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A B ST R A C T

Thespectra ofstatescontainingcharm ed and beauty quarks,and their

regularities,arereviewed.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ore than 20 yearsago,two experim entalgroupsannounced the discovery of

the �rstin a seriesofcharm -anticharm bound states[1,2]. During the �rstyear

in which thepropertiesofthese c�c,orcharm onium ,stateswere m apped out,this

system began to display experim entalpossibilitiesasrich asthosein positronium .

However,an im portantdi�erence from positronium waspredicted by theory and

soon veri�ed experim entally.W hereasthe2S and 1P positronium levelsarenearly

degenerate,2 the1P charm onium levelliessigni�cantly below the2S state.W hat

doesthissay aboutthe interquark force? M .A.BaqiB�eg asked thisquestion of

Andr�e M artin during M artin’svisitto RockefellerUniversity in 1975. The result

wasthe �rst[3]in a seriesoflovely theorem saboutthe orderofenergy levelsin

nonrelativistic potentials [4,5,6],and a sim ple form ofpower-law potential[7]

which has proved rem arkably successfulin predicting the m asses ofnew states

containing notonly charm and beauty,butalso strangeness.

M y own involvem entin sim ilarquestionsbegan with the discovery ofthe up-

silon (b� �b) levels [8],forwhich the 2S � 1S spacing appeared close to that in

1Presented at CERN on Septem ber 28,1994,at a sym posium in honor ofAndr�e M artin’s

retirem ent.Thisarticleisdedicated to the m em ory ofM .A.BaqiB�eg.
2W e labellevelsby nr + 1,where the radialquantum num bernr isthe num berofnodesof

the radialwavefunction between 0 and 1 .
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charm onium . ChrisQuigg and Iasked whatkind ofpotentialwould give a level

spacing independentofm ass[9].The result,a potentialV (r)� lnr whose prop-

erties had been investigated even before the discovery ofthe upsilons [10],was

surprisingly sim ple,and led usto num erousrelated investigationsofgeneralprop-

erties ofpotentialm odels [11,12]and our own attem pts at power-law �ts [13].

Italso stim ulated work in the inverse scattering problem [14]asan outgrowth of

attem ptsto constructtheinterquark potentialdirectly from data.

These parallele�ortshave been m arked by a good dealofcorrespondence be-

tween the respective groups.W e have greatly enjoyed hearing abouteach other’s

results. It now appears that the �rst actualcollaborative paper involving both

ourgroups[15]willem erge asa resultofthisSym posium . Forthis,and forthe

opportunity to honorAndr�e,Iam very grateful.

W ebegin in Section IIby reviewing quarkonium spectra and theirregularities.

W enextdiscussthepredictionsofpower-law potentialsforlevelspacingsin Sec.III

and fordipolem atrix elem entsin Sec.IV.Som einversescattering resultsand the

key roleofinform ation on thewavefunction attheorigin arem entioned in Sec.V.

W ediscusshadronswith onecharm ed quark in Sec.VI,and relatetheirproperties

to those ofhadrons containing a single b quark using heavy quark sym m etry in

Sec.VII.An overview ofthepropertiesofhadronswith beauty occupiesSec.VIII.

These hadrons(particularly the m esons)are a prim e laboratory forthe study of

the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM ) m atrix (Sec.IX) and ofCP violation

(Sec.X).W enotesom eissuesforfurtherstudy and concludein Sec.XI.

II.Q U A R K O N IU M SPEC T R A A N D T H EIR R EG U LA R IT IES

Ofallthe known quarks,the charm ed quark c and the beauty quark b o�er

thebestopportunity forthestudy ofbound statesand forinsightsinto thestrong

interactions using sim ple m ethods. Since the scale at which the interactions of

quantum chrom odynam ics (QCD) becom e strong is severalhundred M eV,the

m assesoftheu,d,and squarksareoverwhelm ed in bound statesby QCD e�ects.

The top quark isso heavy thatitdecaysto W + b before form ing bound states.

Leptons,ofcourse,being colorless,donotparticipatein thisrich physicsatall.In

thisSection wegivea briefoverview oflevelscontaining only cand bquarks.

A .C harm onium

The charm onium spectrum is shown in Fig.1. M asses ofobserved levels are

basedontheaveragesinRef.[16].Theprediction ofthe�c(2S)isbased onRef.[17].

Arrowsarelabeled by particlesem itted in transitions.Statesabovethehorizontal

dashed line can decay to pairs ofcharm ed m esons (D �D ) and are consequently

broaderthan thosebelow theline,which decay both electrom agnetically and with

appreciablebranching ratiosto non-charm ed hadrons(notshown).

For m any years,the m ajor source ofcharm onium was the reaction e+ e� !

� ! (c�c),which can produce only states with spin J = 1,parity P = �,and
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Figure1:Charm onium (c�c)spectrum .Observed and predicted levelsaredenoted

by solid and dashed horizontallines,respectively.

charge-conjugation eigenvalueC = �,nam ely the 3S1 and
3D 1 levels.Otherlevels

werereached by electricorm agneticdipoletransitionsfrom theJP C = 1� � states,

asindicated by thearrowslabeled by  in the�gure.M orerecently,starting with

an experim entin theCERN ISR [18]and continuing with studiesin theFerm ilab

antiproton accum ulatorring[19],ithasbeen possibletoperform �ppcollisionswith

carefully controlled energy,form ing charm onium statesin thedirectchannel.The

observation ofthe hc(1P) levelhas been one bene�t ofthese studies,which are

expected to continue.

B .U psilons

W eshow � (b�b)levelsin Fig.2.Theobserved levelsareasquoted in Ref.[16],

while the JP C = 0� + levels are shown with m asses predicted on the basis of

Ref.[17].TheJP C = 1+ � (\hb")levelsaretaken tohavethespin-weighted average

m assesofthe corresponding �b levels. Since avorthreshold lieshigherthan for

charm onium ,there are two setsofnarrow P-wave levels,and consequently a rich
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Figure2:Spectrum ofb�bstates.Observed and predicted levelsaredenoted bysolid

and dashed horizontallines,respectively. In addition to the transitions labeled

by arrows,num erous electric dipole transitions and decays ofstates below B �B

threshold to hadronscontaining lightquarkshavebeen seen.

setofelectric dipole transitionsbetween the � and � b states,e.g.,3S ! 2P !

2S ! 1P ! 1S,3S ! 1P (very weak),and 2P ! 1S. The system aticsofthese

transitionshasbeen a subjectofrecentinterestto Andr�e,ourcolleagues,and m e

[20,21],which willbedescribed in Sec.IV.

C .Q uarkonium and Q C D

As anticipated [22],quarkonium has proved a rem arkable laboratory for the

study ofquantum chrom odynam ics.

1. Forcesbetween a quark and an antiquark arebestvisualized with thehelp

ofGauss’Law. At short distances,the interquark potentialis described by an

e�ective potentialV (r)= �(4=3)�s(r)=r,where the 4/3 isa colorfactorand the

strong �nestructureconstant�s decreasesas1=lnr atshortdistancesasa result

ofthe asym ptotic freedom ofthe strong interactions [23]. Lines offorce behave
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approxim ately asthey do fora Coulom b potential. They spread outin a typical

dipole pattern;one cannot tellthe scale ofthe interaction by looking at them .

Atlong distances,on the otherhand,the chrom oelectric linesofforce bunch up

into a ux tubeofapproxim ately constantarea,m uch asm agneticux in a type-

IIsuperconductorform stubes.Theforcebetween a quark and antiquark atlong

distancesisthen independentofdistance[24],sothepotentialV = krriseslinearly

with distance.Experim entally k isabout0.18 GeV 2.

2.Decaysofquarkonium statesarea sourceofinform ation aboutthestrength

ofthestrongcouplingconstant.Forexam ple,theratioofthethree-gluonand�+ ��

decay ratesofthe� isproportionalto � 3
s=�

2,where� istheelectrom agnetic�ne-

structureconstant,and leads[25]to a valueof�s(M Z)= 0:108� 0:010 consistent

with m any otherdeterm inations.(Ithasbecom e conventionalto quote �s atM Z

even though thedecay ofthe� probes� s atm b ’ 5 GeV.)

3. Lattice QCD calculations [26]deduce the value of�s from the observed

1P � 1S levelspacingin the�system (Fig.2),leading to� s(M Z)= 0:110� 0:006.

Both thisvalueand thatdeterm ined from � decaysareconsistentwith theworld

average[27]�s(M Z)= 0:117� 0:005.

III.LEV EL SPA C IN G S IN PO W ER -LAW PO T EN T IA LS

ThespectraoftheCoulom b (V � �r� 1)and three-dim ensionaloscillator(V �

r2)potentialsarefam iliarto studentsofquantum m echanics,som eofwhom even

are aware (as was Newton [28,29]) that the two problem s are related to one

another. These spectra are illustrated in Figs.3(a) and 3(b). In the Coulom b

potential,the energy levels are proportionalto �(nr + L + 1)� 2 = �n� 2,where

n isthe principalquantum num ber,and thusare highly degenerate. A di�erent

type ofdegeneracy is present in the harm onic oscillator,for which the energies

are proportionalto 2nr + L + 3. An interm ediate case,V � lnr (equivalent to

the lim itofV = (r� � 1)=� as� ! 0)isshown in Fig.3(c). (Furtherexam ples

m ay be found in Ref.[15]). The quarkonium spectrum is rather sim ilar to this.

Indeed,a potentialV (r) = �(4=3)�s(r)=r+ kr can be approxim ated by som e

powerinterm ediate between �1 and 1 fora lim ited range ofdistance [30]. Itso

happensthatforc�cand b�bstates,which aresensitivetotherangebetween 0.1and

1 fm [12],thispowerturnsoutto becloseto zero.

A .Predictions ofthe M artin potential

The2S � 1S levelspacing in the� fam ily isslightly sm allerthan thatin char-

m onium .Sincelevelspacingsin apotentialV � r� behavewith reduced m ass� as

�E � � � �=(�+ 2)[9,11],asm allpositivepowerwillbeabletoreproducethisfeature.

W hatisrem arkable ishow m uch else is�tby such a sim ple ansatz. A potential

V (r) � r0:1 [7](we refer the reader to the originalarticles forprecise constants

and quark m asses)notonly �tscharm onium and upsilon spectra rem arkably well,

5



Figure 3: Patterns of lowest-lying energy levels in various potentials V (r) =

(r� � 1)=�. (a) Coulom b potential(� = �1) (the dashed line indicates the on-

setofcontinuum levels);(b)three-dim ensionaloscillator(� = 2);(c)V (r)� lnr,

corresponding to thelim it� ! 0.
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Figure4:Com parisonsofprediction ofM artin’spotentialwith experim entfor(a)

charm onium and (b)upsilon levels.Solid linesdenoteexperim entalvalues;dashed

linesdenotepredictions(wherenoticeably di�erentfrom observations).

asshown in Fig.4,butalso hasbeen successfulin �tting and anticipating m asses

ofstatescontaining strangequarks,using them assofthe�(1020)astheinputfor

the13S1 s�s level.W ecom parethesepredictionswith observations[16,31,32,33]

in Table1.Standard assum ptionsregardingspin-spin interactionshavebeen m ade

in orderto estim atehyper�ne splittingsbetween 1S and 3S levels.

B .R em arks on levels

Theagreem entbetween predictionsand experim entin Fig.4 and Table1 isso

good thatm any predictionsare hard to distinguish from the observations. Even

thediscrepanciesareinteresting.

1. The �0c,when predicted,disagreed with a claim ed state [34]which hasnot

been con�rm ed in a new proton-antiproton experim ent[19].
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Table1:M assesofstatescontainingstrangequarkspredicted in apotentialV � r�

and observed experim entally.

Level Predicted Observed Level Predicted Observed

M ass(GeV) M ass(GeV) M ass(GeV) M ass(GeV)

(s�s)2S 1.634 1.650a) b�s 5.364 5.368d)

�0:010 �0:004

c�s 1.99 1.97 (b�s)� 5.409 5:422e)

�0:006

(c�s)� 2.11 2.11 b�c 6.25

(c�s)3P 2.54 2.54b) (b�c)� 6.32

2.57c)

a) Ref.[16];b) 3P1 level[16];
c) 3P2 level[31];

d) Ref.[32];e) Ref.[33];seediscussion in text.

2.The observed  (1D )level,the (3770),isa 13D 1 state,whereasthepredic-

tion hasbeen shown forthespin-averaged 1D m ass.Theother1D levels(the1;3D 2

and 3D 3)probably liehigher,and areaccessiblein �pp interactions.The (3770)is

a good source ofD �D pairs,soon to be exploited by the Beijing electron-positron

collider.The1;3D 2 levelscannotdecay toD �D and probably liebelow D �D � thresh-

old,so they areexpected to benarrow.

3. The observed  (4160) levelis not really understood on the basis ofany

sim ple potentialm odels,M artin’sorotherwise. Isitthe 23D 1 level,m ixed with

S-wavesso astohavean appreciablecoupling toe+ e� ? Itsm assand couplingsare

undoubtedly strongly a�ected by coupled channels.A sim ilardistortion isvisible

nearB �B threshold in the� fam ily [35].

4. The �b(9900)levelslie higherthan M artin’sprediction,exposing the lim i-

tationsofa universalpower-law potential. Theirposition relative to the 1S and

2S levels,when com pared to that ofthe �c levels in charm onium ,is weak evi-

dence thattheinterquark potentialisbecom ing m oresingularatshortdistances,

aspredicted by QCD [36].

5.The1D and2D b�blevelscan besearched forin thedirecte+ e� ! � ! 3D 1

reaction,in cascade reactionsinvolving electric dipole transitionsto and from P-

wavelevels,and possibly in transitionsto �(1S)�� [37].

6.TheD �
s� D s splittingisaboutthesam eastheD

�� D splitting.Sincethehy-

per�nesplitting isproportionaltoj	(0)j2=m cm q,where	(0)isthenonrelativistic

wave function ofthe charm ed quark and the lightquark q = d; s atzero separa-

tion,oneexpectsj	(0)j2c�s � j	(0)j2
c�d
(m s=m d),a relation usefulin determ ining the

ratio oftheD +
s and D + decay constants[38].

7. The B �
s � B s splitting in M artin’sapproach,aswellasin an expansion in
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inversepowersofheavy quark m assesperform ed m uch later[39],ispredicted tobe

the sam e asthe B � 0� B 0 splitting. A tentative observation by the CUSB group

[33]isconsistentwith thisexpectation.

8.The ratio oflevelspacings(3S � 2P)=(2P � 1D )isan interesting quantity.

In a power-law potentialV � r�,for a wide range ofvalues of�,this quantity

is expected to be very close to unity [15]. This circum stance can be usefulto

anticipate the position ofthe b�b1D levels,discussed above,and the c�c2P levels,

which m ay play arole[40]in thehadronicproduction ofthe (2S)[41].Thisratio

forb�b statesisvery farfrom unity in Ref.[5],where M artin quoted a prediction

forthe1D levelsfrom anothersource[42].

9. The 1P1 levelsofquarkonium were predicted by Stubbe and M artin [43]to

lie no lowerthan the spin-weighted average ofthe corresponding �(3P0;1;2)levels.

A candidateforthe1P1 b
�blevelproposed by theCLEO Collaboration severalyears

ago[44]violated thisbound;itwassubsequently notcon�rm ed.Thecorresponding

c�c levelhas been discovered just at the lower lim it ofthe Stubbe-M artin bound

[45];itsm assis3526:14� 0:24 M eV,close to the spin-weighted average ofthe�c
levels,3525:3� 0:1 M eV.

C .M esons w ith charm and beauty

An interesting system in which the quarks are heavy but unequalin m ass is

the set ofb�c levels,recently discussed in detailby Eichten and Quigg [46]. The

positionsoftheirpredicted 1S levelsarevery closeto thoseanticipated by M artin

(seeTable1).Ifthe�nestructureofthe1P levels(predicted toliearound6.7GeV)

can beobserved,itm ay providenew inform ation aboutspin-dependentforcesnot

accessiblein equal-m asssystem s.The2S� 1S spacingispredicted tobesom ewhat

below 0.6 GeV.A narrow setof1D levelsispredicted at7.0 GeV.The 2P levels

areexpected to lievery nearthe �B D threshold at7.14 GeV.

IV .D IPO LE T R A N SIT IO N S IN PO W ER -LAW PO T EN T IA LS

The pattern ofelectric dipole m atrix elem ents in atom ic transitions can be

understood on very intuitive grounds,in term sofoverlapsofwave functionsand

sem iclassicalargum ents[47].The� system isrich enough to display som easpects

ofthispattern,asshown in Fig.5 [21].

Letusdenotetheorbitalangularm om entum by L,theradialquantum num ber

by nr,and the principalquantum num ber by n = nr + L + 1. (W e have been

labeling ourlevelsby nr+ 1.) Asin atom s,transitionsin which n and L changein

oppositedirectionsarehighly disfavored.Forexam ple,in thetransition 3S ! 1P,

n decreases from 3 to 2 while L increases from 0 to 1. Such transitionsare just

barely visible in the � system [48].Theratio r1 � h1Pjrj3Si=h2Pjrj3Siishighly

suppressed in power-law potentialsfora largerangeofinteresting powers,asseen

in Fig.6.
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Figure 5: Observed electric dipole transitions in the � system . Arrows denote

favored transitions.Theveryweak 3S ! 1P transition isdenoted byadotted line.

The2P ! 1S transition,denoted by a dashed line,isalso som ewhatsuppressed.

Figure 6: Ratios r1 � h1Pjrj3Si=h2Pjrj3Si (dot-dashed) and r2 �

h1Sjrj2Pi=h2Sjrj2Pi(dashed)asafunctionof� inpower-law potentialsV (r)� r�.
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There is also a tendency for transitions to favor levels whose wave functions

areassim ilartooneanotheraspossible.Thus,thetransition 2P ! 1S (involving

a change oftwo unitsofn)issuppressed in com parison with 2P ! 2S,where n

changesby only oneunit.Fig.6 showsthattheratio r2 � h1Sjrj2Pi=h2Sjrj2Piis

m oderately suppressed in power-law potentials.Both r1 and r2 would vanish in a

harm onicoscillatorpotential,ascan beseen by expressing thedipoleoperatoras

a sum ofcreation and annihilation operators.

W hile working on dipole transitions [21],we had enjoyable correspondence

with Andr�e,who shared with usa num berofinteresting rigorousresults[20]on

the signsofdipole m atrix elem entsin variouspotentials.A num berofyearsago,

Andr�ehad already shown thatthe2P ! 1S m atrix elem entcould notvanish and

had thesam esign astheproductofthetwo radialwavefunctionsatin�nity [49].

V .IN V ER SE SC AT T ER IN G R ESU LT S

Onecan constructaninterquarkpotentialdirectlyfrom them assesand leptonic

widths ofS-wave quarkonium levels [14]. A potentialconstructed from b�b levels

agreesrem arkably wellwith thatconstructed using charm onium data,except at

the shortest distances, where the heavier b�b system provides the m ore reliable

inform ation. (W e refer the reader to Refs.[14]for illustrations.) Consistency

between thetwo constructionsleadsto a rathertightconstrainton thedi�erence

between charm ed and bquark m asses,m b� m c ’ 3:4 GeV.

Supersym m etric quantum m echanics [50]has proved very helpfulin the con-

struction ofpotentials[51].A Ham iltonian with agiven spectrum can befactorized

into theproductoftwo operators,H + = A yA.A Ham iltonian H � = AA y (related

by supersym m etry to H + )hasthesam espectrum asidefrom any statej0iannihi-

lated by theoperatorA,in which casej0iisthe(zero-energy)ground stateofH + ,

butdoesnotbelong to thespectrum ofH � .Starting from a potentialV� = �2 in

H � whichhasnoboundstates,wethen�ndapotentialV+ = �2[1� 2sech
2
�(x� x0)]

in H + with a singlezero-energy bound state.Theintegration constantx0 m ay be

chosen to give a sym m etric potentialwhose odd-parity levelsare suitable S-wave

wave functions for the radialequation ofa three-dim ensionalproblem . By ap-

propriate shiftsofthe energy aftereach supersym m etry transform ation,one can

constructpotentialswith an arbitrary spectrum .Thisconstruction bearsan inter-

esting relation to thevertex operatorin string theory [52].

Thekey roleofleptonicwidthsin solving theinversescattering problem arises

from the inform ation they provide on the squares ofwave functions at zero in-

terquark separation.These quantitiesobey beautifulregularitiesand inequalities

in power-law potentials[11,53].
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Figure7:Lowest-lyingS-wavelevelsofhadronscontainingasinglecharm ed quark.

Thelowestlevelin each group decaysweakly.Dashed linesindicatelevelsnotyet

observed.

V I.C H A R M ED H A D R O N S

The ground states oflevels containing a single charm ed quark are shown in

Fig.7,adapted from Ref.[36]using data quoted in Ref.[16].Allthelevelsexcept

baryonswith spin 3/2 (dashed lines)havebeen seen,including a recently reported

excited stateofthe�c found in a CERN experim ent[54].W hatfollowsisa sm all

sam pleofsom einteresting questionsin charm ed-hadron physics.

A .D m eson sem ileptonic decays

A free-quark m odelofD m eson sem ileptonic decays in which the charm ed

quark undergoesthetransition c! s‘+ �‘ would predict,in thelim itofzero recoil

ofthe strange quark,the ratio of1:3:0 for �K : �K � : �K � �,where �K � � stands for

any excited state ofthe strange quark and nonstrange spectatorantiquark. The

observed ratio ism orelike7:4:(0 to 4)[16,55,56];itisstillnotcertain how m uch
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oftheD sem ileptonic branching ratio isassociated with statesotherthan �K and
�K �.(B m eson sem ileptonic decayslead to �nalstatesotherthan D and D � [57],

so oneshould expectsim ilarbehaviorforlighter-quark system s.)

Jim Am undson and Ihave looked atthisprocess[56]from the standpointof

heavy quark e�ective theory,treating the strange quark as heavy in a m anner

rem iniscent ofAndr�e’s bold assum ption for quarkonium spectra, m entioned in

Sec.III.W e can identify severalsourcesofthe discrepancy with the heavy-quark

lim it,including an overallQCD suppression of �K and �K � production,a phase-

spacesuppression of �K � relativeto �K ,andaspin-dependent(hyper�ne)interaction

between thestrangequark and thespectatorantiquark which increasesthe �K rate

and decreasesthe �K � rate.

B .Strange D m eson decay constants

Recent observations ofthe decay D s ! �� [58]have led to a m easurem ent

ofthe quantity fD s
’ 300 M eV (in units where the pion decay constant is 132

M eV).This value agreeswith one obtained earlier[38,59]from the decay �B !

D �
s D underthe assum ption thatthe weak currentin the decay ofa bquark to a

charm ed quarkcreatesaD �
s m eson.Through theexpression f2D s

= 12j	(0)j2=M D s
,

where 	(0)isthe wave function ofthe charm ed quark and strange antiquark at

zero separation,and the use ofheavy quark sym m etry,one can extrapolate this

observation to predict other heavy m eson decay constants,such as fD ,fB ,and

fB s
. A m easurem ent offD m ay be available in the near future at the Beijing

Electron-Positron Collider(see Sec.IIIB 2).The lasttwo decay constantsareof

particularinterestin thestudy ofCP violation in B m eson decays,asweshallsee.

C .C harm ed baryons

1. Excited strange baryons ought to be visible in sem ileptonic decays ofthe

�c. The nonstrange quarks in a �c are in a state ofspin and isospin zero. In a

spectatorm odel,they should rem ain so.Ifthe strange quark isgiven a su�cient

\kick," the nonstrange quarksshould be able to form notonly a �,butalso the

lowest-lying excitationsin which thenonstrangequarkshavezerospin and isospin,

the states�(1405),with J P = 1=2� ,and the �(1520),with J P = 3=2� . No such

stateshaveyetbeen seen [60];why not?

M any decays of�(1405) and �(1520) are elusive, consisting ofcharged ��

m odes,and �K 0n forthe �(1520).However,the decays�(1405)! � 0�0 ! ��0

and �(1520) ! K � p are visible in CLEO.The im portance ofsuch �nalstates

in sem ileptonic �c decays consists not only in the degree to which sem ileptonic

decaysofheavy-quark hadronspopulate excited states,butin the norm alization

ofnum erousbranching ratiosofthe�c [61].

2. Excited charm ed baryons have recently been identi�ed [62],consisting of

stateslying 308 and 342 M eV abovethe�c.Since thelight-quark system in a �c
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Figure8:Ground statesand �rstorbitalexcitationsof� and � c levels.

baryon consistsofa u and d quark bound to a state[ud]ofzero spin,zero isospin,

and color antitriplet,the �c is a sim ple object in heavy-quark sym m etry,easily

com pared with the�b = b[ud]and even with the�= s[ud].

The[ud]diquark in the� can beorbitally excited with respectto thestrange

quark.TheL = 1 excitationsconsistofa �ne-structuredoublet,the�(1405)with

spin-parity JP = 1=2� and the �(1520)with J P = 3=2� m entioned above. The

spin-weighted average ofthisdoubletis366 M eV above the �. These statesare

illustrated on theleft-hand sideofFig.8.

The candidatesforthe charm ed counterpartsofthe �(1405)and �(1520)are

shown on the right-hand side ofFig.8.The spin-weighted average ofthe excited

�c statesis331M eV abovethe�c,aslightly sm allerexcitation energy than thatin

the�system .Thedi�erenceiseasily understood in term sofreduced-m asse�ects.

The L � S splittingsappearto scale with the inverse ofthe heavy quark (s orc)

m ass.Thecorresponding excited �b statesprobably lie300 to 330 M eV abovethe

�b(5630),with an L � S splitting ofabout10 M eV.

D .Excited charm ed m esons

A good dealofprogress has been m ade recently in the study ofthe P-wave

resonances ofa c quark and a �u or �d,generically known as D � � states. Present

data [16,31]and predictions[63]aresum m arized in Fig.9.

The observed states consist ofthe 1S (singlet and triplet) charm ed m esons

and allsix (nonstrange and strange) 1P states in which the light quarks’spins
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Figure 9: Low-lying nonstrange resonancesofa c quark and a light(�u or �d)an-

tiquark.Check m arkswith orwithoutparenthesesdenoteobservation ofsom eor

allpredicted states.

com bine with the orbitalangularm om entum to form a totallight-quark angular

m om entum j = 3=2. These stateshave J = 1 and J = 2. They are expected to

benarrow in thelim itofheavy quark sym m etry.Thestrange1P statesareabout

110 M eV heavierthan thenonstrangeones.In addition,thereareexpected to be

m uch broader(and probably lower)j= 1=2D � �resonanceswith J = 0and J = 1.

ForthecorrespondingB � �states,oneshouldaddabout3.32GeV (thedi�erence

between b and c quark m asses m inus a sm allcorrection for binding). One then

predicts[63]nonstrangeB � �stateswith J = (1;2)at(5755,5767)M eV,to which

weshallreturn in Sec.X A.

E.Lifetim e di�erences

Charm ed particlelifetim esrangeovera factoroften,with

�(�0c)< �(�c)< �(�c)’ �(D0)’ �(Ds)< �(D+ ) : (1)

E�ectswhich contributeto thesedi�erences[64]include(a)an overallnonlep-

tonic enhancem ent from QCD [65],(b)interference when atleast two quarks in

the�nalstate arethe sam e[66],(c)exchange and annihilation graphs,e.g.in � c

and �0
c decays[67],and (d)�nal-stateinteractions[68].

In the case ofB hadrons,theorists estim ate that allthese e�ects shrink in

im portancetolessthan ten percent[69].However,sincethem easured sem ileptonic

branchingratioforB decaysofabout10or11% di�ersfrom theoreticalcalculations
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of13% by som e 20% ,one could easily expect such di�erences am ong di�erent

b-avored hadrons. These could arise,for exam ple,from �nal-state interaction

e�ects.There arem any testsforsuch e�ectspossible in thestudy ofdecaysofB

m esonsto pairsofpseudoscalars[70].

F.A nom alous electrow eak couplings ofcharm ?

A curiousitem wasreported [71]atthe DPF 94 conference in Augustin Al-

buquerque. The forward-backward asym m etriesin heavy-quark production,A
0;b

F B

and A
0;c

F B ,have been m easured both on the Z peak and 2 GeV above and below

it.Allquantitiesarein accord with standard m odelexpectationsexceptforA
0;c

F B

atM Z � 2 GeV,which isconsiderably m ore negative than expected.Itwould be

interesting to seeifthise�ectiscon�rm ed by othergroups.

V II.H EAV Y Q U A R K SY M M ET RY

In a hadron containing a singleheavy quark,thatquark (Q = corb)playsthe

role ofan atom ic nucleus,with the lightdegreesoffreedom (quarks,antiquarks,

gluons)analogousto the electron cloud. The properties ofhadronscontaining b

quarksthen can calculated from thecorresponding propertiesofcharm ed particles

by taking account[72]ofa few sim ple\isotopee�ects." Forexam ple,ifq denotes

a lightantiquark,them assofa Q �q m eson can beexpressed as

M (Q �q)= m Q + const:[n;L]+
hp2i

2m Q

+ a
h�q � �Q i

m qm Q

+ O (m � 2
Q ) : (2)

Here the constant depends only on the radialand orbitalquantum num bers n

and L.Thehp2i=2m Q term expressesthedependenceoftheheavy quark’skinetic

energy on m Q ,while the last term is a hyper�ne interaction. The expectation

value ofh�q � �Q i is (+1; � 3) for JP = (1� ; 0� ) m esons. Ifwe de�ne M �

[3M (1� )+ M (0� )]=4,we�nd

m b� m c+
hp2i

2m b

�
hp2i

2m c

= M (B �q)� M (c�q)’ 3:34 GeV : (3)

so m b � m c > 3:34 GeV,since hp2i> 0.Detailsofinterestinclude (1)the e�ects

ofreplacing nonstrangequarkswith strangeones,(2)theenergiesassociated with

orbitalexcitations,(3)thesizeofthehp2iterm ,and (4)them agnitudeofhyper�ne

e�ects.In allcasesthere existwaysofusing inform ation aboutcharm ed hadrons

to predict the properties ofthe corresponding B hadrons. In search ofm ethods

withouttheoreticalbias,we have even resorted [73]on occasion to num ericalin-

terpolation!
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Figure10:Lowest-lying S-wavelevelsofhadronscontaining a singlebquark.The

lowest levelin each group decays weakly. Dashed lines indicate levels not yet

observed.

V III.O V ERV IEW O F H A D R O N S W IT H B EA U T Y

Theuseofheavy quark sym m etry allowsusto extrapolatefrom thespectrum

shown in Fig.7 ofhadronscontaining a single charm ed quark to thatofhadrons

containingasinglebquark.Takingaccountofthee�ectsm entioned in theprevious

section, we obtain the spectrum shown in Fig.10,updated and adapted from

Ref.[36]. Som e sim ilarities and di�erences with respect to the charm ed-hadron

spectrum can beseen.

The B � � B hyper�ne splitting scalesastheinverse ofthe heavy-quark m ass:

B �� B = (m c=m b)(D
�� D ).Consequently,whileD � + ! D 0�+ and D � + ! D + �0

are both allowed,leading to a usefulm ethod [74]foridentifying charm ed m esons

via the softpionsoften accom panying them ,the only allowed decay ofa B � isto

B .No softpionsareexpected to accom pany B m esons.

The B �
s � B s hyper�ne splitting is expected to be the sam e asthat between

17



B � 0and B 0 [39],asm entioned earlier. The observation by the CUSB group [33]

consistentwith thisexpectation needscon�rm ation.

In the �b,the u and d quarks are in a state ofzero spin and isospin,so the

b quark carriesthe spin ofthe �b. Thisfactm ay be usefulin probing the weak

interactions ofthe b quark [75]. Although the �b is listed as established by the

Particle Data Group [16](see the experim ents in Ref.[76],yielding an average

m assof5641� 50 M eV),itscon�rm ation in Ferm ilab [77]and LEP experim ents

hasrem ained elusive up to now.Boundson itsm asswere derived som e tim e ago

by M artin [78]and re�ned by M artin and Richard [79].

M any other states are expected to be rather sim ilar to those in the charm

system ,once the added m ass ofthe b quark has been taken into account. The

precisevalueofthesplittingbetween the��
b and �b isim portant[80]in estim ating

theam ountofdepolarization undergoneby a bquark asitfragm entsinto a �b.

IX .T H E C K M M AT R IX

Our present understanding ofCP violation links the observed e�ect in the

neutralkaon system to a phase in the unitary Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa [81]

(CKM ) m atrix describing weak charge-changing transitions am ong quarks. A

sound understanding of the way in which heavy quarks are incorporated into

hadrons is essentialto specify the CKM param eters precisely as possible in or-

derto testthetheory.

A .M easuring C K M elem ents

W ewritethem atrix in theform [82]:

V =

0

B
@

Vud Vus Vub

Vcd Vcs Vcb

Vtd Vts Vtb

1

C
A �

2

6
4

1� �2=2 � A�3(� � i�)

�� 1� �2=2 A�2

A�3(1� � � i�) �A�2 1

3

7
5 : (4)

Theupperleft2� 2 subm atrix involvesonly onerealparam eter� = sin�c,where

�c isthe Cabibbo angle. The couplingsinvolving the third fam ily ofquarks(b;t)

require three additionalparam eters A; �,and �. W e outline the m eans [83]by

which thesequantitiesarem easured.

1. The param eter � is speci�ed by com paring strange particle decays with

m uon decay and nuclearbeta decay,leading to � � sin� � 0:22.

2.The elem entVcb = A�2 isresponsible forthedom inantdecaysofb-avored

hadrons. The lifetim es ofthese hadrons and their sem ileptonic branching ratios

then lead to an estim ate Vcb = 0:038 � 0:003,or A = 0:79 � 0:06. One m ust

relateprocessesatthequark leveltothoseatthehadron leveleitherusingaQCD-

corrected freequark estim ateorspeci�cm odelsfor�nalstates.Theconstraintson

m b� m c arising in charm onium and upsilon spectroscopy,whereby thisdi�erence

liesbetween 3.34 and 3.4 GeV,areproving usefulin thisregard.
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3. The m agnitude ofthe elem entVub governs the rate ofdecays ofb-avored

hadronstocharm less�nalstates.OneinfersjVub=Vcbj= 0:08� 0:02or
p
�2 + �2 =

0:36� 0:09 from leptons em itted in sem ileptonic decays b ! u‘� with energies

beyond the endpoint for b ! c‘�. The error reects the uncertainty associated

with m odelsrelating thissm allpartofthespectrum to thewholerate.

4. The phase ofVub,Arg (V �
ub) = arctan(�=�),is the least certain quantity.

Inform ation on itm aybeobtained bystudyingitse�ecton contributionsofhigher-

orderdiagram sinvolving the top quark,such asthose governing B 0 � �B 0 m ixing

and CP-violating K 0 � �K 0 m ixing,with [84]m t = 174� 17 GeV.

The m ost recent estim ate for the B 0 � �B 0 m ixing am plitude,incorporating

recent observations oftim e-dependent oscillations [32],is �m =� = 0:71� 0:07.

Thedom inantcontribution to them ixing isprovided by one-loop diagram s(\box

graphs")involving internalW and top quark lines,leading to �m � f 2
B m

2
tjVtdj

2

(tim es a slowly varying function ofm t=M W ). Here the \B decay constant," fB ,

describes the am plitude for�nding a b antiquark and a lightquark atthe sam e

pointin a B m eson.SincejVtdj� j1� �� i�j,theB0� �B 0 m ixing am plitudeleads

to a constraintin the (�;�)plane consisting ofa circularband with center(1,0).

Them ain contribution to thewidth ofthisband isuncertainty in fB .

A sim ilar set ofbox diagram s contributes to the param eter � describing CP-

violating K 0� �K 0 m ixing.Theim aginary partofthem assm atrix isproportional

to f2K m
2
tIm (V

2
td)tim esa slowly varying function ofm t,with a sm allcorrection for

the charm ed quark contribution and an overallfactor B K describing the degree

to which the box graphs account for the e�ect. Since Im (V 2
td) � �(1 � �),the

constraintim posed by CP-violating K 0� �K 0 m ixing consistsofa hyperbolicband

in the(�;�)planewith focusat(1,0),whosewidth isdom inated by uncertainty in

them agnitudeofVcb [85].

B .C onstraints on param eters

Theallowed region in the(�;�)planeisbounded by circularbandsassociated

withthejVub=VcbjandB
0� �B 0 m ixingconstraints,andahyperbolicbandassociated

with theCP-violatingK 0� �K 0 m ixingconstraint.In arecentdeterm ination [86]we

used param eters,in addition to thosem entioned above,including B K = 0:8� 0:2,

fB = 180� 30M eV (in unitswheref� = 132M eV),�Q CD = 0:6� 0:1(acorrection

to theB � �B m ixing diagram s),and B B = 1 forthefactoranalogousto B K ,and

found �0:3 � � � 0:3,0:2 � � � 0:4.Them ain uncertainty in � stem sfrom that

in fB ,whilem odel-dependentsourcesoferrorin Vcb and Vub arethem ain sources

ofuncertainty on �.Thus,im proved knowledge abouthadron physicscan have a

m ajorim pacton ourpresentunderstanding ofweak interactions.

C .B s � �B s m ixing

In contrastto B 0� �B 0 m ixing,which involvestheuncertain CKM elem entVtd,

theB s � �B s m ixing am plitudeinvolvestheelem entsVts � �Vcb = �0:038� 0:003
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and Vtb � 1,so that the m ain source ofuncertainty in xs � (�m =�) B s
is the

decay constant fB s
. ForfB s

= 200� 50 M eV and m t = 174� 17 GeV we �nd

[86]xs = 16� 2� 1.Ifthism ixing rate can be m easured and the uncertaintieson

Vts and m t reduced,a usefulvalue forfB s
(and hence,via SU(3),forfB )can be

obtained.Estim atesforfB =fB s
rangefrom about0.8 to 0.9 [86].

X .C P V IO LAT IO N IN B D EC AY S

Ifthe phase in the CKM m atrix isresponsible forCP violation in theneutral

kaon system ,dram aticCP-violatinge�ectsareexpected in decaysofB m esons.In

orderto exploitand interpretthese e�ects,m any aspectsofhadron spectroscopy

areim portant.Iwould liketo m ention justtwo areasofrecentprogress.

A .D ecays to C P eigenstates

1. � � B correlationsare usefulin identifying the avorofneutralB m esons

at the tim e ofproduction. Once produced,these m esons can undergo B 0 � �B 0

m ixing,leading to tim e-dependent asym m etries in decays to CP eigenstates like

J= K S. Tim e-integrated decaysalso can display rate asym m etries,whose inter-

pretation isoften independentof�nal-state e�ects. Forexam ple,the asym m etry

in decays ofB 0 or �B 0 to J= K S isequalto �[xd=(1+ x2d)]sin[Arg(V
�
td)

2],where

xd = (�m =�)j d = 0:70� 0:07 is the m ixing param eter m entioned earlier. One

has to know the avor ofthe neutralB at tim e ofproduction. One proposed

m eans for \tagging" the B involves its correlation with charged pions produced

nearby in phase space [87]. The existence ofsuch a correlation ispredicted both

by fragm entation and resonancedecay pictures.

2. B � � resonances can serve as explicit sources of� � B correlations. One

expectsresonancesin the�+ B 0 and �� �B 0 channelsbutnotin the�� B 0 and �+ �B 0

channels.Iftheseresonancesarenarrow,theycanhelpinsuppressingbackgrounds.

Theexpected spectrum ofB � �resonancescan beroughlyanticipated by adding

about 3.32 GeV to the m asses ofexcited charm ed states shown in Fig.9. One

expectsnarrow P-wavelevelsofspins1and 2around 5.76GeV,and broaderlevels

ofspins0 and 1 som ewhatlowerin m ass. Recently two groupsatLEP [88]have

presented evidence for � � B correlations which appear to show at least som e

resonantactivity in the\right-sign" com binations.

B .D ecays to C P non-eigenstates

A di�erence between the ratesfora processand itscharge-conjugate,such as

B + ! �+ K 0 and B � ! �� K 0,signi�esCP violation.Underchargeconjugation,

weak phaseschangesign,butstrongphasesdonot.In orderforaratedi�erenceto

appear,therem ustbeboth a weak phasedi�erence and a strong phasedi�erence

in the channelswith isospinsI = 1=2 and 3/2. Recently ithasbeen shown that

one m ay be able to m easure weak phases via the rates for B decays to pairs of
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lightpseudoscalar m esons withouthaving any strong phase di�erences [70]. The

presence ofelectroweak penguins [89]is one possible obstacle to this program ,

which isunderfurtherinvestigation.

X I.FO R T H E FU T U R E

A .C harm onium

Thestudy ofcharm onium levelsnotlim ited tothosewith JP C = 1� � willben-

e�tfrom furtherexperim entswith stored antiprotons[19]. One can look forward

to discovery ofthe �0c,the narrow 11;3D 2 levels,and perhapsone orm ore narrow

2P levels. The Beijing Electron-Positron Collider willturn its attention to the

 (3770),a copioussourceofD �D pairs,leading to an eventualm easurem entofthe

valuableD m eson decay constantwhen theprocessD ! �� isseen.

B .U psilons

A num berofinteresting statesrem ain tobefound.Theseincludethe�b (prob-

ably reachablefrom the�(2S)),the� 0
b,thelowest

1P1 level(around 9.9GeV),and

various �(1D )and �(2D )states. A carefulscan in e + e� center-of-m ass energy

around 10.16 and 10.44 GeV m ay beableto turn up thepredicted 3D 1 levels.

C .C harm ed hadrons

W e can look forward to m ore precise m easurem entsofthe D s decay constant

and to the �rstobservations ofD ! ��. The �� �nalstate m ay be the largest

singledecay m odeoftheD s,with a branching ratio approaching 9% !

The2S charm ed hadronsareexpected to havem assesofaround 2.7 GeV,and

thustobeabletodecaytoD (� )
s

�K .Thediscoveryofsuch m odeswould encourageus

tolookforsim ilarcorrelationsinB sK system s,which wouldbeusefulinidentifying

theavorofstrangeB m esonsattim eofproduction [90].

Greatprogresshasalready been m ade,and m ore isexpected,in the study of

charm ed baryons(both S-wave and P-wave)and ofP-wave charm ed m esons.W e

can look forward to theeventualdiscovery ofcharm ed baryonswith spinsof3/2,

the partnersofthe fam iliar� and 
 � . The interestin the m assesand decaysof

these statestranscendsthe charm sectoralone,and isim portantforanticipating

propertiesofbaryonscontaining a singlebquark.

The di�erences in charm ed particle lifetim eshave provided a wealth ofinfor-

m ation about how strong interactions a�ect weak decays. These di�erences are

expected to bem uch lessm arked forhadronswith beauty.Onebaryon whoselife-

tim eisexpected tobevery short[64]isthe
c;welook forward toadeterm ination

(oratleastan upperlim it)in thenearfuture.

Hadronswith m orethan onecharm ed quark (such astheccu baryon)provide

an interesting testing ground fortheorem s concerning the m asses ofm ulti-quark
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system s[91]. Perhapssuch hadronscan be produced in e+ e� interactions,where

onedoesnothavetopayaheavypenaltyforproduction ofthe�rstcharm ed quark.

D .H adrons w ith beauty

Inafew years,wewillhavecon�rm ed theexistenceoftheB �
s,the�b,thenarrow

1P m esons,and perhapssom e2S statesaswell.The1P m esonsin particularm ay

provea valuableadjunctto CP-violation studiesin theB m eson system .

A great dealrem ains to be learned about the weak decays ofhadrons with

beauty, especially to charm less �nalstates. Here experim ental work has out-

stripped theoryinm ostcases,requiringustocom eupwithm orereliablem odelsfor

theway in which quarksareincorporated into hadrons.Oneareaoffutureexperi-

m entalprogressm ay bein thedeterm ination ofthefullkinem aticsofsem ileptonic

decay processes (including the m om entum ofthe m issing neutrino),which will

reducedependence on m odels.

W ith luck and ingenuity,we m ay yetlearn theam plitudeforB s � �B s m ixing,

which willhelp �x the decay constantfB s
and,via SU(3),the constantfB which

isofgreatim portancein anticipating CP-violating e�ectsin theB m eson system .

Finally,wecan look forward to m any yearsof�nedata from CESR,Ferm ilab,

LEP,andfuturefacilities,culm inatinginthediscoveryofCP violationinB decays.

Thiswould representa trium ph ofStandard M odelphysicsbased on ourpresent

pictureoftheCKM m atrix.W ewould then haveto �gureoutwherethatcurious

phasein theCKM m atrix actually com esfrom !

E.C onclusion

In conclusion,letm e expressthankson behalfofallofusatthissym posium

to Andr�eM artin forshowing usphysicswith charm and beauty!
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