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ABSTRACT

T he spectra of states containing cham ed and beauty quarks, and their
reqularities, are reviewed.

I. NTRODUCTION

M ore than 20 years ago, two experin ental groups announced the discovery of
the rst In a series of cham -anticham bound states [I, 2]. D uring the rst year
In which the properties of these cc, or cham onium , states were m apped out, this
system began to display experin ental possibilities as rich as those In positroniim .
However, an In portant di erence from positronium was predicted by theory and
soon veri ed experim entally. W hereasthe 2S and 1P positronium Jlevels are nearly
degenerate,; the 1P cham onium Jevel lies signi cantly below the 2S state. W hat
does this say about the interquark force? M . A . BagiBeg asked this question of
Andre M artin during M artin’s visit to Rodkefeller University in 1975. The result
was the rst @] ;n a series of Jovely theorem s about the order of energy kevels in
nonrelativistic potentials B, &, 4], and a sinplke form of powerdaw potential [7]
which has proved rem arkably successful In predicting the m asses of new states
containing not only cham and beauty, but also strangeness.

My own Involvem ent in sin ilar questions began w ith the discovery of the up-—
sibn (o b) kvels B], orwhich the 2S5 1S spacing appeared close to that in

1P resented at CERN on Septem ber 28, 1994, at a sym posium in honor of Andre M artin’s
retirem ent. T his article is dedicated to them em ory ofM .A .BagiBeg.

°W e label kvels by ny + 1, where the radial quantum number n, is the number of nodes of
the radialwave fiinction between 0 and 1 .
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cham onium . Chris Quigg and I asked what kind of potential would give a level
spacing independent ofm ass [¢]. The resul, a potentialV (r) Inr whose prop-
erties had been investigated even before the discovery of the upsilons {13], was
surprisingly sin ple, and led us to num erous related Investigations of general prop—
erties of potential m odels {1, 12] and our own attem pts at powerJdaw ts [13].
It also stinulated work in the inverse scattering problem [14] as an outgrowth of
attem pts to construct the interquark potential directly from data.

These parallel e orts have been m arked by a good deal of corresoondence be—
tween the regpective groups. W e have greatly en pyed hearing about each other’s
results. Tt now appears that the rst actual collaborative paper involring both
our groups [13] will em erge as a resul of this Sym posium . For this, and for the
opportunity to honor Andre, I am very gratefiil.

W ebegin In Section ITby review ng quarkonium spectra and their reqularities.
W e next discuss the predictions ofpow er-law potentials for level spacings In Sec. I1T
and for dijpole m atrix elem ents In Sec. IV . Som e Inverse scattering resuls and the
key role of Informm ation on the wave fiinction at the origin arem entioned in Sec.V .
W e discuss hadrons w ith one cham ed quark In Sec.V I, and relate their properties
to those of hadrons containing a single b quark using heavy quark symm etry in
Sec.V II.An overwview ofthe properties of hadronsw ith beauty occupies Sec.V III.
T hese hadrons (particularly the m esons) are a prim e laboratory for the study of
the CabibboK obayashiM askawa (CKM ) matrix (Sec. IX) and of CP violation

(Sec.X).W e note som e issues for further study and conclude in Sec. X 1.

IT.QUARKONIUM SPECTRA AND THEIR REGULARITIES

O f all the known quarks, the cham ed quark ¢ and the beauty quark b o er
the best opportunity for the study ofbound states and for insights Into the strong
Interactions using sin ple m ethods. Since the scale at which the interactions of
quantum chrom odynam ics QCD ) becom e strong is several hundred M €V, the
m asses of the u, d, and s quarks are overw heln ed in bound statesby QCD e ects.
T he top quark is so heavy that it decaysto W + b before form ing bound states.
Leptons, of course, being colorless, do not participate In this rich physics at all. Tn
this Section we give a brief overview of levels containing only ¢ and b quarks.

A .Cham onium

The cham onium spectrum is shown In Fig. 1. M asses of observed kvels are
based on the averages in R ef. EL-§] . Theprediction ofthe .(2S) isbased on Ref. EL-:Z] .
A rrow s are labeled by particles em itted In transitions. States above the horizontal
dashed line can decay to pairs of chamed mesons O D ) and are consequently
broader than those below the line, which decay both electrom agnetically and w ith
appreciabl branching ratios to non-cham ed hadrons (ot shown).

For m any years, the m apr source of cham onium was the reaction e'e !

! (o), which can produce only stateswith soin J = 1, party P = , and
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Figure 1: Cham onium (oc) soectrum . O bserved and predicted levels are denoted
by solid and dashed horizontal lines, respectively.

charge-conjigation eigenvalieC = , namely the 3S; and °D ; Jevels. O ther levels
were reached by electric orm agnetic dipole transitions from the J°€ = 1  states,
as Indicated by the arrow s labeled by 1n the gure. M ore recently, starting w ith
an experin ent in the CERN ISR [18] and continuing w ith studies in the Fem ilab
antiproton accum ulator ring {19], it hasbeen possble to perform pp collisions w ith
carefully controlled energy, form Ing cham onium states in the direct channel. The
cbsarvation of the h, (1P ) level has been one bene t of these studies, which are
expected to continue.

B .U psilons

Weshow (bb) kevelsin Fig.2. The cbserved lkvels are as quoted in Ref. [16],
while the J°¢ = 0 * levels are shown with masses predicted on the basis of
Ref. 17]. TheJ¥C¢ = 1 (\hy") levels are taken to have the spin-weighted average
m asses of the corresponding , evels. Since avor threshold lies higher than for
cham onim , there are two sets of narrow P-wave levels, and consequently a rich
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Figure 2: Spectrum ofld states. O bserved and predicted levels are denoted by solid
and dashed horizontal lines, respectively. In addition to the transitions labeled
by arrow s, num erous elctric dipole transitions and decays of states below BB
threshold to hadrons containing light quarks have been seen.

set of ekectric dipolk transitions between the and  states, eg., 35 ! 2P !
25! 1p ! 15,35 ! 1P (very weak), and 2P ! 1S. The systam atics of these
transitions has been a sub gct of recent interest to A ndre, our colleagues, and m e
20,211, which willbe described in Sec. IV .

C

.Quarkoniuim and QCD

As anticipated 2], quarkonium has proved a rem arkable laboratory for the
study of quantum chrom odynam ics.

1. Fores between a quark and an antiquark are best visualized w ith the help
of Gauss’ Law . At short distances, the interquark potential is describbed by an
e ective potentialV (r) = (4=3)  (r)=r, where the 4/3 is a color factor and the
strong ne structure constant ¢ decreases as 1=Inr at short distances asa result
of the asym ptotic freedom of the strong interactions P3]. Lines of force behave



approxin ately as they do for a Coulomb potential. They soread out in a typical
dipoke pattem; one cannot tell the scal of the interaction by looking at them .
At long distances, on the other hand, the chrom ocelectric lines of force bunch up
Into a ux tube of approxin ately constant area, much asm agnetic ux in a type-
1T superconductor fom s tubes. T he force between a quark and antiquark at long
distances isthen independent ofdistance [24], so the potentialV = kr rises linearly
w ith distance. E xperin entally k is about 0.18 GeV?2.

2. Demys of quarkoniim states are a source of inform ation about the strength
ofthe strong coupling constant. Forexam ple, the ratio ofthe threegluon and
decay rates ofthe isproportionalto = #,where isthe electrom agnetic ne-
structure constant, and leads P5lto a valueof M ;)= 0:108 0:010 consistent
w ith m any other determ inations. (It hasbecom e conventional to quote ¢ atM g4
even though the decay ofthe probes g atm,’ 5G&v.)

3. Lattice QCD calultions P6] deduce the value of  from the cbserved
1P 1S kvelspacing in the system (Fig.2), kradingto ;M ;)= 0110 0:006.
Both this value and that detem ined from  decays are consistent w ith the world
average P71] sM )= 0417 0:005.

ITT.LEVEL SPACINGS IN POW ER-LAW POTENTIALS

T he spectra ofthe Coulomb r 1) and three-dim ensional oscillator (V

r?) potentials are fam iliar to students of quantum m echanics, som e of whom even
are aware (as was Newton P8, 29)) that the two problm s are related to one
another. These spectra are illustrated in Figs. 3@) and 3 (). In the Coulomb
potential, the energy levels are proportionalto (. + L+ 1) = n ?, where
n is the principal quantum num ber, and thus are highly degenerate. A di erent
type of degeneracy is present In the ham onic oscillator, for which the energies
are proportionalto 2n, + L + 3. An Intem ediate cass, V Inr (equivalent to
the lim it of V = (r 1)= as ! 0) isshown in Fig. 3(c). Further exam ples
m ay be ound in Ref. [I§]). The quarkoniim spectrum is rather sim ilar to this.
Indeed, a potential V (xr) = (4=3) s@®)=r+ kr can be approxin ated by some
power Intem ediate between 1 and 1 for a lin ited range of distance 30]. It so
happens that for cc and b states, which are sensitive to the range between 0.1 and
1 fn {12], this power tums out to be close to zero.

A . P redictions of the M artin potential

The2S 1S kvelspacing n the fam ily is slightly sm aller than that in char-
monium . Since evel spacings In a potentialV.~ r behavew ith reduced mass as
E ~(+2 0,11), a sn allpositive pow erw illbe ablk to reproduce this feature.
W hat is rem arkable is how much else is t by such a sinpl ansatz. A potential
V @) r° {1] we refer the reader to the orighal articles for precise constants
and quark m asses) not only tscham onium and upsilon spectra ram arkably well,
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Figure 4: C om parsons of prediction ofM artin’s potential w ith experim ent for @)
cham onim and (o) upsilon levels. Solid lines denote experin ental valies; dashed
lines denote predictions (where noticeably di erent from observations).

as shown In Fig. 4, but also hasbeen successful in  tting and anticipating m asses
of states containing strange quarks, using them ass ofthe (1020) as the Input for
the 1°S; ss kvel. W e com pare these predictions w ith cbservations [L§, 31, 32, 33]
In Tabl 1. Standard assum ptions regarding spin—spin Interactions have been m ade
in order to estin ate hyper ne splittings between 'S and 3S levels.

B .Rem arks on levels

T he agreem ent between predictions and experim ent In Fig.4 and Tablk 1 is so
good that m any predictions are hard to distinguish from the observations. Even
the discrepancies are Interesting.

1. The 2, when predicted, disagreed w ith a clain ed state 84] which has not
been con m ed i a new proton-antiproton experim ent [L9].
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Tabl 1: M asses of states containing strange quarkspredicted in a potentialV.  r
and observed experin entally.

Level P redicted O bsarved Level P redicted O bsarved
Mass G&V) Mass G&V) Mass G&V) Mass G&V)
(s8)ss 1.634 1.650% bs 5364 53689
0010 0:004
cs 1.99 1.97 (os) 5409 5:422°
0006
(cs) 211 211 bc 625
(cs) °P 254 2 54° () 632
2.57°

3 Ref. [141; 3P, kvel [16]; © °P, kvel B1];
9 Ref. B2);® Ref. 33); see discussion in text.

2. The observed (D) Bwvel, the (3770), isa 1°D ; state, whereas the predic—
tion hasbeen shown orthe spin-averaged 1D m ass. The other 1D levels (the D ,
and °D ;) probably lie higher, and are accessble in pp interactions. The (3770) is
a good source of D D pairs, soon to be exploited by the Beijng electron-positron
collider. The D , Jevels cannot decay toD D and probably liebelow DD  thresh—
oM, so they are expected to be narrow .

3. The observed (4160) kvel is not really understood on the basis of any
sin ple potentialm odels, M artin’s or otherw ise. Is it the 2°D; Jevel, m ixed w ith
S-waves so as to have an appreciabl coupling to e e ? Iksm ass and couplings are
undoubtedly strongly a ected by coupled channels. A sim ilar distortion is visible
near BB threshold in the fam ily [B5].

4. The ,(9900) Eevels lie higher than M artin’s prediction, exposing the lin i
tations of a universal power-law potential. T heir position relative to the 1S and
2S levels, when ocom pared to that of the . levels In cham onium , is weak evi-
dence that the Interquark potential is becom ing m ore singular at short distances,
as predicted by QCD [341.

5. The 1D and 2D b ¥vels can be searched orin thedirecte' e ! ' 3D,
reaction, In cascade reactions involving electric dijpol transitions to and from P -
wave Jevels, and possbly in transitionsto (1S) B7.

6. TheD , D splittingisaboutthesameastheD D splitting. Sincethehy-
per ne splitting is proportionalto j (0)j%=m qrWwhere (0) isthe nonrelativistic
wave function of the cham ed quark and the light quark g= d; s at zero sspara—
tion, one expects j (0)3%,  J (0)3%,  s=m 4), a relation usefiil in detem ining the
ratio oftheD ! and D * decay constants B§].

7. The B, B splitting in M artin’s approach, as well as In an expansion In



inverse pow ers ofheavy quark m asses perform ed m uch later 39], is predicted to be
the ssmeastheB ° BY splitting. A tentative observation by the CUSB group
(33] is consistent w ith this expectation.

8. The ratio of vel spacings 3S 2P )=@P 1D ) is an interesting quantity.
In a powerJaw potentialV r , or a wide range of values of , this quantity
is expected to be very close to unity {1§]. This circum stance can be usefiil to
anticipate the position of the o 1D levels, discussed above, and the cc 2P levels,
which m ay play a roke (0] in the hadronic production ofthe (2S) @1]. This ratio
for kb states is very far from unity in Ref. B], where M artin quoted a prediction
forthe 1D Jevels from another source f42].

9. The 'P; kvels of quarkonium were predicted by Stubbe and M artin §3] to
lie no lower than the spin-weighted average of the corresponding (P, ) levels.
A candidate rthe P, kb kvel proposed by the CLEO C ollaboration several years
ago [44]viokated thisbound; it was subsequently not con m ed. T he corresponding
cc Jevel has been discovered just at the lower lim it of the StubbeM artin bound
A8); tsmass is 352614 024 M &V, cose to the spin-weighted average of the .
Jlevels, 35253 01 MevV.

C .M esons w ith charm and beauty

An interesting system in which the quarks are heavy but unequal in m ass is
the set of bc Jlevels, recently discussed in detail by Eichten and Quigg K6]. The
positions of their predicted 1S levels are very close to those anticipated by M artin
(seeTablk l). Ifthe ne structureofthe 1P Jlevels (predicted to liearound 6.7 G&V)
can be observed, it m ay provide new inform ation about soin-dependent forces not
accessble in equalm asssystem s. The2S 1S spacing ispredicted to be som ew hat
below 0.6 GeV .A narrow st of 1D Jevels ispredicted at 70 GeV .The 2P Jvels

are expected to lie very nearthe BD threshold at 714 G&V .

IV.DIPOLE TRANSITIONS IN POW ER-LAW POTENTIALS

The pattem of electric dipole m atrix elem ents in atom ic transitions can be
understood on very intuitive grounds, In temm s of overlaps of wave functions and
sem iclassical argum ents @7]. The system is rich enough to display som e aspects
of this pattem, as shown in Fig. 5 E11.

Let usdenote the orbitalangularm om entum by L, the radialquantum number
by n,, and the principal quantum numberby n = n,+ L + 1. W e have been
labeling our evelsby n,+ 1.) Asin atom s, transitions n which n and L change In
opposite directions are highly disfavored. Forexam ple, in the transition 38 ! 1P,
n decreases from 3 to 2 whik L Increases from 0 to 1. Such transitions are jist
barely visbl in the system @M8]. Theratio r; hlP ¥PSi=2P ¥PSiishighly
suppressed In power-law potentials for a Jarge range of Interesting pow ers, as ssen
n Fig.6.
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There is also a tendency for transitions to favor kevels whose wave flinctions
are as sin ilar to one another aspossible. T hus, the transition 2P ! 1S (nvolving
a change of two units of n) is suppressed In com parison wih 2P ! 2S, where n
changes by only one unit. Fig. 6 showsthat theratior, hlS P i=h2S PP iis
m oderately suppressed in power-law potentials. Both r; and r, would vanish n a
ham onic oscillator potential, as can be seen by expressing the dipol operator as
a sum of creation and annihilation operators.

W hile working on dipolk transitions [P1], we had enpyable correspondence
with Andre, who shared with us a number of interesting rigorous resuls RQ] on
the signs of dipole m atrix elem ents in various potentials. A num ber of years ago,
Andre had already shown that the 2P ! 1S m atrix elem ent could not vanish and
had the sam e sign as the product of the two radialwave functions at in niy B9].

V.INVERSE SCATTERING RESULTS

O ne can construct an interquark potentialdirectly from them assesand Jeptonic
widths of S-wave quarkonium levels [[4]. A potential constructed from kb levels
agrees rem arkably well w ith that constructed using cham onium data, except at
the shortest distances, where the heavier o system provides the m ore reliablk
inform ation. W e refer the reader to Refs. [14] for illustrations.) C onsistency
between the two constructions kads to a rather tight constraint on the di erence
between charmed and bquark masses, my, m.’ 34 Gé&V.

Supersym m etric quantum m echanics (0] has proved very helpful in the con-
struction ofpotentials B1]. A Ham iltonian w ith a given spectrum can be factorized
nto the product of two operators, H, = AYA . A Ham iltonian H = AAY (wlated
by supersymm etry to H ;. ) has the sam e spectrum aside from any state Piannihi-
lated by the operator A , in which case {1 isthe (zero-energy) ground state ofH , ,
but does not belong to the spectrum of H . Starting from a potentialV = 2 in
H whith hasnobound states,wethen ndapotentialV, = 2[ 2sech® & xg)]
In H,; wih a sihglk zero-energy bound state. T he integration constant xo m ay be
chosen to give a symm etric potential whose odd-parity levels are suitable S-wave
wave functions for the radial equation of a threedin ensional problm . By ap—
propriate shifts of the energy after each supersymm etry transfom ation, one can
construct potentialsw ith an aritrary soectrum . T his construction bears an inter-
esting relation to the vertex operator in string theory B21.

T he key rolke of kptonic w idths in solving the inverse scattering problem arises
from the Infomm ation they provide on the squares of wave fiinctions at zero In—
terquark ssparation. T hese quantities cbey beautifill reqularities and inequalities
in powerJaw potentials {11,'53].

11
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Figure 7: Lowest-lying S-wave levels ofhadrons containing a single cham ed quark.
The Iowest level n each group decays weakly. D ashed lines indicate levels not yet
cbserved.

VI.CHARMED HADRONS

T he ground states of kevels containing a single cham ed quark are shown in
Fig.7, adapted from Ref. 34] usihg data quoted in Ref. {[6]. A 1l the Jevels except
baryonsw ith spin 3/2 (dashed lines) have been seen, ncluding a recently reported
excited state ofthe . found in a CERN experin ent H4]. W hat llow s is a sn all
sam ple of som e Interesting questions in chamm ed-hadron physics.

A .D m eson sem ileptonic decays

A freequark model of D meson sam ikptonic decays in which the cham ed
quark undergoes the transition ¢! s¥ . would predict, in the lin it of zero recoil
of the strange quark, the ratio of 130 orK :K :K ,wherr K stands for
any excited state of the strange quark and nonstrange spectator antiquark. The
observed ratio ism ore lke 7:4:(0 to 4) {[6,55,58); i is still not certain how much

12



ofthe D sam ikptonic branching ratio is associated w ith states other than K and
K . B meson sam ikptonic decays kad to nal states other than D and D 5_1],
50 one should expect sin ilar behavior for lighterquark system s.)

Jim Amundson and I have looked at this process 6] from the standpoint of
heavy quark e ective theory, treating the strange quark as heavy in a m anner
rem niscent of Andre’s bold assum ption for quarkonium spectra, m entioned in
Sec. ITI. W e can dentify several sources of the discrepancy w ith the heavy-quark
Iim i, Including an overallQ CD suppression of K and K production, a phase-
soace suppression ofK  relative to K , and a spin-dependent (hyper ne) Interaction
between the strange quark and the soectator antiquark which increasesthe K rate
and decreases the K  rate.

B . Strange D m eson decay constants

Recent observations of the decay D ¢ ! 58] have ked to a m easuram ent
of the quantity f,, / 300 M &V (in units where the pion decay constant is 132
M eV). This value agrees w ith one obtained earlier 38, 59] from the decay B !
D D under the assum ption that the weak current in the decay of a b quark to a
cham ed quark createsaD ; meson. T hrough the expression £ = 123 0)3*®M o _,
where (0) is the wave function of the cham ed quark and strange antiquark at
zero sgparation, and the use of heavy quark symm etry, one can extrapolte this
observation to predict other heavy m eson decay constants, such as fp, 5, and
fz.. A measurament of f; may be available in the near future at the Beijng
E Jectron-P ositron C ollider (see Sec. ITIB 2). The last two decay constants are of
particular interest In the study of CP violation in B m eson decays, aswe shall see.

C .Chamm ed baryons

1. Excited strange karyons ought to be visbl in sam ileptonic decays of the
- The nonstrange quarks n a . are In a state of pin and isogpin zero. In a

goectator m odel, they should ram ain so. If the strange quark is given a su cient
\kick," the nonstrange quarks should be abl to form not onk a , but also the
low est—lying excitations In which the nonstrange quarks have zero soin and isospin,
the states (1405), with J® = 1=2 ,and the (1520),wih JF = 3=2 . No such
states have yet been seen [6(]; why not?

M any decays of (1405) and (1520) are elusive, consisting of charged
m odes, and K °n rthe (1520). However, the decays (1405) ! 0 0 0
and (1520) ' K p are visblke in CLEO . The inportance of such nal states
In sam ileptonic . decays consists not only In the degree to which sam ileptonic
decays of heavy-quark hadrons populate excited states, but In the nom alization
of num erous branching ratios of the . [611.

2. Excited cham ed baryons have recently been identi ed §2], consisting of
states Iying 308 and 342 M &V above the .. Since the lightquark system ina

13
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baryon consists ofa u and d quark bound to a state ud] of zero spin, zero isospin,
and color antitriplet, the . is a sinpl obct In heavy—quark symm etry, easily
com pared w ith the = bfud]and even with the = sfudl].

The ud] diquark in the can be orbitally excited w ith respect to the strange
quark. The L = 1 excitations consist ofa ne-structure doublkt, the (1405) with
soinparity J¥ = 1=2 and the (1520) with J® = 3=2 mentioned above. The
soin-weighted average of this doublkt is 366 M €V above the . These states are
iustrated on the left-hand side of F ig. 8.

T he candidates for the cham ed counterparts ofthe (1405) and (1520) are
shown on the right-hand side ofF ig. 8. The soin-weighted average of the excited

c Statesis 331 M €V above the , a slightly sm aller excitation energy than that in
the systam . The di erence is easily understood In temm s of reduced-m ass e ects.
Thel S splittings appear to scale w ith the inverse of the heavy quark (s or c)
m ass. T he corresponding excited , states probably lie 300 to 330 M €V above the

L G630),with an L. S solitting ofabout 10 M &V .

D . Excited charmm ed m esons

A good deal of progress has been m ade recently In the study of the P-wave
resonances of a ¢ quark and a u or d, generically known asD  states. Present
data 14, 31] and predictions {p3] are summ arized in Fig. 9.

The observed states consist of the 1S (singlet and trijplet) cham ed m esons
and all six (onstrange and strange) 1P states in which the light quarks’ spins
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Figure 9: Low-lying nonstrange resonances of a ¢ quark and a light (u or d) an—
tiquark . Check m arks w ith or w ithout parentheses denote cbservation of som e or
all predicted states.

com bine w ith the orbital angularm om entum to form a total lightquark angular
momentum j= 3=2. These stateshave J = 1 and J = 2. They are expected to
be narrow in the lim it ofheavy quark symm etry. The strange 1P states are about
110 M &V heavier than the nonstrange ones. In addition, there are expected to be
m uch broader (@nd probably Iower) j= 1=2D resonanceswih J = 0Oand J = 1.

Forthe corresponding B  states, one should add about 332 G €V (thedi erence
between b and ¢ quark m asses m inus a an all correction for binding). O ne then
predicts E.6-_3] nonstrange B stateswith J = (1;2) at (6755, 5767) M &V, to which
we shall retum In Sec.X A.

E .Lifetim e di erences
Cham ed particle lifetin es range over a factor of ten, w ith
(D< (< (a7 0B 09H< 0O : (1)

E ectswhich contrbute to these di erences [p4] nclude (@) an overall nonkp-
tonic enhancem ent from QCD {65], (b) interference when at least two quarks in
the nalstate are the same 6], (¢) exchange and annihilation graphs, eg. in = .
and 2 decays [p1], and (@) nalstate interactions [68].

In the case of B hadrons, theorists estin ate that all these e ects shrink in
in portance to Jess than ten percent d]. H owever, since them easured sam ikeptonic
branching ratio forB decaysofabout 10 or11l% di ers from theoreticalcalculations
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of 13% by some 20% , one could easily expect such di erences am ong di erent
b~ avored hadrons. These could arise, for exam pl, from nalstate interaction
e ects. There are m any tests for such e ects possibl in the study of decays of B
m esons to pairs of pseudoscalars [70].

F .A nom alous electrow eak couplings of cham ?

A curious item was reported /1] at the DPF 94 conference in August in A -
buquerque. The forwardbackward asym m etries In heavy-quark production, Ag;g
and A%, have been m easured both on the % peak and 2 G &V above and below
it. A Il quantities are in accord with standard m odel expectations except for A 7
atM, 2 Gé&V,which is considerably m ore negative than expected. It would be
Interesting to see if this e ect is con m ed by other groups.

VII.HEAVY QUARK SYMM ETRY

In a hadron containing a singke heavy quark, that quark ©Q = corb) playsthe
roke of an atom ic nucleus, w ih the light degrees of freedom (quarks, antiquarks,
glions) analogous to the electron cloud. The properties of hadrons containing b
quarks then can calculated from the corresoonding properties of cham ed particles
by taking account (/4] ofa few sin ple \isotope e ects." For exam ple, if g denotes
a light antiquark, them ass ofa Q gm eson can be expressed as

’i hg o

M Qg =m, + const:i;L ]+ +a S+ 0 @) @)
2m o mmg

Here the constant depends only on the radial and orbital quantum numbers n
and L. The hp?i=2m , temm expresses the dependence of the heavy quark’s kinetic
energy on mgy, whilk the last term is a hyper ne Interaction. The expectation
valnie ofh ¢ oiids (+1; 3) orJ® = @ ; 0 )mesons. IfwedeneM
BM @ )+M O )F4,we nd

2. 2
PP R M 384cer 3)
2my,  2m

my m.+

somp, m.> 334 GeV, shoe hp?i> 0. D etails of interest include (1) the e ects
of replacing nonstrange quarks w ith strange ones, (2) the energies associated w ith
orbitalexcitations, (3) the size ofthe 1’p2itenn ,and (4) them agniude ofhyper ne
e ects. In all cases there exist ways of using inform ation about cham ed hadrons
to predict the properties of the corresponding B hadrons. In search of m ethods
w ithout theoretical bias, we have even resorted [/3] on occasion to num erical in—
terpolation!
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Figure 10: Lowestlying S-wave levels of hadrons containing a singke b quark. The
Iowest Jevel in each group decays weakly. D ashed lines indicate levels not yet
cbserved.

VIIT.OVERVIEW OF HADRONSW ITH BEAUTY

T he use of heavy quark symm etry allow s us to extrapolate from the soectrum
shown iIn Fig.7 of hadrons containing a single cham ed quark to that of hadrons
containing a shglkebquark. Taking account ofthee ectsm entioned in the previous
section, we obtain the spectrum shown in Fig. 10, updated and adapted from
Ref. B4]. Som e sim ilarities and di erences with respect to the cham ed-hadron
soectrum can be seen.

TheB B hyper ne splitting scales as the nverse of the heavy-quark m ass:
B B=ms=m,0@ D).Consequently,whieD *! D°® *andD *! D* ©
are both allowed, kading to a usefilm ethod [/4] for dentifying charm ed m esons
via the soft pions often acoom panying them , the only allowed decay ofa B isto
B . No soft pions are expected to acoom pany B m esons.

The B, B hyper ne splitting is expected to be the sam e as that between

17



B %and B° 9], as m entioned earlier. The observation by the CUSB group [B3]
consistent w ith this expectation needs con m ation.

In the , the u and d quarks are In a state of zero spin and isogoin, so the
b quark carries the spin ofthe 1. This fact m ay be ussful in probing the weak
interactions of the b quark [/5]. A lhough the , is listed as established by the
Particlke D ata G roup [L§] (see the experim ents in Ref. [7§], yielding an average
mass of 5641 50 M eV ), its con m ation In Fem ikb [/7] and LEP experin ents
has ram ained elusive up to now . Bounds on itsm ass were derived som e tin e ago
by M artin [/8] and re ned by M artin and R ichard [79].

M any other states are expected to be rather sin ilar to those in the cham
system , once the added m ass of the b quark has been taken Into acoount. The
precise value of the splitting between the , and , is in portant B{] in estin ating
the am ount of depolarization undergone by a b quark as it fragments ntoa .

IX.THECKM MATRIX

O ur present understanding of CP violation links the observed e ect in the
neutral kaon system to a phase in the unitary CabiboK obayashiM askawa [B1]
CKM ) matrix descrbing weak chargechanging transitions am ong quarks. A
sound understanding of the way In which heavy quarks are incormporated into
hadrons is essential to soecify the CKM param eters precisely as possibble in or-
der to test the theory.

A .M easuring CKM elem ents

W e w rite the m atrix in the form [B2]:

0 1 2 ) s .3
Vua Vus Vup 1 =2 A ( i)
V==8Vy V. Vui § 1 2= Az L.
Vg Vis Vg A 3@ i) A2 1

Theupper ft 2 2 subm atrix involves only one realparam eter = sin ., where
¢ Is the Cabibbo angle. T he couplings Involving the third fam ily of quarks (o;t)
require three additional parameters A; , and . W e outline the m eans /B3] by

w hich these quantities are m easured.

1. The parameter is speci ed by com paring strange particle decays w ith
muon decay and nuclkar beta decay, leading to sin 022.

2. TheekmentVgy = A 2 is responsble for the dom fnant decays of b~ avored
hadrons. The lifetin es of these hadrons and their sem ileptonic branching ratios
then lead to an estinate Vg, = 0038 0003, orA = 0779 0:06. One must
relate processes at the quark kevel to those at the hadron Jeveleither usinga QCD —
corrected free quark estin ate or speci cm odels for nalstates. T he constraints on
my m.arsing n cham oniuim and upsilon soectroscopy, whereby this di erence
liesbetween 334 and 34 G &V, are proving usefiil in this regard.
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3. The m agnitide of the elm ent V,, govems the rate of decays of b- avored
hadrons to cham less nalstates. O ne nfers ,,=VgJj= 008 002o0r 24+ 2=
036 0:09 from Jptons em itted In sam ikptonic decaysb ! u' wih energies
beyond the endpoint forb ! c¢' . The emror re ects the uncertainty associated
w ith m odels relating this an all part of the spectrum to the whole rate.

4. The phase of Vy,, Arg (V) = arctan( = ), is the least certain quantity.
Inform ation on itm ay be cbtained by studying itse ect on contributions ofhigher-
order diagram s involving the top quark, such as those govemning B? B ° m ixing
and CPvilatingK ° K °mixing, with B4lm.= 174 17GeV.

The m ost recent estin ate r the BY B° m ixing am plitude, incorporating
recent observations of tin e-dependent oscillations 2], is m= = 071 007.
T he dom inant contribution to the m ixing is provided by one-loop diagram s (\box
graphs") nvolving intemalW and top quark lines, ladingto m  £Zmiy ¥
(tin es a slow Iy varying function ofm (<M ). Here the \B decay constant," fz,
describes the am plitude for nding a b antiquark and a light quark at the same
point n aB meson. Since ¥/j il i jtheB® B°m ixing am plitude leads
to a constraint in the ( ; ) plane consisting of a circular band w ith center (1,0).
Them ain contrdbution to the width of thisband is uncertainty n f5 .

A sin ilar set of box diagram s contributes to the param eter descrlbing CP -
viclatihngK ° K % m ixing. The in agihary part of the m assm atrix is proportional
to £Z2m 2 (V,3) times a slow Iy varying function ofm ¢, w ith a sm all correction for
the cham ed quark contrbution and an overall factor Bx descrbing the degree
to which the box graphs account for the e ect. Since Im (Vtﬁl) a ), the
constraint in posed by CP«iolating K °© K ° m ixing consists of a hyperbolic band
in the ( ; ) plnewih focusat (1,0), whose w idth is dom inated by uncertainty in
the m agnitude of Vg, B5].

B .Constraints on param eters

The allowed region in the ( ; ) plane isbounded by circular bands associated
w ith the ¥/,;7=V4jand B? B Y m ixing constraints, and a hyperbolicband associated
w ith the CP~violatingK ° K °m ixing constraint. In a recent determ ination Bélwe
used param eters, In addition to those m entioned above, ncludingBx = 08 02,
fp = 180 30M eV (nunitswheref = 132M&V), gcp = 06 0:1 (a correction
totheB B m ixing diagram s), and By = 1 for the factor analogous to Bk , and
found 03 03,02 04. Themah uncertainty in  stem s from that
In fz , while m odeldependent sources of ervor In Vg, and Vy, are the m ain sources
of uncertainty on . Thus, in proved know ledge about hadron physics can have a
m apr In pact on our present understanding of weak interactions.

C.Bs Bgmixing

In contrast to B® B ? m ixing, which involves the uncertain CKM elem ent Vi,
the By B m ixing am plitude involves the elem ents Vi Vo= 02038 0:003
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and Vg, 1, so that the manh source of uncertainty In xg (m=) g, is the
decay constant fz_ . Forfz, = 200 50Me&V andm. = 174 17 GeV we nd
BGlxs = 16 2 '. Ifthism ixing rate can be m easured and the uncertainties on
Vis and m ¢ reduced, a usefulvalue for f5 | (@nd hence, via SU (3), or f5 ) can be
obtained. E stin ates for fz =fz _ range from about 0.8 to 0.9 [B4].

X.CP VIOLATION IN B DECAYS

If the phase In the CKM m atrix is responsble for CP violation in the neutral
kaon system , dram atic CP -violating e ects are expected in decays of B m esons. In
order to exploit and interpret these e ects, m any aspects of hadron spectroscopy
are In portant. Iwould lke to m ention Jjust two areas of recent progress.

A .Decays to CP eigenstates

1. B oorreltions are usefil n dentifying the avor of neutral B m esons
at the tim e of production. Once produced, these m esons can undergo B® B?
m ixing, lading to tin edependent asym m etries In decays to CP eigenstates lke
J= K. TIneintegrated decays also can digplay rate asym m etries, whose inter-
pretation is often independent of nalstate e ects. For exam ple, the asym m etry
in decays of B orB? to J= K isequalto [Ka=(1 + x3)]sih A rgV,)?], where
Xq = (m=)jqg = 00 007 is the m ixing param eter m entioned earlier. One
has to know the avor of the neutral B at tim e of production. O ne propossd
m eans for \tagghg" the B involves its correlation with charged pions produced
nearby in phase space B7]. The existence of such a correlation is predicted both
by fragm entation and resonance decay pictures.

2. B resonances can serve as explicit sources of B correlations. One
expects resonances in the *B%and B channelsbutnotinthe B%and *B?
channels. Ifthese resonances are narrow , they can help in suppressing backgrounds.

T he expected spectrum of B resonances can be roughly anticipated by adding
about 332 G&V to the m asses of excited cham ed states shown n Fig. 9. One
expects narrow P-wave levels of pins 1 and 2 around 5.76 G €V, and broader levels
of spins 0 and 1 som ewhat lower in m ass. Recently two groups at LEP B8] have
presented evidence for B correlations which appear to show at least some
resonant activity in the \right-sion" com binations.

B .D ecays to CP non-eigenstates

A di erence between the rates for a process and its charge-con jugate, such as
B*! *"KY%andB ! K %, signi es CP violation. Under charge conjigation,
weak phases change sign, but strong phases do not. In order fora rate di erence to
appear, there m ust be both a weak phase di erence and a strong phase di erence
In the channels w ith isospins I = 1=2 and 3/2. Recently i has been shown that
one m ay be abl to m easure weak phases via the rates or B decays to pairs of
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light pseudoscalar m esons w ithout having any strong phase di erences [70]. The
presence of electroweak penguins [BY] is one possible obstack to this program ,
which is under further investigation.

XI.FOR THE FUTURE
A .Cham onium

T he study of cham onium Jevels not lin ited to thosewith J°€ = 1 willben—

e t from further experim ents w ith stored antiprotons [L9]. O ne can look orward

to discovery ofthe ¢, the narrow 1'°D , kevels, and perhaps one or m ore narrow

2P Ievels. The Beijing E lectron-Positron Collider will tum its attention to the

(3770), a copious source 0of D D pairs, lrading to an eventualm easurem ent of the
valuable D m eson decay constant when the processD ! is seen.

B .U psilons

A num ber of Interesting states ram ain to be found. T hese nclude the , (prob—
ably reachabk from the (2S)),the [, the lowest 'P; Jvel (around 99 GeV ), and
various (ID ) and (2D ) states. A carefulscan in e *e centerofm ass energy
around 10.16 and 1044 G &V m ay be able to tum up the predicted °D ; levels.

C .Cham ed hadrons

W e can look forward to m ore precise m easurem ents of the D ¢ decay constant
and to the rst observations ofD ! . The nal state m ay be the largest
single decay m ode ofthe D ¢, w ith a branching ratio approaching 9% !

The 2S cham ed hadrons are expected to have m asses of around 2.7 G€V , and
thustobeablktodecay toD ! K . The discovery of such m odeswould encourage us
to Jook for sin flar correlations n B K system s, which would be usefiilin ddentifying
the avor of strange B m esons at tin e of production [d].

G reat progress has already been m ade, and m ore is expected, In the study of
cham ed baryons (poth S-wave and P-wave) and of P-wave cham ed m esons. W e
can look forward to the eventual discovery of cham ed baryons w ith spins of 3/2,
the partners of the fam iliar and . The Interest In the m asses and decays of
these states transoends the chamm sector alone, and is in portant for anticipating
properties of baryons containing a singlke b quark.

The di erences in cham ed particke lifetin es have provided a wealth of nfor-
m ation about how strong interactions a ect weak decays. These di erences are
expected to bemuch lessm arked for hadrons w ith beauty. O ne baryon whose life-
tin e is expected to be very short p4]isthe .;we ook forward to a detemm nation
(or at least an upper lin i) in the near future.

Hadrons w ith m ore than one cham ed quark (such as the ocu baryon) provide
an interesting testing ground for theorem s conceming the m asses of m ultiquark
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system s P1]. Perhaps such hadrons can be produced in €' e interactions, where
one doesnot have to pay a heavy penalty orproduction ofthe rst cham ed quark.

D . H adrons w ith beauty

In a faw years, wew illhave con m ed the existence oftheB _, the 4, thenarrow
1P m esons, and perhaps som e 25 statesaswell. The 1P m esons In particularm ay
prove a valuable adjunct to CP violation studies In the B m eson system .

A great deal ram ains to be lamed about the weak decays of hadrons w ith
beauty, esgpecially to cham less nal states. Here experim ental work has out-
stripped theory in m ost cases, requiring usto com e up w ith m ore reliablem odels for
the way in which quarks are incorporated nto hadrons. O ne area of future experi-
m ental progressm ay be In the determ nation of the fullkinem atics of sam ileptonic
decay processes (ncluding the m om entum of the m issing neutrino), which will
reduce dependence on m odels.

W ih luck and ingenuiy, we m ay yet leam the am plitude forBy B m ixing,
which willhelp x the decay constant fy, and, via SU (3), the constant fz which
is of great in portance In anticipating CP +violating e ects in the B m eson system .

Finally, we can look forward to m any years of ne data from CE SR, Fem ilab,
LEP, and future facilities, culm inating in the discovery ofC P violation in B decays.
This would represent a trium ph of Standard M odel physics based on our present
picture ofthe CKM m atrix. W e would then have to gure out where that curious
phase In the CKM m atrix actually com es from !

E . Conclusion

In oconclusion, ket m e express thanks on behalf of all of us at this sym posium
to Andre M artin for show Ing us physics w th cham and beauty!
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