchange is con J:rnedbythedata[l03]wj1:hBR(BO! D;D ) =
65 2d4) 10°andBR@B°! D_K*)= 31 08) 10°.ThedecaytoD!K hasnot

been observed.
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It istherefore ntriguing that the cbserved rate ©rB% ! D, (2317)'K (43 1:5) 10°)
iscomparabketoB® ! D K " . Assum ing accurate data, one m ust conclude either that this
sin ple reasoning isw rong, theD ¢ 2317) K * m odew illbe found to be large, ortheD 4 (2317)
isan unusualstate. Searching forthe processB? ! D, (2317) K * isclearly of great interest.

W ith the previous waming in m ind, we proceed to analyze the production of excited D ¢
states In a variety ofm odels. Rates with decay constants set to 1 M &V for D ¢ (2317) and
D ¢ (2860) production assum ing that they are sin ple cs scalar and excited scalar states are
presented In Tabl 12.

U nfortunately, decay constants cannot be accurately com puted at this tine. W e have
evaluated ratios of decay constants assum ing a sim ple ham onic oscillator quark m odel, a
Coulom b+ Iineart hyper ne quark m odel, and a relativized quark m odel. T he resulting ratio
for scalarm esons 21l n the range D sesso 08 14.The nalestin ates ofthe production

fh ¢ (2317)

of excited scalarD ¢ mesons in B decays are thus

B ! D;(2860)D

=05 2 (320)
B ! D,(@317)D
and
B ! D, (2860)D
=03 13: (321)
B ! Ds(317)D
D ecay M ode ISGW HQET —Luo & Rosner[105] Pok[l05] HQET -Colangelo[106]
D.,(@2317)D | 278 10’ 195 107 191 107 224 107
D . (2317)D 106 107 882 10°8 8:79 10°8 123 107
D.(2860)D | 209 10’ 172 107 166 107 183 107
D . (2860)D 457 108 361 10°8 355 108 466 108

Tabl 12: Branching ratios to scalars in di erent m odels w ith decay constants set to 1 M &V

A sin ilar analysis for vector D | production is presented in Table 13.

fh 4 (2690)

E stim ating vector decay constant ratios as above yields ——— 0:7 14d. Finally,
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D ecay M ode ISGW HQET -Luo & Rosner[l05] Pok[l05] HQET -Colangelo[l06]
DD 197 10’ 133 10’ 132 10" 157 10’
DD 420 10’ 322 10’ 323 10’ 452 10"
D.(690)D | 101 10’ 806 108 777 108 8:79 10°8
D,(2690)D | 4%66 10’ 355 10’ 349 10 465 107

Tabl 13: Branching ratios to vectors in di erent m odels w ith decay constants set to 1 M €V

predicted ratios of excited vector production are

B ! D, (2860)D
B ! D_(110)D

=03 07 (322)

and
B ! D4 ((2860)D

=05 13: (323)
B ! D,_(110)D

W e note that Eqn. 322 agrees wellw ith the earlier prediction of C Jose and Swanson P0].

345 Summary and Conclusions

G Iven the controversial nature oftheD ¢ (2317), establishing a consistent picture of the entire
D ¢ spectrum isvery in portant. Thenew statesclain ed by BaBarcan beussfilin this regard.
W e have argued that the six known D g and two new states can be described in term s of a
constituent quark m odel w ith novel spin-dependent interactions. P redicted strong decay
properties of these states appear to agree w ith experin ent.

Perhaps the m ost in portant tasks at present are (i) discovering the D o, 2P ) state, (i)
searching for resonances mn D K and DK up to 3100 M &V, (i) analyzing the angular
dependence ofthe D K nalstate n D 5 (2860) decay, () assessing whether the D 45 (2690)
appears in theD K channel, (v) searching forthese statesin B ! D ;D ¢ ) with branching

ratiosof 10 3.
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34.6 Postscript: Belle discovery

Subsequent to these calculations, Belle[107] has reported a vector state whose m ass, w idth,
and possbly production rate and decay characteristics are consistent w ith our predictions.
Speci cally, their m easured m ass and totalwidth areM = 2715 1I']; Me&V and =
115 20 §§ M €V, In ram arkable agreem ent w ith our predictions. The speci ¢ param eters
we have used In our analysis are contained w ithin their uncertainties.

Belke[l07] nd the new state in B decays, which we have proposed as a lkely source.
They reportBr® ! DD _(2700)) Br@®,(700) ! D°K*)= (72 1Z13) 10'.W hen
com pared to the production ofthe ground state vector[l03]which isBr® ! D °D , (2112)) =
(72 2:0) 10, the ratio of production rates n B decay is then O (0:1)=Br (@ , (2700) !
DK *).From ourTabl 10, and assum ing avor symm etry for the strong decay, we predict
thatBr(@O _ (690) ! D°K*) 10% ,whih wihin the uncertainties will apply also to the
Belk state. T hus the absolute production rate, w thin the large uncertainties, appears to be
consistent w ith that predicted in Section 4. If the central value of the Belle m ass is a true
guide, then a signi cant branching ratio in D K would be expected (Tabl 10 and Fig 14).
T he orthogonalvector state would then be dom inantly 1D at 2.78 G €V, but hard to produce
In B decays. These statem ents depend on the dynam ics underlying 2S-1D m ixing, which is
poorly understood. It is therefore very useful that B decay system atics and the strength of
theD K decay channel in the excited vector D ¢ m esons can probe this dynam ics.

Searching for this state In the other advocated m odes, and In proving the uncertainties,

now o ersa signi cant test of the dynam ics discussed here.
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40 DECAY CONSTANTS

D ecay 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, gamm a-gam m a transitions or higher order diagram s for
radiative transitions, so it is In portant to know them w ith good accuracy. D ecay constants
for som e m esons could be determ ined from experim entaldata, forexam ple from € e decays
for quarkonium . Com parison to the experim ental data m akes it possible to test the m eson
wave function in di erent m odels and help us understand our m odels better.

In this chapter the results for the decay constants calculated in the nonrelatiistic po-—

tential quark m odelw ith the variety of the potentials are presented and discussed.

41 CHARMONIUM

Resuls for the decay constants of charm onium states are shown In Tablk 15. In the follow Ing
we w illdem onstrate that agreem ent w ith experim ental charmm onium decay constants requires
a weakening of the short range quark interaction w ith resgpect to the standard Coulomb
Interaction. T hisweakening is in acocord w ith the running coupling ofperturbative Q CD and
elim Inates the need for an arti cial energy dependence that was ntroduced by G odfrey and
Isgur[/7]to t experin entaldecay constants.

Since our results depend substantially on the param eters ofthe potentialused, the global
study ofthis dependence is required before any m conclusions can bem ade. W e perform ed
this study of ve experim entally observable quantities by varying the param eters of the

potential and m Inin izing the deviations between the calculated and experim ental values.
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These ve quantities are: the m asses ofthe rst two excited vector m eson states relative to

the m ass of the ground state vector m eson; the spin average m ass of the scalar (0" "), axial
vector (1**) and tensor 2**) m eson states relative to the m ass of the ground state vector
m eson; the decay constants of the ground and the rst excited vector m eson states.

W e found that for usual Toulomb+ lineart hyper ne’ potential no set of param eters
exist that could reproduce the values of allofthe ve quantities better than 10% . H owever,
w ith the introduction of the logarithm ic dependence of running coupling, all ve calculated
quantities are not further than 5% from the experim ental values. W e also found that BG S
param eters [31] are very close to the best t param eters for all of the ve quantities, so we
use BG S param eters for all our caloulations. O ur resuls for the relative di erences of the
calculated m eson properties from the experin ental data are presented In Tabl 14 (the ull
Soinor structure has been used for calculation of our results n this Tabl). It is very hard to
obtain the decay constant of the second excited vectorm eson state close to the experim ental

value for both potentials (BG S’ and BG S log’) as illustrated In the sam e Table.

[

Tabl 14: Relative di erences between the calculated and experim entalvaluesin % .

BGS Rel BGS g BGS Iog
=04 Gev = 025Gev
mo m 2.04 5.77 849
m o m 297 032 -1.80
m m 1.64 -8.96 -14 .02
f 32.6 2.92 -4 38
fo 330 9.68 5.02
fo 1155 534 483

T he second colum n of Table 15 show s resutts of the nonrelativistic com putation Egq2.37)
w ith wavefiinctions determ ined in the C oulom b+ linearm odelw ith BG S param eters [31]. A
clear trend is evident as all predictions are approxin ately a factor oftwo Jarger than exper—

Inent (column seven). U sing the full spinor structure (colum n three) In proves agreem ent
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Tabl 15: Cham onium D ecay Constants M €V ).

Meson | BGSNonRel BGS Rel BGS log BGS log lattice experin ent
=04 Gev = 025Gev
c 795 493 424 402 429 4 25 335 75
0 477 260 243 240 56 21 3
o 400 205 194 193
J= 615 545 423 393 399 4 411 7
@S) 431 371 306 293 143 81 279 8
(3S) 375 318 267 258 174 18
a 239 165 155 149
% 262 167 157 152
ol 273 164 155 151

w ith experin ent substantially, but still yields predictions which are roughly 30% too large.
At this stage the lJack of agreem ent m ust be ascribed to strong dynam ics, and thism otivated
the munning coupling m odel speci ed above. The fourth and fth colum ns give the resuls
obtained from thismodel. It is apparent that the softening of the short range Coulomb
potential nduced by the running coupling brings the predictions into very good agreem ent
w ith experin ent.

Colum n six lists the quenched lattice gauge com putations of Ref. [108]. T he agream ent
w ith experin ent isnotew orthy; how ever, the predictions forthe 2 and (2S) decay constants
arem uch sn aller than those ofthe quark m odel (@nd experin ent in the caseofthe (2S)). &t
is possible that this is due to excited state contam nation in the com putation ofthem esonic
correlators.

T he good agreem ent between m odel and experin ent has been obtained w ith a straight-
forward application of the quark m odel. T his stands In contrast to the m ethods adopted in
Ref. [77] where the authors insert arbitrary factors ofm =E (k) in the integrand In order to

obtain agreem ent w ith experim ent (the extra factors ofm =E serve to weaken the integrand,
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approxin ating the e ect of the running coupling used here).

It isvery di cul to obtain a value or £ (55, that is as an all as experin ent. A ssum ing
that the experin ental value is reliable it ispossble that thisdi culty points to serious prob—
lem s in the quark m odel. A sin ple m echanian for din inishing the decay constant isvia S-D
wave m ixing, because the D -wave decouples from the vector current in the nonrelativistic
Iim it. Thism xing can be generated by the tensor interaction of Eq. 3 .3; however, com pu—
tations yield am plitude reductions of order 2% { too sm all to explain the e ect. Note that
S-D m ixing can also be created by transitions to virtualm eson-m eson pairs. U nfortunately,
evaluating this requires a reliable m odel of strong Fock sectorm ixing and we do not pursue
this here.

A sin ilar discussion holds for the e" e width ofthe (3770). Nam ely, the large decay
constant £ 3770y = 99 20 M €V can perhaps be explained by m ixing w ith nearby S-wave
states. A gain, the com puted e ect due to the tensor interaction is an order of m agnitude
too an all and one is forced to look elsswhere (such as loop e ects) for an explanation.

A ttem pts to com pute Lorentz scalars such as decay constants or form factors in a nonco—
variant fram ew ork are necessarily am biguous. A s stated above, the results of a com putation
In the nonrelativistic quark m odel are only guaranteed to be consistent in the weak binding
Iin it. However the accuracy of the quark m odel can be estin ated by exam Ining the decay
constant dependence on m odel assum ptions. For exam ple, an elem entary aspect of covari-
ance isthat a single decay constant describes the vector (for exam ple) decay am plitude in all
fram es and for all fourm om enta. T hus the decay constant com puted from the tem poraland
soatial com ponents of the m atrix elem ent 07 ¥ 1 should be equal. A s pointed out above,
stting = 0 yields the trivial result 0 = 0 In the vector rest fram e. However, away from

the rest fram e one obtains the resul

P— &£k 1
fy = NGE @) - &iP)p P
@) Ek+P=2) Ek P=2) |
P P :
1 Ekk+P=2)+m E k P=2)+m
- P + P 4.1
2 Ek P=2)+m Ek+P=2)+m
or, In the nonrelativistic lim it p
NCMVN
fv = ———7(0): 42)



O ne sees that covariance is recovered In the weak binding lim it where the constituent quark
m odel is form ally valid.

C om putations of the vector decay constant away from the weak binding lin it and the
rest fram e are digplayed In Fig. 15. O ne sees a reassuringly weak dependence on the vector
momentum P . Thereis, however, a 13% di erence In the num ericalvalue ofthe tem poraland

soatial decay constants, which m ay be taken as a m easure of the reliability of the m ethod.
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Figure 15: Tamn poral (top line) and Spatial (pottom line) VectorD ecay C onstants in Various

Fram es.

42 BOTTOMONIUM

The study of the dependence of bottom onium spectrum and the decay constants on the

param eters of the potential has been perform ed in a sim ilar way as for cham onia. W e
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varied the param eters of the potential and m inin ized the deviations of the calculated values
of six quantities from their experin ental values. T hese six quantities are: the m asses of the

rst two excited vector m eson states relative to the m ass of the ground state vector m eson;
the spin average m ass of the scalar (0" '), axialvector (1'*) and tensor 2** ) m eson states
relative to the m ass of the ground state vector m eson; the decay constants of the ground
and the rst two excited vector m eson states.

In orderto nd the best set of param eters we m inin ized  2:

,_ 1 X L)
2

4.3)

N gor 5 :

where N 4r is a number of degrees of freedom : N gor = N¢ N, where N ¢ is a number of
observable quantities and N, is the num ber of param eters we vary. In ourcase N¢ = 6 and
N, = 3 Wevary ,bandmy) 50 Ngr = 3. The standard deviations of the experim ental
values ¢ have been taken from the Particle D ata G roup book. W e calculate six quantities

ft, and £t

oxp are their experin ental values.

W e found that it isnot possble to reproduce even ve out of six quantitiesw ithin 10% of
their experin ental value using standard Coulomb + linear’ potential. H owever, it ispossble
w ith the introduction of the m om entum -dependent running coupling.

For the Coulomb + Inear’ potentialw ith logarithm ic short range behavior of running
coupling we found that the best t’ param eters for the bottom onium are: m, = 475 G€&V,
a- = ag = 035,b= 0:19GeV?,and = 0:897 Ge&V .Our resuks for the relative di erences
ofthe calculated m eson properties from the experin entaldata are presented in Table 16 (the
11l soinor structure has been used for calculation of our resuls in this Tablk).

P redicted decay constants are presented here (Tabl 17 ). A llcom putationsw e perform ed
as for cham onia.

O ne can see that agreem ent w ith available experim ental data is In pressive for the m odel
w ith running coupling C+ L log). W e conclude that the running coupling In C+ L potential
is needed to reproduce right short-range behavior of the m eson wave functions, which is

probed by the decay constants.
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Tablk 16: Relative di erences between the calculated and experim entalvalues in % .

C+LRel C+L g C+L log

= 04Gev = 025 Gev
m o m 230 -6.57 923
m o m 0.01 312 513
m m 133 =759 -12.3
f 250 113 -©.07
fo 205 2.70 -1.45
f o 44 8 249 208

Tabl 17: Bottom onium D ecay Constants M €V ).

Meson | C+L NonRel C+L Rel C+1L g C+1L g experin ent
= 04Gev = 025Ge&v
b 979 740 638 599
2 644 466 423 411
D 559 394 362 354
963 885 716 665 708 8

0 640 581 495 475 482 10
® 555 501 432 418 346 50
@ 512 460 400 388 325 60
@ 483 431 377 367 369 93
©) 463 412 362 351 240 6l
b1 186 150 142 136
o 205 160 152 147
o 215 164 157 152
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43 HEAVY-LIGHT M ESON DECAY CONSTANTS

T he resuls of our calculations of heavy-light m eson decay constants in di erent m odels are
presented in Tabl 18, and then results of C+ L m odelw ith running coupling are com pared
to the experim ent and otherm odel calculations in Tablk 19.

The st two columns of Tabl 18 correspond to the calculations with C+ L potential
w ith and w ithout nonrelativistic reduction of the quark spinors. O ne can see considerable
di erence between these results not only for light m esons (as could have been expected) but
also forheavy m esons w hich are usually considered being nonrelativistic (even forB . m esons
the di erence between two colum ns is 30-50% ).

A lso, as for cc and Ido m esons, Introduction of running coupling is needed to correctly
describe short-range behavior of heavy-light m eson wave functions and bring decay constant
in better agream ent w ith experin ent.

O ur results for allthe m eson decay constants (except K pssudoscalarm eson) agree quite
well both with the experin ental data and other m odel calculations @Where availablk). W e
would lke to point out that we used the sam e param eters of the potential for all of our
calculations In this section (globalparam eters: = 0:594;b= 0:162; = 0:897), they have
not been re tted.

The fact that the decay constant of K psesudoscalar m eson is so di erent both from is
experin ental value and otherm odel calculations lets us conclude that there are som e e ects,
In portant for light pssudoscalar m esons, that are m issing In nonrelativistic potential quark
m odel. Tt m ight be related to the lack of the chiral symm etry in thism odel, or m aybe the
absence of m any-body e ects. Therefore it w ill be of interest In the future to perform the
study of light m eson decay constants in C oulom b gauge m odelw hich takes these e ects into

acoount.
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Tabl 18: D ecay constants ofheavy-light m esons (M €V ) .G lobalparam eters have been used.

M eson Nonrelw £
C+ L potential| C+ L log potential
nonrel| rel | 04GeV | 025G &V

K 1116 445 425 417
K 332 286 261 252
K, 97 30 30 30
D 489 290 269 260
D 318 272 240 230
Dg 221 83 82 81
Dg 627 374 337 324
D 447 388 324 306
D 174 75 73 72
B 267 195 175 167
B 232 196 169 161
By 207 84 83 81
B 394 283 242 229
B, 349 300 241 226
Bso 208 98 94 92
B, 917 623 451 415
B. 886 779 497 450
B o 174 97 86 81
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Tabl 19: D ecay constants ofheavy-light m esons M €V ) .G lobalparam eters have been used.

M eson Lattice Light QCD CQM Bethe- E xperim ent
C+L quenched unquenched cone | sum rule Salpeter
log [L09] (110]111] 112] | Q13][14]| [L15]| [I1e]| [17]{18]
K 417 | 152(6) (10) 1520(06.1) 155 | 169 157 153 4 @e )
158 21 (* )
K 252 2555(6.5) 236
K, 30 427 85
D 260 | 235@) (14) 225 (14) (14) 205 20| 234 | 234 238 302 94 BI]
2226  16:735%5 [119]
D 230 216 310 340 23
Dg 81
Dg 324 | 266(10) (18) | 267 (13) (17) + 10) 235 24| 268| 391 241 246 47 (* )
281 33 (" )
D 306 315 375 24
s0 72
B 167 216(9) 19) @) (6) 150 | 203 23| 189 | 191 193
B 161 219 238 18
By 81
B 229 242 (9) (34) (+ 38) 236 30| 218 | 236 195
B, 226 251 272 20
Bso 92
B 415 421
B (e}
B
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50 FORM -FACTORS

51 ELECTROMAGNETIC FORM -FACTORS

Sihgle quark elastic and transition form factors for cham onia are considered in the follow ing
sections. The agreem ent w ith recent lattice com putations is very good, but requires that
the standard nonrelativistic reduction of the current not be m ade and that the rmunning
coupling described above be employed. A s will be shown, this obviates the need for the
phenom enclogical factor ntroduced for electroweak decays in the ISGW m odel[32].

51.1 Cham onium single quark form factors

U nfortunately elastic electrom agnetic form factors are not cbservables for cham onia; how -
ever this is an area where lattice gauge theory can aid greatly In the developm ent ofm odels
and intuition. In particular, a theorist can choose to couple the extemal current to a single
quark, thereby yielding a nontrivial pseudo-observabl’. This has been done In Ref. [L08]
and we follow their lead here by considering the single-quark elastic electrom agnetic fom
factors for pseudoscalar, scalar, vector, and axial vector cham onia.

A variety of quark m odel com putations of the . single quark elastic form factor are
com pared to lattice results n Fig. 16. Tt is common to use SHO wavefiinctions when
com puting com plicated m atrix elem ents. T he dotted curve displays the nonrelativistic form
factor Eqg. 2.49) with SHO wavefunctions (the SHO scale istaken from Ref. P0]). C learly
the result istoo hard w ith respect to the Jattice. Thisproblem wasnoted by ISGW and isthe
reason they introduce a suppression factorg! o= .ISGW st = 0:7 to cbtain agreem ent
w ith the pion electrom agnetic form factor. T he sam e procedure yields the dot-dashed curve
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Figure 16: The Single Quark . Fom -factor fi, @ 2). From top to bottom the curves are

SHO , nonrelativistic BG S, relativistic BG S, BG S Iog, and ISGW .

in Fig. 16. The results agreeswellw ith Jattice for sn allQ ?; thus, som ew hat surprisingly, the
ad hoc ISGW procedure appears to be successful for heavy quarks as well as light quarks.
T heupperdashed curve indicatesthat replacing SHO wavefiinctionsw ith fi111C oulom b+ linear

waveflinctions gives a som ew hat softer nonrelativistic form factor. The sam e com putation

w ith the relativistic expression Eq. 2.48), the Iower dashed curve, yields a slight additional

In provam ent. F nally, the relativistic BG S+ log single quark elastic . form factor isshown as

the solid line and is In rem arkably good agreem ent w ith the lattice (it isworth stressing that
form factor data have not been t). It thus appears that the ISGW procedure is an ad hoc
procedure to account for relativistic dynam ics and deviations of sin ple SHO wavefuinctions
from Coulom b+ lineart log wavefiinctions.

A sin ilar procedure can be followed for the vector, scalar, and axial elastic single quark
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form factors. T he necessary Lorentz decom positions and expressions for the form factors are
given n Appendix B . The sihglk quark . elastic form factor for the rehtivistic BG S+ log
case isshown In Fig. 17. The BG S m odelyilds a very sim ilar result and isnot shown. This
appears to be generally true and hence m ost subsequent gures willonly display BG S+ log

results. A s can be seen, the agream ent w ith the lattice data, although som ewhat noisy, is

very good.
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Figure 17: The  Singlk Quark Fom —factor £, Q7).

The keft panel of F ig. 18 show s the single quark J= charge form factor. The agream ent
of the relativistic BG S+ log m odel w ith the lattice data is rem arkable. The right panel of
Fig. 18 contains the m agnetic dipole form factor (see Appendix B for de nitions). In this
case the form factor at zero recoil ism odeldependent. In the nonrelativistic 1m i, Eg. B .10
Inpliesthat Gy = 0) = My=m 2. The m odel prediction is approxin ately 10% too
an all com pared to the lattice data. The lattice results have not been tuned to the physical

cham onium m asses (chamm onium m asses are approxin ately 180 M €V too low ); however it
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isunlkely that this is the source of the discrepancy since the ratio M =m is roughly constant
when M is near the physical m ass. Thus it appears that the problem lies n the quark
m odel. Reducing the quark m ass provides a sin ple way to in prove the agreem ent; however
them odi cations to the spectrum due to a 10% reduction In the quark m ass are di cul to

overcom e w ith other param eters w hile m aintaining the excellent agreem ent w ith experin ent.
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Figure 18: Single Quark J= Fom FactorsGg, (left) and G}, (right).

P redictions for the single quark elastic electrom agnetic form factors of the h, and 4
states are shown In Figs. 19 and 20. A s for the J= , the charge form factors are nom alized
at zero recoil, while the m agnetic form factors take on m odeldependent values at zero recoil.
In the nonrelativistic Iim it these are G, (@ = 0) = M =@m ) forthe h. and G, @ = 0) =
3M =@m ) orthe 4.

The presence of a kinem atical variabl in form factors m akes them m ore sensitive to
covariance am biguities than static properties such as decay constants. In addition to fram e
and current com ponent dependence, one also m ust dealw ith wavefunction boost e ects that
becom e m ore pronouncad as the recoilm om entum Increases. P resum ably it is preferable to
em ploy a fram e which m Inin izes wavefinction boost e ects since these are not In plem ented
In the nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel. Possibl choices are (i) the Initial m eson
rest fram e (i) the nalmeson rest frame (iil) the Breit fram e. T hese fram es correspond to
di erent m appings of the three m om entum to the Hurmomentum : If = Q21+ ) where

= 0 intheBreit rameand = Q2=4M ? in the mitialor nalrest fram e (these expressions

are for elastic form factorsw ith am eson ofm assM ). Furthem ore, asw ith decay constants,
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Figure 19: Singke Quark h, Fom Factors G gq (left) and qu (cight) .
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Figure 20: Singlke Quark o Fom Factorngq (eft) and G, (right).

it is possible to com pute the form factors by using di erent com ponents of the current.

W e consider the . elastic sihgle quark form factor In greater detail as an exam ple. The
form factor obtained from the tem poral com ponent of the current in the initialm eson rest
frame is given In Egs. 248 and 2.49. Com puting w ith the spatial com ponents yields Eq.

B .6 w ith the nonrelativistic lim it

(K) K+ > K+ = 6Jd)

)
~
N
Q.
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This can be shown to be equivalent to

Z
M 1 o e
—, dxI@Ie T ©2)

which isEq. 249 In the weak coupling lin it. At zero recoil this evaluates to 24?, which is
approxin ately 10% too sm allw ith respect to unity. O nce again, reducing the quark m ass

presum ably helps in prove agream ent.
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Figure 21: Covarance Tests for the Singlke Quark . Fom Factor.

Fig. 21 compares the various m ethods of com puting the . singlke quark form factor.
The solid line is the result of Fig. 16, com puted in the initial rest fram e w ith the tem poral
com ponent of the current. The dashed line is the com putation of the form factor n the
Breit fram e. T he good agreem ent is due to a cancelation between the di erent fourwector
m apping discussed above and the m odi cations Induced by com puting the quark m odel
form factor in the Breit frame. The lower dashed lne is the form factor com puted from

the spatial com ponents of the current Eqg. B .6). It is evidently too an all com pared to the
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correctly nom alized results by approxin ately a factor of2m =M , lndicating that the m ethod
is accurate at the 10% level

F inally, the large Q ? behavior of psesudoscalar form factors is a controversial topic. W e
do not presum e to resolve the issues here; rather we note that the preferred m ethod for
obtaining the form factor yields an asym ptotic behavior proportionalto s Q2)fp M =02,
which is sim ilar, but not identical, to that expected in perturbative Q CD [120]. N evertheless,
the m odel is not applicable In this regin e and the asym ptotic scaling should not be taken

seriously.

5.1.2 Cham onium Transition Form Factors

Transition form factors convolve di ering wavefiinctions and therefore com plem ent the infor-
m ation contained in single quark elastic form factors. They also have the In portant bene t
ofbeing experin ental observables at Q2 = 0.

The com putation of transition form factors prooceeds as for elastic form factors, wih
the excegption that the current is coupled to all quarks. Lorentz decom positions and quark
m odel expressions for a variety of transitions are presented in App. B .Them apping between
three-m om entum and Q? is slightly di erent in the case of transition form factors. In the
Breit fram e this is
mi mi)

. 2
= + . 53
=0 Q2+ 2m2+ 2m3’ ©-)
while in the Initial rest fram e it is
4+2 2 2+m2 + 2 m22
fﬁj’g: Q Q (Inl 2) (Inl 2) . (5.4)

2
4m T

An analogous resul holds for the nalrest fram e m apping.

Com puted form factors are com pared to the lattice calculations of Ref. [108] and exper-
In ent Where available) In Figs. 22 to 27. E xperin entalm easurem ents (denoted by squares
In the gures) have been determ ined as follows: For J= ! ¢ CrystalBarrel[l2l] m ea—
sure = 114 033 keV . Another estin ate of this rate m ay be obtained by combining the

Bellemeasuram ent[122] of ( . ! ) with the rate orJ= ! . ! reported in the
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Figure 22: Fom Factor F Q?) or J= ! . . Experimental points are indicated with
squares.
PDG B9]. One obtains J= ! c)=29 15 keV [108]. Both these data are displayed
n Fig. 22.
Two experin ental points for ! J= are displayed In Fig. 23. These correspond
to the PDG value ( o ! J= )= 115 14 keV and a recent result from CLEO [123]:
(! J= )=204 31kev.

F inally, the experim entalpoints fortheE; andM , o ! J= multipoles Fig. 27) are
determm ined from the decay rate reported n the PDG and the ratio M ,=E; = 0:002 0:032
determ Ined by E835[124].

O verall the agreem ent between the m odel, lattice, and experin ent is In pressive. The
exoeption istheE; mulktipok for o ! J= .W ehave no explnation for this discrepancy.
N ote that the quenched lJattice and quark m odelboth neglect coupling to higher Fodk states,
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which could a ectthe observables. T he agream ent w ith experin ent indicatesthat such e ects
are an all (orcan be e ectively subsum ed into quark m odel param eters and the lattice scale),
thereby jastifying the use ofthe quendhed approxin ation and the sim ple valence quark m odel
when applied to these observables.

P redictions for excited state form factors are sin ple to cbtain in the quark m odel (in con-—
trast to Jattice gauge theory, w here isolating excited states is com putationally di cult). Two

exam ples are presented in Fig. 28. The agreem ent w ith experim ent (squares) is acceptable.
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52 ELECTROW EAK FORM -FACTORS

E lectroweak fom —factors are m easurable experin entally for a variety of processes, so study-—
Ing them in a particularm odel can help greatly in in proving the m odel and leaming about
its applicability. In this section we present the results of our calculations of electroweak
transition fom —factors and com pare them to the experim ent (if availabl) and to other
m odel calculations. T he details of the derivation of the expressions for the form —factors are
presented in the Appendix C.

Resuls or the dependence of the form —factors on the m om entum transfer orB% ! D7
and B? ! D 7 decays are presented in the gures 29-34. Tn the ISGW model SHO wave
functions are used as an approxin ation for them eson wave fiinctions, and an arti cial factor

= 07 is introduced (¥)! TF ). The formulae for thism odel are taken from their paper
B21.

Results for the form —factors of the transitions to the excited statesB° ! D' (2S) and
B% ! D *"(@S) are presented In the gures 3540. A s expected, or the transitions to the
excited states, form —factors for di erent m odels of the potential are m ore di erent from each
other than for ground state transitions. It happensm ostly because the wave fiinctions start
to di er m ore between the m odels as we go to the higher states. A lso, In the SHO and
ISGW m odels the pssudoscalar and vector m eson wave finctions are the sam e, whik the
C oulom b+ lineart hyper ne potentialm odelhas a spin-dependent tem that can distinguish
between them , and di erence becom es even larger for the excited states. And aswe consider
transitions to the excited vector m eson states it becom es very in portant to take that soin
dependence Into account as one could see from our results for the form -factors: SHO and
ISGW model form -factors are signi cantly di erent from the Coulom b+ lineart hyper ne
potentialm odel.

Resuls for the pssudoscalar to scalarm eson transition form —factors are presented in the

gures 41 and 42. T he form —factors w ith the full relativistic expressions of the quark spinors
taken into acoount are quite di erent from the com pletely nonrelativistic m odel resuls, so
we conclude that the relativistic corrections can be signi cant.

To com pare to the experin ental data presented In [105] we have to calculate Fy W) (for
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B°! D), Fa w) and Fy, (W) ®rB% ! D *) whih are de ned by (these are decom po—

sitions of the m atrix elem ents In the heavy quark lim it, so they are not the m ost general

expressions) :
0 . p 0
V =D v)¥ B Wi = M M ,Fy (W)h(V+ V) _
1
A =D ¢S I)ABO®ML = MMF,tw) () Q+v ¥ vy
o
V) =m0 ¢ )V B@i= 1MMF, W) v v (5.5)

where v = P=M 1;V0: P,aM 5, and

P, P M{+MI+d

= (5.6)
MM, 2M (M ,
In the B (v) rest fram e we have:
0 E,
\Y = MleFV (W) 1+ — H
M,
r__
M,
Vv = ¢ M—FV(W);
8 2
. < 0 if My = 1;
AT = qa—
’ :qj E_;FA(W) if MV—O,
8
< 7" MM ,Fa W) 1+§—22 ~ if My = 1;
r =
M M ,Fn W) 1+E—22 & if My = 0;
v ) = 0;
L My
V = 3§ —F, WMy~ : G.7)
M,



Now there are two di erent expressions forFy W) and F, (W) form -factors (one from the

zero com ponent of the m atrix elem ent and one from the vector com ponents):

r___
o) M, VO
W - 2 .
v rM1M2+E2'
M,V g
Fy W) = —
\Y% vec Mqu 4
P 0
2 A
Faw) = ——; My =0;
M w3
8 g _
< 2 K ~ —
=2 My = 1
MM +E, v ’
Fa @Wee = qu—ZH?
. 2
M1M,+E, 7 My = 0;
r
sz ~
Fv (w)vec = MV — . - (5-8)
1 3]

T he two expressions for each of the form factorsFy W) and Fa W) should be equivalent to
each other if ourm odel is covariant and the heavy quark approxin ation is good enough.

In the nonrelativistic approxin ation for SHO wave functions:

Fyt) = e® ™7
_ 1 1 1
Fy e = €9 M, — o 4=
m o 2 m m o
- 1 1 1
Faido = e M, — o+
m o 2 m 1 m o
FA(W)vec = eq22=42;
- 1 1 1
Fy e = €% M, —+- — — 5.9)

Tt follow s from the formulas above that Fy W)y = Fy W )yee aNd Fp W )g = Fa W )yee if the
heavy quark lin it is satis ed: m ; mi;m, m, and M , ms.

The results of our calculations of Fy W) and F, (w) for di erent m odels of the potentials
are com pared to the experin ental data In  gures 43 and 44. Coulomb+ lineart hyper ne
Interaction potentialm odelw orks better forboth Fy W) and Fa W) as expected. A 1so from
Fa W) resuls it is obvious that taking into acoount relativistic corrections for quark spinors
is in portant for consistency w ith the experin ental data.

Ourresuls forF,, W) are presented in gure 45.
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W e also want to com pare our results to the heavy quark symm etry calculations. In
this context h W) form —factors are introduced rP; ¢Sy) ! P, (Sy) transition which are

related to the previously calculated form —factors:

Ml M2 2 Ml M2 2
h W) = p—1f Q)+ Pp=———Ff Q°): (5.10)
2 MM, 2 MM,
O ur calculations give:
|
h )= e V° @ Mo O (511)
w ) = ) 2 : .
2 MM, 7
In the nonrelativistic approxin ation for SHO wave functions:
he ) = e ™7, (512)
P 2=4 2 1 1 1
h w) = e 1 M, — — —+ — : 5.43)

In the Ilim it of In nitely heavy quark it follow s from the heavy quark symm etry that:

h, w) = Ww); ©14)

h w) = 0; (6.15)

where (W) isthe IsgurW ise function.

Our results orh w) form -fActors orB° ! D' are presented In  gures 4647. Forall
our calculations h; (1) 1 just as it is supposed to be In the heavy quark Imi. h W) is
oconsistent w ith zero in our calculations using Coulomb + linear + hyper ne potential but
not SHO potential. In summ ary, our calculations are consistent w ith the heavy quark EF T
calculations of the form “factors forB ! D decays.

The results forh w) form factors ©rD ° ! K * arepresented n  gures 4849. Again we
get h, 1) 1 Prallthemodels. Buth W) is signi cantly far from zero for Coulomb +
linear + hyper ne potentialm odel, which m eans that nite m ass corrections are In portant
for this case (as was expected since K oonsists of light quarks). It is interesting to note
that for SHO and ISGW modelsh (W) is quite close to zero forD ! K transitions while
being signi cantly di erent from zero forB ! D transitions, and it should be opposite since

B mesons should be closer to the heavy quark lin it than K mesons. Tt means that SHO
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potential is not very good approxin ation for the quark Interaction since the fomm -factors
calculated with SHO potential don’t approach heavy quark lim it behavior as they should.
In the heavy quark symm etry lin it the m atrix elem ents ©rP (Sy) ! V €¢S;) transition

could be written as [127]:

\Y

W ®y)H af @)i= i memy w, V'V W) 516)

A W @yv)H qu? Pp)i:pmpmv My v OV*']-) v My vooWw):

Comparing (€ 24) wih (5.16) one ndsthat

i hgGr) = M 2 memygQY) = )
f 2
Im he W) = Q) = W)
m! 1 m! 1 2 mymp
Im h, ) = I memy a Q%) a @) = o)
In h. v) = Mmoo oa Q)+a Q°) =0: 6.17)

Ourresults forhy W), he W), h, W) and h,, W) are presented In  gures 50-53.
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Figure 29: Fom —“factor £, ©Q?) ofBY ! D' .From top to bottom at Q2 = 0 the curves are

SHO, ISGW , relativistic C+ L, nonrelativistic C+ L and C+ L log.
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SHO, ISGW , nonrelativistic C+ L, relativistic C+ L and C+ L log.
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Figure 34: Fom ~factora Q?) ofB° ! D *.From top to bottom atQ? = 0 the curves are
SHO , nonrelativistic C+ L, relativistic C+ L and C+ L log.
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Figure 37: Fom —factor f°Q?) ofB° ! D *(2S).From top to bottom at Q2 = 0 the curves

are ISGW ,SHO, C+ L g, relativistic C+ L and nonrelativistic C+ L.
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Figure 44: Fom —factorF, W) ofB° ! D *. From top to bottom atw = wy .x the curves
are SHO , nonrelativistic C+ L, relativistic C+ L and C+ L log. Experin ental data is taken
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Figure 46: Fom —~factorh, w) of B° ! D' . From top to bottom at w = wp .x the curves

are ISGW , SHO , relativisticC+ L, C+ L log and nonrelativistic C+ L.
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Figure 47: Fom —factorh (W) ofB° ! D'. From top to bottom at w = wy 4 the curves
are relativistic C+ L, C+ L log, nonrelativistic C+ L, SHO and ISGW .
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Figure 52: Fom —-factorh, W) ofB° ! D *.From top to bottom atw = wy .x the curves
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60 GAMMA-GAMMA TRANSITIONS

In this chapter the details and the results of our calculations of gam m a-gam m a transition
decay rates are presented and discussed.

T he general am plitude for two-photon decay of pseudoscalar quarkoniim can be w ritten

as

A (1p1; 202) =  (1;p1) ( 2;22)M (61)
w ih

M,.= Mp 050 D PP 62)
The totaldecay mate isthen @s! )= 2=9,,0;0F.

Before m oving on to the quark m odel com 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. T he relevant Lagrangian density is

1
L= 1QOmyfyVA 5QF(‘” F Vv 63)
where " = 2 F andV =Q@V @V ,Q isthe charge ofthe quark *. Evaluating
the transition P s ! yields
2. 2 _ =% , FUE)  FY )
MepsPlip) = myfQ 5 —+ = 5 64)
- b, My P Oy

1T he vectorm eson dom inance tem is not gauge variant. W hy this is not relevant here is discussed in
Sect. 15 ofRef. [135].
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Hence the pseudoscalar decay rate is

!2
m: 0t X £F V()

16 . my

Ps! ) =

©5)

N otiice that the desired cubic pssudoscalar m ass dependence is achieved in a sin ple m anner
In this approach (see the discussion in section 2.3 4).

T he application of this form ula is com plicated by wellknown am biguities in the vector
m eson dom inance model mamely, ispi = mZ or zero?). The tine ordered perturbation
theory ofthe quark m odelsu ersno such am biguiy (although, of course, it is not covariant)
and i is expedient to use the quark m odel to resolve the ambiguiy. W e thus choose to
evaluate the form factor at the kinem atical poInt §j= m =2, appropriate to P s ! n
the pseudoscalar rest fram e. Applying Eqg. 54 to thevirtualprocess . ! J=  then inplies
that the argum ent of the orm factor should be Q? = 2:01 GeV?2.

A sin ple estin ate of the rate for . ! can now be obtained from Eqg. 6.5, f- 04
GeV,andF V) Q?=2Gev?) 0:7Gev! Fi.22). Theresultis ( . ! ) 741 kev,
In reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ent.

F inally, the predicted form of the twophoton . 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
vector resonances and the background term in Eqg. 6.4) that disagrees strongly w ith naive
factorization results. T his prediction have been successfilly tested by lattice com putations
[L36], and this Jeads us to the conclusion that the factorization m odel should be strongly
refuted.

A s motivated above, the m icroscopic description of the . twophoton decay is best
evaluated In bound state tin e ordered perturbation theory. T hus one has

_ X h (1) (2;p)HJ;Vih ;VH Psi

A = 6.6
nE Mmps Ev) ©0)

hY%
T he second possible tim e ordering requires an extra vertex to pem it the transition HP s;V j i
and hence is higher order In the Fodk space expansion. T hus the second tin e ordering has
been neglected in Eqg. 6.6.

T he am plitudes can be w ritten In temm s of the relativistic decom positions of the previous
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Figure 54: The Two-photon Fom FactorM ;¢ @;p; = 0) or . !
sections. O ne obtains the on-shell am plitude
X r m F W) (q)
Mps= Q02 —Lf : 6.7)
: Evy ''m ps BEv @

) In these

W e choose to label the m om entum dependence w ith the nonrelativistic g =

expressions 2.

The total width is evaluated by summ ing over intem ediate states, integrating, and
sym m etrizing appropriately. Fom factorsand decay constants are com puted as described in

the preceding sections. A sargued above, form factors are evaluated at the point §j= mp =2
Tabl 20 shows the rapid convergence of the am plitude in the vector principle quantum

2The naive application of the m ethod advocated here to light quarks will fail. In this case the axial
anom aly requires that M p 5 = 17, which is clearly at odds with Eqg. 6.7. The resolution of this problem
requires a form alisn capable of ncorporating the e ects of dynam ical chiral sym m etry breaking, such as

described in Refs. @45, 137].
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P_
number n for the quantity Q—éméAH . Surmprishgly, convergence is not so fast for the

system and care must be taken in this case.

Tabl 20: Amplitude or . ! Q0 3Gcev ).

n|BGS BGS g

1| 211 -141

Tablk 21 presents the com puted widths orthe ., 2, 2and  mesons i a varety
ofm odels. The second and third colum ns com pare the predictions of the BG S m odel w ith
and w ithout a running coupling. Use of the running coupling reduces the predictions by
approxin ately a factor of two, bringing the m odel into good agreem ent w ith experin ent.
This is due, In large part, to the m ore accurate vector decay constants provided by the
BG S+ logm odel. Tn com parison, the results of G odfrey and Isgur (labeled G I), which rely on
naive factorization supplem ented w ith the ad hoc pseudoscalar m ass dependence discussed
above, does not fare so well for the excited . transition rate. Sim ilarly a com putation
using heavy quark spin symmetry (labeled HQ) nds a large 2 rate. Columns 6 and 7
present resuls com puted in the factorization approach w ith nonrelativistic and relativistic
waveflinctions regpectively. Column 8 (M unz) also uses factorization but com putes w ith
the Bethe-Salpeter form alisn . Themodel of column 9 CW V) emn ploys factorization w ith
wavefunctions determm ined by a twobody D irac equation. W ith the exception of the last
m odel, it appears that m odel variation in factorization approaches can accom m odate som e,
but never all, of the experin ental data, in contrast to the bound state perturbation theory
result. H owever, m ore and better data are required before this conclusion can be m . The
experin ental rate for 2 is obtained from Ref. [125] and assumesthat Br(.! KgK )=
B r( 2 ! KgK ). This assum ption is supported by the measured rates forB ! K . and
K 2 as explained In Ref. [126]. O ur predictions for the bottom onia are presented In Tabl
22.
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Tabl 21: Cham oniim Two-photon D ecay Rates keV).ForBG S log m odel

= 025Gev.

process | BGS BGS log | G&I[77] HQ[128] A&B[129] EFG [130] Munz[l31] CW V [L33]| Experin ent
! 142 718 6.76 7.46 48 55 35(4) 6.18 7:44 238
o1 259 171 484 41 3.7 18 14Q) 1.95 13 0%
o 1.78 121 { { { { 0.94 (23) { {

w0 ! 577 328 { { { 2.9 139(16) 334 263 05
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Tabl 22: Bottom onium T wo-photon D ecay Rates keV ). ForBGS logmodel = 025G&V.

process | BGS BGS bg G&IF7] Munz[l31] HQ [134] A&B[129] EFG [130] | Experinent
b ! 045 023 038 022 (0.04) 056 017 035 {
01 011 007 { 0.11(0.02) 027 { 015 {
o 0063  0.040 { 0084(0012) 021 { 010 {
o ! 0126 0075 { 0.024 (0.003) { { 0.038 {
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70 RADIATIVE TRANSITIONS

M eson and baryon radiative transitions deserve a lot of investigation since they are easily
produced and the transition operator is very well known. Since they belong to the non-
perturbative regine of QCD they cannot be describbed from the rst principles. One of
the theories which had a number of successes in describing nonperturbative part of Q CD

is the constituent quark m odel. In particular, quark m odels work quite well for the m eson
soectrum , as was dem onstrated In Chapter 3. But one needs to consider other cbservables
(such as electrom agnetic transitions) since very di erent potentials can lead to the sim ilar
m ass spectra. R adiative transitions between various m esons are very sensitive to the inter—
quark potential, and can provide signi cant help in testing various m eson potentials and
wave functions and show us ways to in prove the m odels.

In dealing w ith radiative transitions som e typical approxin ations are usually in use.
Som e of them are In pulse approxin ation, dipole approxin ation for E1 transitions [P0, 142,
143], Iong wave length approxin ation [142, 90, 143], non relativistic approxin ation [65, 90,
140]. A Iso spherical ham onic oscillator (SHO ) wave functions are w idely used to represent
them eson wave functions [138]. And alm ost in all the cases the study of radiative transitions
isperform ed only for the particular sector ofm eson spectra (for exam pl only heavy oronly
light m esons) [141, 142, 143, 144].

M ost of these approxin ations are taken from atom ic and nuclear physics where they
describe radiative transitions rather well. But when applied to m esons they are not always
Justi ed. For exam ple, long wave length approxin ation is de ned by condition k R 1
where k is the photon m om entum , and R is the size of the source. For the m eson radiative
transitions typically k = 01 05GeV andR = 05 1 fn = 25 5 Ge&V! so that the

long wave length condition is not always true. A Iso the long wave length approxin ation
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leads to neglecting the recoil of the nalmeson, and in reality the m om entum of the nal
meson is offen com parabl to itsmass. W e conclude that not only recoil should not be
neglected but the nonrelativistic approxin ation is not suitable in this case. To preserve
gauge invariance both transition operator and m eson wave fiinctions should be relativistic.
Som e attem pts have been m ade to take the relativistic e ects In radiative m eson transitions
iInto account but other approxin ations have been used which can have a Jargere ect on the
result 142, 65, 77, 139].

T he m otivation for this work was to perform a detailed study ofm eson radiative tran—
sitions and investigate the e ects of di erent approxin ations in the quark m odel. W e used
wave functions calculated from the realistic potentials as well as SHO wave fiunctions (for
com parison) . R elativistic corrections in the transition operator as well as in the wave func—
tions have been taken into account. H igher order diagram s (peyond in pulse approxin ation)
have been estin ated. D ecays rates have been calculated for all the transitions for which

experin ental data are availabl from the Particlke D ata G roup book.

71 MM PULSE APPROXIMATION

7.1.1 N onrelativistic constituent quark m odel

In Tables 23, 24 and 25 results calculated in the nonrelativistic potential m odel for SHO
('G aussian’) and realistic Couolom b+ lneart hyper ne potentials are presented for cc, kb
and light mesons. Radiative decay rates have been detemm ined for both nonrelativistic
approxin ation and full relativistic expressions of quark spinors (honrel’ and Yel colum ns)
In the inpulse approxin ation. D etailed description of our m ethod and formulae for the
decay rates are presented In section 23 2.

From the results In the tables 23 and 24 one can conclide that oc, and even o, m esons
should not be considered nonrelativistically as relativistic corrections just in the transition
operatorm ake a big di erence forthe decay rate. Taking into account relativistic corrections

in the wave functions w ill change the resuls even m ore.
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Tabl 23: ccm eson radiative decay rates (keV)

SHO Coulom b+ linear | Experin ent

Me&V) | nonrel| rel | nonrel rel PDG [103]

c 115 285 | 252 | 282 211 121 041

co ! J= 303 194 167 349 276 135 21

c1 ! J= 389 221 193 422 325 317 36

co ! J= 430 137 114 352 260 416 46

2s) ! c 639 595 | 321 815 141 088 047

@s) ! co 261 234 168 13.6 7.0 310 26

@s) ! c1 171 545 | 403 | 360 204 293 25

2s) ! c2 128 774 592 554 338 273 25
h.! c 496 189 162 497 363 seen

A lso, our resuls show that interquark potential has a considerabl e ect on the decay
rates, see forexample ! J= HOrSHO and Coulomb+ lnear potentials.

In each case, for som e of the transitions the resuls show agreem ent w ith the experin ent
while for the other transitions they are far o . This show s the in portance of studying the
whole range ofdi erent m esons and quark-interquark potentials and also gives us a hint that

som e In portant e ectsm ight be m issing in a nonrelativistic quark m odel.
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Tabl 24: Hom eson radiative decay rates (keV).Param eters tted to known bottom onium

goectrum are em ployed (see section 32).

SHO Coulom b+ lnear | Experin ent
MeV) | nonrel| rel | nonrel rel PDG [103]
w AP ) ! 1s) 391 112 10.9 33.7 30.8 Seen
w1 AP ) ! 1s) 423 10.7 104 352 321 Seen
v 1P ) ! 1s) 442 7.9 753 335 303 seen
@s) ! b (1S) 559 0028 | 0.020| 0.005 0.001 < 0016
2s) ! w AP ) 162 0.77 0.73 054 043 122 024
@s) ! w1 1P ) 130 1.98 187 145 117 221 032
@s) ! w 1P) 110 302 2.87 237 1.95 229 031
w @P ) ! 2S) 207 847 8.00 16.0 142 Seen
w @P ) ! 1s) 743 024 0418 133 10.6 Seen
bl @P ) ! 2S) 230 9.03 850 174 154 seen
b1 @P ) ! 1s) 764 0J19 015 128 102 Seen
w @P ) ! (2S) 242 8.53 8.02 175 154 Seen
w @P) ! @as) 777 0.08 0.07 11.07 8.77 seen
3s) ! wo 1P ) 484 0025 | 0.029| 0496 0256 0061 02030
(3s) ! w @P ) 122 116 1.06 0.80 0.04 120 024
(3s) ! w1 2P ) 99 303 2.7 2.16 177 297 0:56
3s) ! v @P) 86 4.75 4 37 354 2.92 300 063
3s) ! b (1S) 867 0005 | 0.003| 0.006 0.001 < 0009
3s) ! b 253) 343 0006 | 0.003| 0.001 0.000 < 0013
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Tabl 25: Light m eson radiative decay rates keV).

SHO Coulom b+ linear | E xperin ent
Me&V)| nonrel| rel | nonrel rel PDG [103]
e 0 376 511 | 209 416 131 878 125
! 375 509 | 209 415 131 659 78
! 195 559 | 264| 41.7 149 432 48
w ! 0 380 470. | 192.| 384. 121. 756 30
w ! 200 664 | 309 4.97 1.78 4:16 047
01 0 165 114. | 542| 845 312 59:7 617
or w 159 115 | 551| 855 316 615 1:16
£, (980) ! 0 183 518. | 233.| 591. 256.
£f,0980) ! w 178 558 | 251| 638 276
ap (980) ! 187 593 | 266| 674 292
hy ! & (980) 171 283 | 105| 284 104
h, ! £ (980) 175 335 | 124| 336 122
h; ! 0 193 242 | 103 | 4238 130
h; ! 457 305 | 111| 639 170
h; ! 0 577 459. | 152.| 1097.| 266.
! 363 430 | 271| 445 214 554 177
b ! 607 505 | 162 | 1245 295 227 75
f; (1285) ! 0 406 1066. | 459.| 1216. | 489. | 1331 389
a, (1320) ! 652 324. | 144.| 934 64 4 287 30
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712 Coulomb gauge m odel

In Tables 26, 27 and 28 results calculated in the C oulom b gaugem odelare presented foroc, o
and light m esons and com pared to the experim ent and nonrelativistic potentialm odel (cok
umn 2). Colum n 3 correspondsto TDA approxin ation and colum n 4 isRPA approxin ation
for the pion wave function (for details on Coulomb gauge m odel see section 2.1 2).

One can see a ram arkable iIn provem ent In our result for the transitions involving pion

! andw ! aswe oconsider pion In RPA approxin ation of the relativistic m odel.

Let us also point out better agreem ent w ith experin ent for som e of the decays of b
m esons In the relativistic m odel. It is quite unexpected to cbserve such a big di erence In
the decay rates calculated In nonrelativistic and relativistic m odels fordom esons as they are
usually considered heavy. W e conclude that relativistic corrections and m any-body e ects
are In portant even for dom esons.

For cc mesons we would lke to point out that our resuls for Coulomb gauge m odel
di er substantially from nonrelativistic potentialm odel resuls, for som e of the transitions

agreem ent w ith experin ent is better and for som e it isworse. T he conclusion is that e ects

taken Into acoount in Coulomb gauge m odel are in portant and require additional study.

Tabl 26: ocm eson radiative decay rates (keV)

Coulomb+ Linear Coulomb gauge Experin ent

potential TDA PDG [103]

J= ! c 211 415 121 041
co ! J= 276 358 135 21
c1 ! J= 325 412 317 36
co ! J= 260 278 416 46
2s) ! c 141 0.92 088 047
2s) ! co 7.0 33.9 310 26
2s) ! c1 204 678 293 25
2s) ! co 338 770 273 25
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Tabl 27: dom eson radiative decay rates (keV)

Coulomb+ Linear Coulomb gauge Experinent

potential TDA PDG [103]
o (1P ) ! 1s) 308 269 Seen
w1 (1P ) ! 1s) 321 270 Seen
e (1P ) ! 1s) 303 236 seen
@s) ! wo (1P ) 043 127 122 024
(2s) ! w1 (1P) 117 3.09 221 032
@s) ! e (1P ) 195 416 229 031
wo @P ) ! @s) 142 154 seen
o (2P ) ! 1s) 10.6 219 Seen
w1 (2P ) ! @s) 154 168 Seen
p1 @P ) ! 1s) 102 234 seen
e @P ) ! @s) 154 165 seen
w@P) ! 1s) 8.77 191 Seen
(3s) ! wo @P ) 0.64 1.72 120 024
3s) ! p1 @P ) 1.77 405 297 056
3s) ! w2 @P ) 2.92 582 300 063
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Tabl 28: Light m eson radiative decay rates (keV)

Coulom b+ Linear | Coulomb gauge | Experim ent
potential TDA | RPA PDG [103]
01 130 393 853 878 125
! 130 393 853 659 78
! 142 95.5 432 438
w ! 121. 356. 771. 756 30
w ! 1.77 111 4:16 047
01 334 220. 59:7 677
01 318 22.7 615 116
£, (980) ! 0 263. 583.
£f,(980) ! w 27.7 623
ap (980) ! 298 66.6
hy ! & (980) 113 316
h, ! £ (980) 133 3.69
h; ! 131 149
h; ! 17.0 10.6
h; ! 267. 121. 173.
b ! 2938 264. 508. 227 75
f, (1285) ! 0 492. 823. 1331 389
a, ! 634 275. 549, 287 30
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72 HIGHER ORDER DIAGRAM S

W e would now lke to estin ate the e ect of higher order diagram s on radiative transitions
(see section 233 for de nition and description of higher order diagram s). W e choose to
describe them in the tim eordered bound state perturbation theory. As an exampl we
consider radiative transition of cc vectorm eson J= to pseudoscalarmeson ..

In our approach in pulse approxin ation is considered the leading order in perturbation
theory. The higher order tem s take Into acoount the possibility of quark-antiquark pair

creation (for exam ple, through P, m odel) and could be w ritten as:

Xoh H¥; AV HP=i X h HPio @S5 HP= i

Ayo =
mg- Ey .

(7.1)

mg- Es .

\% S

The two tem s in 7.1 describe di erent tin e-orderings of °P, and electrom agnetic inter—
actions and corresoond to the two diagram s in Fig. 10. Here we would lke to analyze the
rst diagram ; the second diagram could be calculated In a com pletely analogous way.

The rst diagram s hastwo stages:

1.J= decaysinto . and som e other intermm ediate statem eson V . T his corresponds to the

matrix elements v; .H {J= 1iofthe above formula.

2. Interm ediate statem eson V transform s into thephoton, which correspondstoh . H V7; 1.

To caloulate the am plitude of the process in perturbation theory we multiply the am —
plitudes of two parts of the transition and then divide by the energy denom inator. The
energy denom nator is the energy di erence between the Initial state meson J= in its rest
fram e and the interm ediate state consisting of . and V. W e also have to sum over all the
Intermm ediate bound statesV which could be form ed. Since in the second part of the process
meson V transfomm s itself nto the photon, it m ust have the sam e quantum num bers as the
photon (S=1, L=0). Only vectorm esons have this set of quantum num bers, so we sum over
all possible vector m esons In the interm ediate state. In case of cc m esons these are ground

state J= and all its excited states.
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The am plitudes ©r the st part of the diagram have been estin ated 1 the P, m odel

using SHO wave functions. In this case they can be calculated analytically:

3=4
4 16 -
d o =122

W= FwF=i = 5
L, P-
o 4 32 6q ¢ o
h % cHep, = 1 = — a3 1 22 © €12 %, (72)
3=4 P —
4 8 30qg 4cf q s 2
o, T 1 = o=12 2,
BT oHep = 1= 2 29 L 1527710 © '

for the st three excitations of the intem ediate vector m eson state. Here g = Tyjis the

m agnitude of the vector meson (and photon) m om entum ,  is a param eter for SHO wave

functions.
To nd x for the am plitudes above we rst need to nd the Interm ediate vector m eson

momentum g from the energy conservation law for the whole process:

EJ: = E + E
q_
In the nitial state meson rest frame: Eg;- = my- ,E = )} E = m?+ §f, and
then:
m?2_ m?
o= — 0:115GevV:
2m -
The values ofthe param eters forccm esonsare: = 035, = 0378 G&V forccm esons [/8],
then x 0305 we also take x kO Z ), and the am plitudes of (72) are:
hi= ; Hap,T= 1 0681 Gev 7%;
h % cHaop, 9= 1 0368 Gev *%;
h® Hep, =1 0067 Gev 72 (7.3)

T he am plitude of second part of the process, transform ation of the vector m eson into

the photon, is proportional to the vectorm eson decay constant (as it was de ned In Section

231):
0, () 0, 04
) e , , e m e m
h H Vi d= p=—=p=—13 Fi= —F —f () =—2 —f y
2my 29 2 q 2 q

(7.4)
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where and y are the photon and vector m eson polarization vectors.

To estin ate the higher order diagram we take the experim ental values of decay con—
stants:

£, = 0411GevV;
fo = 0279GeV;
fo = 0174GeV:

Then the rst higher order diagram is (the st temm ofegn.7.d):

0
AHOleéél(l‘l‘ a’+ a®+ ) (7.5)

where A © corresponds to the ground state vectorm eson (J= ) in the intemm ediate state:

h ¢ g= ; hJ= ; ¢ J= 1 =
aQ R AT HI= 1 pavcer 2 7.6)
m g Es-

c

and the coe cients are:

0= h C:HJ 0; Ci, h O; <H j]:= ilmJ= Es;- . 0334;
h Cj-Ijj-= ;Clhj= ;cj_ljj= lmJ: EO

2% = h H j CO; ci' h (I),, <H j]:= ilmJ= Es;- . 0:036;
h Cj-I 3]-= ; Clhj: ; cj_I 3]-= lITlJ: E 0

(7.7)

One can see that the sum in (7.5) converges rather fast, m ostly because of the decrease
in the decay constants and increase in the energy denom nator for the excited states. Sowe

have:

Apor AL, (1+ 0334+ 0:036) = 1372 0067 Gev *72: (7.8)

HO1l
To com pare to the leading order diagram (in pulse approxin ation) we need to com pute

higher order am plitude in the relativistic convention:

wey P ——P

__p_—
A =" 2m,0  2E  2qRyo.= 0197GeV: (7.9)
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T he value of the leading order diagram is (see eqn. 257)):

p

o eQqt eQ 16 2
App= 30 ME,—% —=d¢ ¥7I6

mgq

0095 Gev: (7.10)

W e conclude that higher order diagram s can be very signi cant (our estin ated value is
larger than the in pulse approxin ation am plitude) and should be studied further.
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80 SUMM ARY

An investigation ofm eson properties in constituent quark m odels has been reported in the
present dissertation. The m ain goalof this work was to study the 1im its of applicability of
quark m odels, and generate possibl in provem ents. T ypical approxin ations, w idely used in
this type ofm odels, are also analyzed.

The st chapter contains general ntroduction to Q CD and itsm ost in portant properties
Including asym ptotic freedom , con nem ent and dynam ical chiral sym m etry breaking.

T he rest of the dissertation isdivided into twom ain parts: Theory’ part (Chapter2), in
which the detailed description of our approach is given, and A pplications’ part (Chapters
3,4,5,6,7), n which our results are presented and discussed.

Chapter 2 explains the theory necessary for understanding our approach. First, the
nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel for m esons is ntroduced. In this m odel a m eson
is approxin ated as a bound state of a quark and an antiquark, and the pressnce of the
gluion is only taken into acoount through itse ect on the nstantaneous interaction potential
between them eson constituents. T he basic potential for quark-antiquark interaction consists
ofthree term s: Coulomb term ism otivated by oneglion exchange, linear term represents a
phenom enoclogicalm odel for color con nem ent and a hyper ne tem is soin dependent. This
m odel of the potential can describe the heavy m eson spectrum w ith great accuracy, which
m eans that i contains all the features In portant for the m asses of the Iow lying states of
heavy m esons. However, as we m ove away from heavy m eson spectroscopy to study other
m esons or other m eson properties, the Toulom b+ linear’ potentialhasto bemodi ed as it
is not powerfiill enough.

W e suggest two m ain m odi cations ofthe potential, which were inspired by findam ental

QCD properties and then veri ed by the experiment. The rst ism aking the interaction
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potentialm ore powerfil In explaining com plicated spin structure ofhadrons by adding temm s
calculated In perturbation theory w ith one-loop corrections included. T he second m odi ca—
tion is Including m om entum -dependence of the QCD ooupling In the Coulomb tem of the

potential.

The st modi cation was m otivated by the puzzling heavy-light m eson spectroscopy
which hasbeen discovered In the last few years and generated a Iot of Interesting ideas and
new exotic m odels. Until now , however, no m odel has been successfil in giving com plete
explanation ofthe phenom ena. Ithasbeen shown, in particular, thatm asses of som e particles
detected do not t in the canonical picture of nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel, w ith
the usual Coulomb+ linear’ potential. W e suggest that the problem s n explaining new
states do not necessarily need new approach but could be solved w ithin the naive m odel
by incliding spin-dependent tem s in the potential. These tem s have been calculated in
perturoation theory w ith one-Jloop corrections included. It is dem onstrated that they do not
destroy the agreem ent of experim entally known chamm onium and bottom onium spectra but
can be egpecially In portant form esons w ith unequal quark m asses. W e show that the st of
param eters for the in proved potential can be found to reproduce the m asses of the puzzling

P -wave heavy-light m eson states In Chapter 3 on Spectroscopy.

Second m odi cation of the potential (taking into account the m om entum dependence of
the coupling) hasbeen ngpoired by the findam ental property of asym ptotic freedom n QCD .
A coording to this property, for large energy scales the interaction between a quark and an
antiquark becom esweaker asthe exchangem om entum increases (ordistance between a quark
and an antiquark decreases), and this is not taken Into account In the T oulomb+ linear’
potential. The fact that this naive expression works so well to explain the heavy m eson
Soectroscopy tells us that the m om entum dependence of the potential for an all distances is
not particularly in portant for the m eson m asses. O £ course, it can be in portant for other
m eson properties. W e show that som e ofthe cbservables are very sensitive to the introduction
of muinning coupling, In particular, m eson decay constants and gamm a-gamm a transitions.
W e suggest that the behavior of the rmunning coupling should in itate the one of perturbative
QCD at an all distances and saturate to a phenom enological value at large distances. This

assum ption allow s us to Investigate m eson properties sensitive to the high energy scale and
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explain experim ental data on chamm onium decay constants and gamm a-gam m a transitions.
W eperform theglobal toftheparam eters for chamm oniim and bottom onium and nd that,
only if the dependence of running coupling on the m om entum scale is taken into acoount,

experin ental values for the vector m eson decay constants can be reproduced.

Even though the constituent quark m odel works quite well for the m eson properties,
it has its Im is. In particular, explanation of som e of the QCD properties In portant to
the light m esons, such as dynam ical chiral sym m etry breaking or relativistic corrections for
the wave functions, is not possibl in this m odel. Better description can be achieved In
the relativistic approach to the m esons based on Q CD Ham ilttonian, which is Introduced In
section 21 2. This approach takes into account m any-body e ects and pow erfiil enough to
generate the description of dynam ical chiral sym m etry breaking and the em ergence of the

pion as a G oldstone boson in the theory.

Next, the m ain points of our approach to the m eson transitions are introduced. To
describe strong m eson decays a phenom enological P, m odel have been used. Investigation
of strong decays is not the m ain goalofthe present dissertation but the results of °P, m odel
calculations are In portant for the study ofthe e ects ofpair creation on the electrom agnetic

transitions. For that reason, a short introduction to °P, m odel has been presented.

The m ain points of our description of electrom agnetic and electroweak transitions and
de niions are presented In Chapter 2 Theory’. These transitions can provide us wih
valiable mform ation on the hadron structure since the transition operator is very well know n
and much experin ental data exists on the sub gct. Still, the calculation of the observables
is com plicated enough that num erous approxin ations are w idely In use, which are typically
taken from nuclear physics and not Justi ed to use for hadrons. Our m ain m otivation was
to study the relevance of this approach to hadrons by investigating m eson transitions both
w ith and w thout m aking sim plifying approxin ations. By com paring resuls one can see the
In portance of the e ects that have been neglected and relkvance of the e ects to certain
m eson properties.

O ne of the approxin ations investigated is the nonrelativistic approxim ation for quark
Fonors which isw idely used especially for heavy quarks. T he in portant conclusions is that

it isnot justi ed even for the heavy quarks, such as tham ’ and bottom /. Study of cham o—
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nium and bottom oniuim m eson properties have been performm ed tw ice: 1)w ith nonrelativistic
approxin ation for the quark soinors and 2)w ith full relativistic expressions. The resuls
of these two cases are quite di erent (up to 50% for cham 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 of the
form —factors. The sam e change In slope has been generated in ISGW m odelby introducing
the arti cial factor , such that g! o= . This factor did not have any physical interpreta—
tion and was introduced to achieve better agream ent w ith available experin ental data. O ur
study gives a physical explanation of the necessary change in the slope of the form —factor as

the e ect of the relativistic corrections.

The in pulse approxin ation is another sim pli cation taken from the nuclkar physics, i
com plktely ignores the possbility of quark-antiquark pair creation and annihilation. The
description of the transitions in this approxin ation includes two diagram s corresponding
to the coupling of the extemal current to quark and antiquark Independently. W e present
the form alisn for calculation of the m eson electrom agnetic and electroweak form —factors In
this approxin ation. O ur results have been com pared to the quenched lattice resuls for
cham onium electrom agnetic form —factors, and they are In very good agreem ent. It leads
us to believe that the in pulse approxin ation is a good description of the electrom agnetic

transitions for cham onium .

One would lke to study, however, other possibl diagram s which appear when we go
beyond the In pulse approxin ation and include the possbility of the pair creation from the
vacuum . O ur description of these diagram s is presented in section 2.3.3 of the Chapter 2
T heory’. Q uark-antiquark pairs are assum ed to appear from the vacuum w ith P, quantum
num bers (this m odel has been quite successfiil for the description of strong m eson decays) .
They can Interact with the constituents of the initial state m eson and m ight form bound
states, which eventually transform to the nalstate ofthe process. T he tim e-ordered bound
state perturoation theory isused to calculate the am plitude ofthe transition . O urestim ation
of the higherorder diagram for J= ! . transition gives rather unexpected resul: the
value of the am plitude for higherorder diagram is larger than that of the in pulse approx-—

In ation am plitude. However, we know that the in pulse approxin ation works well for the
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cham onium transitions from our study ofthe form —-factors so including higher-order diagram

of com parable value m ight ruin the agream ent w ith lattice results. W e also know that the
3P, m odel gives a good description of the cham onium strong decays and the tin e-ordered
bound state perturbation theory iswell jisti ed. W e conclude that this situation has to be
studied further and m ight lead us to discovering som e interesting phenom ena not taken into

acocount in this approach.

T Im e-ordered bound state perturbation theory is In portant ngredient in our approach
to gamm a-gam m a transitions. O urm ethod is quite di erent from the perturbation theory
calculations of this process as it takes Into acoount the In nie glion exchange between
quarks. W e nd that this is rather in portant for a successfiil description of gamm a~-gamm a
decays of cham onium , together w ith the m om entum dependence of the running coupling
for short distances and relativistic expressions of quark spinors. If we Include all of this
e ects then our resuls for gamm a-gamm a transitions of cham onium states are In very
good agreem ent w ith the experin entaldata. This is the only approach that can explain all
available experin ental resuls for gam m a-gam m a transitions of chamm onium .

Finall, we explain the m aln di erences of the nonrelativistic constituent quark m odel
and Coulom b gauge m odel In their application to the study of radiative transitions. W e nd
that the Coulom b gauge m odel w orks particularly well for transitions involving pions. This
givesushopethat e ects m portant forthepion behavior @nd absent from the nonrelativistic
m odel) m ight have a reasonable explanation In the Coulom b gauge m odel.

O verall, our resuls show that the quark m odel gives a satisfactory description ofm eson
properties. M odi cations of the m odel, suggested In this work, In prove the lin its ofm odel
applicability and allow us to describe m eson structure in a transparent way. It is in portant
to note that all the m odi cations have been m otivated by fiindam entalQ CD properties and
are not arti cial adjastm ents of the potential.

Tt hasbeen dem onstrated that the disagreem ent ofthem odel predictions w ith the exper-
In ent does not necessarily m ean that the form alism is w rong or the m odel is not applicable.
Tt m ight be possible that the in portant e ects wWhich In principle can be Incorporated nto
them odel) have been ignored. Investigation ofthese e ects and the ways they present them —

selves m ight give us valuable hfom ation about fundam ental Q CD properties and hadron
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structure In a sin ple fram ework.

T he approach describbed in the present dissertation can be applied to the investigation
of the variety of Interesting phenom ena of low energy QCD . Som e of them can be studied
by analyzing processes for which experim ental data is available, such as spectrum of excited
states of m esons and baryons, sam ideptonic and non—leptonic decays of heavy-light m esons,
hadron production and others. To investigate the properties of light hadrons (and possbly
the structure ofthe nucleus) C oulom b gaugem odelcan be applied. H ybrid hadron properties
can also be investigated after certain assum ptions are m ade about the hybrid structure in
the m odel.
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APPEND IX A

DECAY CONSTANTS

D ecay oconstant de nitions and quark m odel expressions for vector, scalar, pssudoscalar,

axial, and 'P; m eson decay constants are presented here.

Al VECTOR DECAY CONSTANT

The decay constant f; ofthe vectorm eson is de ned as

my fy = h0j Vi @Al

where my is the vector m eson m ass, is its polarization vector, ¥ i is the vector m eson
state. T he decay constant has been extracted from leptonic decay rates w ith the aid of the

follow ing:
| ot = e4Q2f\? = 4 2Q2f\3_ (A-2)
Viees 12 my 3 my

Follow Ing the m ethod described in the text yields the quark m odel vector m eson decay

constant:

r Z r r
d’k m m 4 k?

3 () 1+ — 1+ — 1+ @A 3)
2 ) Ey E, 3Ex+my) B+ my)

3
fy = =
my
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T he nonrelativistic lim it of this yields the wellkknow n proportionality of the decay con-—
stant to the wavefunction at the origin:
r___ 7 r
fv =2 3 Ik (R)= 2 3
! my Q) my

A2 PSEUDOSCALAR DECAY CONSTANT
T he decay constant fp of a pseudoscalar m eson is de ned by

pfp=i0j °Pi @ 5)
wherep isthem eson m om entum and P iisthepssudoscalarm eson state. T he pseudoscalar

decay rate is then

G2 m 2
p!l+1:8—Fj7qu2f§mimP 1 m—zl @ .6)
P
T he quark m odel expression for the decay constant is
r___7 r r
3 d’k m 4 m 4 k?
P = — 5 1+ — 1+ — 1 (K): A7)
mp @) Ex Ey Ext+tmg) Ey+mg)

In the nonrelativistic 1im it this reduces to the sam e expression as the vector decay con—

stant.

A3 SCALAR DECAY CONSTANT

T he decay constant f5 ofthe scalarm eson is de ned by

p fs = h0J Bi @ 8)
which yields the quark m odel result:
r__p__7 r r
3 4 3 m g m g 1 1
fs = — k’dk 1+ — 1+ — R (k): A 9)
mg @ ) Ex Ey, Ey+mg Eyx+mg

Here and in the follow Ing, R is the radial wavefunction de ned by (k) = Y R k) wih

R
(31;3332:1'
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A4 AXITALVECTOR DECAY CONSTANT
T he decay constant £, of the axial vectorm eson is de ned as

fama = h0J > Al @ 10)

where  isthe m eson polarization vector, m , is itsm ass and A i is the axial vector m eson

state. The quark m odel decay constant is thus

r___p__7% r r
2 m 1 1

fa = 2 4 Kdk 1+ 2a p4 Me + R K): @ 11)
may 2 )3 Ex E, Ey+mg Ex+mg

A5 H:DECAY CONSTANT

T he decay constant f, o of the 'P; statem eson is de ned by:

famm a0 = h0j > 9tpii @ 12)

where isthem eson polarization vector, m o is itsm assand P ;1 is its state. T he resulting

quark m odel decay constant is given by

p— 7 r r
£ ! 4 Kidk 1+ —a g4 M ! ! R (k) @ 13)
0= p—— — — :
A mao 2 )3 E, E, E,+mg E,+mg
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APPEND IX B
ELECTROMAGNETIC FORM FACTORS

A variety of Lorentz invariant mulipole decom positions (see Ref. [108]) and quark m odel
expressions for these m ultipoles are presented in the follow Ing.

E ach transition form -factorisnom ally a sum oftwo tem s corresponding to the coupling
of the extemal current to the quark and antiquark. For quarkonimm these two tem s are
equalto each other, so In the follow ing we only present form ulas corresponding to the singlke

quark coupling. In generalboth temm s have to be calculated.

B.1l PSEUDOSCALAR FORM FACTOR

T he m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix

elem ent between tw o pssudoscalars is:

P, (02)] Pi)i= £Q)E+p) +9Q%) 0 ) B 1)

To satisfy tin exeversal invariance the form —factors £ Q?) and g(@Q?) have to be real.
T he requirem ent that the vector current is locally conserved gives a relation between two

form —factors:
2 2

M M
g’ = f<Q2>%: ® 2)
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T hus the m atrix elem ent can be w ritten as:

MZ M7
o)) Pa)i= £Q%) @tp) —o— R ®3)
In case of two identical pseudoscalars the second term vanishes.

C om puting w ith the tem poral com ponent of the current in the quark m odel form aliam
yilds (for quarkonium )

P E
£Q%) = = ® 4)
E,+ M) zqz tE, M) |
z &k q t e m ®+q K
(%) R+ = 1+ —2 1+ 4 14
(2 )3 2 Ek Ek+q CEk+mq)CEk+q+mq)

In case of identical psesudoscalars in the non-relativistic approxin ation the form ula above
sim pli es to b 7
2 M E I’k
L2 () K+ o

fQ?) = :
e E,+ M, @ ) 2 &)

Sin ilar expressions occur when the com putation ism ade w ith the spatial com ponents of

the electrom agnetic current:

p Z
M ;E Pk
£fQ?) = %i

m m K K+
i (®) EK+3 14+ 29 14 Ma t i

1 qule :g:? (2 )3 2 Ek Ek+q Ek+mq Ek+q+ mq

® .6)

In this case the nonrelativistic approxim ation for the single quark form factor is

4 3
M E, &Pk

2 =
TSy Y ey

(%) k+§ Ok + §): ® .7)

C ovariance requires the sam e expression for the tem poraland spatial form factors. Com —
paring the form ula above to the expression for the tem poralfom factor B 5) show s that co—

variance is recovered In the nonrelativistic and weak coupling lim its WhereM ;+ M , ! 4m).
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B2 VECTOR FORM FACTORS

T hem ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix

elem ent between two identical vectors is:

. . 2 G3(Q2)
W (©2)] Vp)i= @+pr) Gi1Q7)(, 1)+ o 2 (, P(1 D
v

+G,Q)[,(, P+ , (1 D] @I

These fomm —factors are related to the standard charge, m agnetic dijpolk and quadrupolk

mulipoles by
G = 1+ 2 G 2 G, + 2 @+ )G
C 3 1 3 2 3 3
Gu = G
GQ = Gl G2+ (l+ )G3 (B.9)
w here =%.
Quark m odel expressions for these are:
|
P __ 7 r r :
myE &k m m 3 ¥ + #
G,Q%) = 2 - (%) g+ & 14 Ma ,, Mo g g ﬁaa.m)
:ﬁf (2 ) 2 Ek Ek+q Ek+mq Ek+q+mq
and
PrvE, © ok i * ®+ g K
m m m
G,(Q2) = — 12 _(® R+ 1+ =2 1422 1y ke
mV+E2 (2 ) 2 Ek Ek+q (Ek+mq)CEk+q+mq)
®11)
or
|
p— 7 r r :
myE Pk m m K K +
G,Q?%) = — 12 _(® R+ 1422 14 1o 1,k ot %
:q:f (2 ) 2 Ek Ek+q Ek+mq Ek+q+mq
B 12)
G 3 can be expressed In term s 0of G and G, In two di erent ways:
2m 2 E 2m
Gy= —2 1 =2 g, + ——" g, ® 13)
f my Ex+my
or
2m E
G- DBy Bl g, ® 14)
7

One can establish that G; ! G, G; as §j! O from either equation.
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B3 SCALAR FORM FACTOR

T hem ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix
elem ent between two scalars is:

IS, 62)]  PFie)i=£Q)E+p) +9Q)E R): ® 15)
A s w ith pssudoscalars, this can be w ritten as
: , 2 MZ M7
hS; ()] Pi1E)i=£Q°) @+ p1) T(Pz rR) B 16)
In the case of dentical scalars the quark m odel calculation gives
PyE, ¢ ax B * ®+q ¥ |
m m
£Q%) = —= S (R K+ S Rk B L k!
E,+ M, @) 2 K Eyxiqg

B:17)
(Ek-l_ mq)(Ek+q+ mq)
In the nonrelativistic lim it this reduces to

Z 3
, Pk
fe") =

q
2 ) (K) K+ >

® .18)

B4 VECTOR-PSEUDOSCALAR TRANSITION FORM FACTOR

T he m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix
elem ent between vector and pseudoscalar is:

P (o )] YV py)i= F Q%)

(uy) ) ) : ® .19)
C om puting w ith the spatial com ponents of the current then gives
"E o1 % ok * t K Kk g+ j’q'!
m m
F Q%)= —P,— — v & k+g 1+ —2 1+ = a4 il ).
my W @) 2 Ey Exig Ex+mg Eyxgtmg
® 20)
In the nonrelativistic approxin ation In zero recoil Iim it g ! 0 this reduces to
r
a0 1 mp
FQdo= — —: ® 21)
mg my

140



BS5 SCALAR-VECTOR TRANSITION FORM FACTORS

T he m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix

elem ent between scalar $P,) m eson state and vector €S;) is

W) Bes)i= 'R E1QY) @Yy, w, Py P mips)

|
C,0Q7?) 2 2
+ﬁa?mv v, P PPy + ps) mgp, myps B 22)

where Q7)) G ®° mimi=:[my ms)? O?llmy +ms)? Q%) and takesthe
sinple valuiem 234§ in the rest fram e of a decaying scalar.
E; contrbutes to the am plitude only in the case of transverse photons, whik C; con-

trbutes only for longitudinal photons. Quark m odel expressions for the multipole form

factors are
—p r r
27 Eym &k
c,Q%)= 2 0 VoS Rs ®)Ry g+ 3 1+ 2 14+ —2
3
¥ 4 @) K Eyqq
s + kK*+ X 37 & 23)
(Ek+mq)cEk+q+mq)
P p—7z r
5 Eymg Q2 &k q mqr m
C:Q@%) =2 — -Rs ®)Ry K+ - 1+ — 1+
4 @) 2 Ex E g
k qoos k cos2
+ + : B 24)

Ek+mq Ek+q+mq Ek+q+ mq

The rst(second) expression forC; Q?) is calculated from the tem poral(spatial) m atrix ele—

m ent of the current.

< S/
Eym &£k m m k kcos +
BE,Q%)= 2—° Ry ®Ry K+ o 1+ =2 14 o d
4 (2) 2 Ex Ek+q Ek+mq Ek+q+mq
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B6 H-PSEUDOSCALAR TRANSITION FORM FACTOR

Them ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix

elem ent between 'P; m eson state and pseudoscalar (Sy) is

P )  RAea)i= Q%) E1Q%) Q% y, wu, PP P mp)

C,0%) 2 2
+Jp?mAML PP PPatp) mp, mp B 25)

Q uark m odel expressions for the form factors are

P Z r r
B, Q%) = ——nafe K e ®Rs K+ T 14 Me gy Mo ® 26)
' 8 @ p 2TF 2 By By q
1 1
k sirf +
Ek+mq Ek+q+ mq
and
— r
2 p?)mAEP Q2 d3k lr m,
CiQ@°) = — -Ra ®)Rp K+ - 1+ — 1+
4 0 @) Ex Eysq
k? + kqoos
cos
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B.)7 AXIALVECTOR -VECTOR TRANSITION FORM FACTOR

T he m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electrom agnetic transition m atrix

elem ent between axialvector CP;) m eson state and vector (S;) is

W)  PAPa)i=P—— o B)
42 Q2

w

E;: Q%) s +pv) 2malu, W(y,) *2myly, Du,)

+M, Q%) a + o) 2malu, ®(y,) 2myly, Dlu,)
C: Q%)
+B=—" 4 Q(u,) (y4,) ® 28)
QZ
#
2 2 2 2 2 2
+<pA+pV) ([TIA mV+Q )[MA \P](Mv) + (m].\ mv Q)[Mv Ap](MA)
Quark m odel expressions for the form factors are
| O/ 5 r r
B0 = ——omafv Ik oer, ke T 14 Me g, Ma ® 29)
. 8 @ p 2 E E oy g
k@ g ) . k(l 3wm$ ) 2gcos )
Ex+ mg Exigt Mg ’
p— 7 3 r r
M,0% < ——maBv IK o R, ke T 14 M gy Ma ® 30)
’ 8 @y 2 F F g
k(@ 38 ) k@ 308 )+ 2gcos
Ex+mg Exigt Mg
and
p — r
5 lOEBmAEV Q2 Pk q mqr m 4
C.Q% = — SRy ®Ry K+ - 1+ 2 1+ B 31)
2 3 @) 2 E E i g
k*cos + skq(l+ cos )
s +

(Ek+ mq)(Ek+q+ mq)
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APPEND IX C

ELECTROW EAK FORM FACTORS

Cl PSEUDOSCALAR-PSEUDOSCALAR TRANSITION

The m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the electroweak transition m atrix

elem ent between two pssudoscalars is:

V A=W, 0@ ) PiE)i=fQ0)@+p) +f Q)@ p): CJI)

Here P, isthe initial state m eson w ith them assM ; which consists of a quark w ith them ass
m; and an antiquark wih themassm . Sin ilarly, nalstatemeson P, hasthemassM ,
and consists of a quark and an antiquark with themassesm, andm ;.

The m atrix elem ent is parity invariant. To satisfy tim ereversal Invariance the fom —
factors £, Q?) and £ (Q?) have to be real.

A xialm atrix elem ent is equal to zero for this case:

A =P, @)] > P if)i= 0; C 2)

V =P, )] Pie)i=£ Q) +p) +f Q)0 p): C 3)

In the P, rest framewe have: pr = ™M 1;0;0;0); 0= E,;0;0; F) and then:

v £, Q)M+ E)+ f Q)M E); C 4)

v g £, Q%) £ Q7 : € 5)
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Now we can express the form —factors in tem s of V? and V :

vl E, MV g

f, Q%) = ; C .6
L Q) o, M, g C .6)
v E,+ M,V
£ Q?) = 2 1Y 3 C.7)
2M ™
M atrix elem ents V° and V could be calculated in the quark m odel:
Z r
vePuE K ) re e 1+m1r1+ me C 8)
FroTgp Y 2 N Ec = Epg v
+ k
14 K+ a) .
Ex+my)Exigtmy)
Z 5 r r
v-wE 2F e ke ™2 1+ 01 4 T2 C 9)
e @y ! 2 qmz"‘mz Ex Ex+qg | |
K K +
. g
Ek+m1 Ek+q+m2
Then the general expressions or f, Q?) and £ Q?) are:
r__ , r r _
T o1 T R L S L S UL S LT C 10)
2 M, @y 2 qmz"'mz Ex Ex+qg
1+ K+go K €, M)HK o 1 N 1 E, M
Ex+tmy)Erigt my) o Ex+m; Exgqtm, Exigtm,
In the nonrelativistic approxin ation m =E | 1:
Z
Vo - 2 MM TK ) me g ™2 C 11)
1M o2 2 ) 1 2 qm2+m2 7 '
Z -
p &£k m, E R+ gq
V = M1M2 1(k) 2 k+ qi — + (C.12)
)3 my;+m, m m

Ifwe use SHO wave functions as an approxin ation for the m eson wave fiinctions, then
form —-factors could be calculated analytically. The SHO wave function for a ground state

pseudoscalar m eson is:

©= 2 e K27, C 13)



Then the m atrix elem ents are:

P
VO = 2 MM, ¥ 7, C 14)
p P 2=4 2 1 1 1
v g MM ,e —_ = —+ — C 15)
m, 2 m m,
and the form —factors are:
r__
M _ M M 1 1 1
f, = _2€q22_42 1 2t - —+ — ; C 10)
Ml 2 m, 2 m 1 m,
r__
M _ M,+ M 1 1 1
£ = —Led ™’ 21 — = C 17)
Ml 2 m, 2 mq m,
where
m
= — C 18)
m2+m2

Ifwe oconsider transition of the ground state psesudoscalarm eson to the rst excited state
pseudoscalar m eson then the decom position of the current m atrix elem ents w ill of course be

the sam e. The only di erence w illbe the wave function ofthe nalstatem eson. In the SHO
basis the wave function ofthe rst excited state is:

3:4r_ 2
3 4 3 2k K2op 2
(k)_ - 5 1 ? S . (C.l9)
Then the m atrix elem ents are:
t 2
M M S8 _
ve = LENS s PR € 20)
6 2
r 2
M {M _ 1 1
v o= g MMe g 11 50 c 21)
6 m m o 2m2 2
and the fom —fActors are:
r 2515
1 M _ 1 1 M M
£0= 2 —Zed T M, M) —+ — oo 22 ez
2 oM mq mo 2 2m ,
r
1 M _ 1 1 2397 M,+ M
=2 —Zed ™7 ML+ M) + b, MatMs . € 23)
2 6].\/.[1 my mo 2
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C.2 PSEUDOSCALAR-VECTOR TRANSITION

The m ost general Lorentz covariant decom positions for the electroweak transition m atrix

elem ents between a psesudoscalar and a vector are:

Vo= WeEy)H gf Pr)i= igQ?) w, @p+Py) Cx B) ;
A = WEH CgP Pp)i= £Q%) ,, +*aly, PP+Py) +ta (,, P E:
In the rest fram e of the decaying pseudoscalar: P = (mp;0;0;0); Py = Ev;0;0;%8).
- - 0 piﬁg;o
My 1 14 EI EI
and
v? = a%=0; C 25)
= 2MygQ*)Fine~y, i C 26)
B = £Q%,; € 27)
SO
Voo
g% = My—"; C 28)
23
fQ?% = B oy C 29)
IfM y = O then:
B E
v = 0= D00
m vy m -+
and
VO — V:O; (C.30)
;8 . Mp mp + Ey) . mp Ey )
2% = £0) 4+ a 0)FFE TV g @)t ;€31
my m my
2, Ev 2y, AP 2y, AP
E = fQ)—~+aQ)F—9 a Q)Fr— C 32)
m -+ m m
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my £Q?) mp + Ey)my A g E_v

a = A — , —  £Q) ; C 33)
g 3y 2m} om 2 3rf 31 my '
m fQ? m K E,
a = a® 2v. | (Q2)+ Mmop ZE:'V) v . .q £ QY)Y C 34)
ZmP:gj 2mP 2mp:g:? >N my
In the quark m odel:
7 0 1
r r e
0 p d3k m, m 4 m, My K My ]
V’= Eymp, —— p®) , K+g—— 1+ — 1+ C A=yq;
@ )y my+mj Ex Exvigq Ex+mi)Exigtmy)
1
Z 5 r r :
, P &k m, m m K K+ g
A= Eyms, — »® , Ktog—"— 14— 1+ + i
(2 ) my,+ mj, Ex Ek+q Erx+m, Ek+q+ m,
which is consistent with (€ 25) and (C 30), and
I
r r :
p d3k m, mq m, K k+q
V=l Eva — P(k) v k‘l’ qi l+_ l+ ’3‘4 H
(2 )3 m,+ m, Ek Ek+q Ek+m1 Ek+q+ m, v
Z r r
r-"E L K+ g 1+ 01 g4 2 C 35)
= m (R — _
v @ )y : v qmz‘l'mz Ex Exiq 1
K+ao v, K+ K v g9 K ar
@~M + A .
v Ex+my)Exigtmy)
Since g isthe only vector in the rst integralabove, V isproportionalto (§ ). Then
forgk OZ wehaveV = 0 ifM y = 0, which is consistent with (€ 30).
W e can now w rite down expressions for the form —factors in the quark m odel:
Voo
g =My—=
230 e |
. By &k i * K K+q
Iy m m m
=My Y2 L)), Rte——— 1+ 14 ki -
23] mp  @2) my+tm; Ey Exigq Ex+tm; Exigtm;
1 By D ok " - k k + 30
m m m cos cos
- — LR, Rt 14 ot 14 2 x T e 36)
2®) mp @) my+m, Ex Exig Extmg Exigt mo



&k m m m 1x? sin? k Frjocos
—— Ry Ktg——— 14— 1+ —— 1+ 2 £ S Y CHEY
@) my+m, Ex Exiqg Ex+tmy)Erigtmy)

P
fQ%*= Eymp

m fQ*? m ).y E
a = a0 2v.. (Q2)+ Mmp ZE:IV) v ..q f(QZ)—V ; C 38)
2mp:g:| 2mp Zmp:ﬁf :ﬁj mv'
m fQ? + Evy)m ).y E,
a = A 2v. . (Qz) mp . .v) v _ g9 f(QZ)—V C 39)
2mp:g:| 2mp 2mp:ﬁf :ﬁj my
In the nonrelativistic approxin ation with SHO wave functions we have:
ve = 0;
. P 2_4 2 1 1 1
V = &) mymp e d .t = — — My~y, i
m o 2 m 1 m o
- 1 1 1
A’ = ¥ mymp ed ™ — . 4 = My 07
m o 2 m m o
E = 2pmvaeqzzz4 2~MV; (C 40)
and then
1r 1 1 1
m -
gR*» = = —e T T —v - — —
2 mp m, 2 m; m,
£Q%) = Zmympe® 7
1 _ m m2 1 1 1
a Q% = e ™1+ L L — - —4 =
2 mymp mp mp Mmoo 2 m; m,
1 _ m m2 1 1 1
a Q% = L R A e C 41)
2 mymp mp mp Mmoo 2 m; my

For the transition to the st excited state of the vector m eson the m atrix elem ents are:

vo = 0;
i 1 1 25f
L. Mymp P 2=4 2 H
V = 76 _ _ ~
5 6 m 1 m o 2m2 2 VMgt
. P 2_4 2 1 1 Zjﬁf
A’ = ) myMmp e @ — + — S My 07
mq m, 2m2
r Z'f
mym _
r = LALENNENS: SRPNE S R C 42)
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(QZ) 1 my P 2=4 2 1 1 Zjﬁf
d 2 6ms my m, 2m, % '
r
mym 7 _
£Q%) = . fﬁ e 7, C 43)
1 2y 2 T m m? m? 1 1
a, Q%) = p=——=e® > 1+ — . —
2 6mymp 2 mp m,mp mop m; my
2 F 2 2
a Q%) = ! ¢4 30, My omp o omy 11
2 6mymop 2 2 mp mMomp mp MmMm; My
C.3 PSEUDOSCALAR-SCALAR TRANSITION
T he vector m atrix elem ent vanishes for pssudoscalar to scalar transition :
bS ¢2)] P E.)i= 0; C 44)

and the m ost general Lorentz covariant decom position for the axialm atrix elem ent is:
BS@)] " PeEli=w Q@)@E+r) tu Q)6

R) : C 45)
Here P isthe initial state m eson w ith them assM ; which consists ofa quark w ith the m ass

m; and an antiquark wih them assm ;. Sin ilarly, nalstatemeson S hasthemassM , and

consists of a quark and an antiquark wih themassesm, andm ;.

The m atrix elem ent is parity invariant. To satisfy tim ereversal Invariance the fom —
factorsu, ©Q?) andu (©Q?) have to be real.

In theP rest framewehave:p; = M 1;0;0;0); 0. = E,;0;0; F) and then:

Al W Q)M +Ey))+u QOHM, E); (C 46)
E = gu Q%) u@?% C 47)
Now we can express the form —factors in term s of A® and A':
A E M, &
u, @2) e T2 A C 48)
2M 4 2M 4 ﬁf
A E,+ M &
u Q?) = 2 12 A C 49)
2M 4 2M 4 Tﬁ
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M atrix elem ents A° and & could be calculated in the quark m odel:

Z r r

, P X . &k m m 3 m
A= M E, hOOJM (1M gi 3 1k) , K+ g——— 1+ — 1+
- @) mp;+m; Ey Eyig
1
~ K ~ R+ g
M + s k iC 50)
Erx+ m; Ek+q+m2
Z r
P X . d3k m, 1r 2
E= M;E, hOOJM 1M gi 3 1k) , K+ 1+ — 1+ C 51)
MM my+m; K Eyxig
0 1
. R ow, Kb + k@ og)
~ ot
e Ex+tmyi)Erigt my)
where 3
2 (0;0;1) Mg = 0;
~MS=§ p%;p%;o Mg =1; C 52)
©oesipn0 Mg= 1
In the nonrelativistic approxin ation m =E 1:
7 !
. p X , &k m, K K+g
A = M1M2 hOOleLlMsl ° 3 1(k) 2 K+ qT — + MNS,'
- @) my+m; m; mo
p X _Z &k m,
E = 2 Mle hOOj.MLlMsl (2 )3 1(]() 2 K+ qm "'MS: (C.53)
M1Msg

Ifwe use SHO wave functions as an approxin ation for the m eson wave functions, then
form —-factors could be calculated analytically. The SHO wave function for a ground state

pseudoscalar m eson is:

K= — e ; C 54)
and for a ground state scalarm eson it is:
r _
4 T2 L.
k)= — gke ; € 55)
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Then the m atrix elem ents are:

r__
3M M 1 1 2 a4 . 0
A0 = MM, 2 , 3, 3 m e
2 mq m, 6 2 2 m,+m,
r
2M M 7 B
Ao % Fe T g o C 56)
and the fom —factors are:
r
1 3™ _ 1 1 2. . m 5
T3 fe T —+— 1 3?2+ };ﬁ l My My ;
2 2M, m; my 6 mi+m, 3
r
1 3M B 1 1 2.4 i . m 5
u = - 26‘1122_42 = 1 :gf_l_ :ﬁf 1 (MZ-I-M]_)— .
2 2M1 m 1 m, 62 2 mi,+m, 3
where
_ mz
m2+m2.
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