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A bstract.

B ound states ofheavy quarks are considered. U sing the path integral form alism we are
able to rederive, In a gauge invariant way, the Leutw ylerVoloshin short distance analysis
as well as a long distance linear potential. At all distances we describe the states in
temm s of nonperturbative eld correlators, and we inclide radiative corrections at short
and intem ediate distances. For interm ediate distance states (particularly dowih n = 2)
our resuls In prove, qualitatively and quantitatively, standard analyses, thanksm ostly to
being able to take Into account the niteness of the correlation tim e.
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Som e tin e ago, Leutw yler!! and Voloshin?! showed that the gluon condensateh 4G 21
controls the leading nonperturbative e ects for heavy gg states at short distances. T heir
analysis was com pleted in refs. 3,4, in particular by extending it to soin dependent solit—
tingsand by including relativistic and one loop radiative corrections, an essential ingredient
in the analysis. W ith these additions it was then shown that a consistent description of
statesn = 1 kb and, to a lesser extent, do stateswith n = 2 and ccstateswithn = 1 could
be ocbtained .*

A s already pointed out in refs. 1,2 the approach fails for lJarge n. The reason is that
nonperturbative contributions grow like n®, quickly getting out ofhand. For exam ple, for
the spin-independent spectrum we have,

S n Cr ei
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n C2 pes 2 ,nfh (G2i°
bg—+ @+ 1+ 1) : 1)
mCr eg 8 n? 2@Cyp es)*

Here 1 is the angular m om entum , m is the pole m ass of the quark, o = 33 2r¢ )=3,
Cr = % and eg em bodies part of the radiative corrections:
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Here isthe renom alization point. F inally, in the leading nonperturbative approxim ation,
and assum ing a constant gluon condensate density,
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the ,; are numbers of order unity:
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W e w illnot consider in this note relativistic corrections.
C learly, the nonperturbative correction In Eq.(1l) blow s up very quickly for increasing
n m aking the m ethod totally unsuitable already forlowith n = 3, and ccwih n = 2.
The way out ofthis di culty found in m ost of the literature is to use a phenom enological
potential,
r; 7 ' 045MeV: 3)

N ow , and although a linear potentialyields a correct description of long distance qg forces,
the m ethods lack rigour in that, as is well known®??], 3 linear potential is incom patible
with known QCD resuls at short distances, where Indeed it does not represent a good
approxin ation of eg., the nonperturbative part of (1).

* n is the principal quantum number. W e will use standard atom ic spectroscopic
notation



B ecause of this it is desirable to develop a fram ew ork which, in suitable 1im its, in plies
both the Leutw ylerVoloshin short distance resuls aswell as the long distance description
In temm s ofa linearpotential. T his fram ew ork isan elaboration ofthat developed in refs. 7,
where it was shown from rst principles how one can derive a linear potential from st
principles. In the present note we explore the short and intermm ediate distances, where we
rederive the Leutw ylerVoloshin description, im proved both by getting better agreem ent
w ith experim ent for the states where it is valid, and extending its range of applicability
to intermm ediate distances. The reason for this im provem ent lies in that our treatm ent
includes the nonlcal character of the gluonic condensate in the form ofa nite correlation
tin e, Tg. The results of refs. 1 to 4 are then recovered in the Im it T ! 1 .

T he nonlocal condensates have been considered previously®?!, in particular with
the ain of nding this correlation tin e. In this note we In prove upon the treatm ent of
refs. 9,10 rst by using a Lorentz and gauge invariant path integral form ulation which
would allow us, if so wished, to incorporate relativistic and soin e ects**. Secondly, we
Incorporate radiative corrections which are essential to give a m eaning to param eters like

s()orm.

D escription of the m ethod.

The m ethod uses the path integral form alisn . Because in this note we are only
Interested in nonrelativistic, spin independent splittings, we start directly w ith the nonrel-
ativistic gg G reen’s fiunction?®!. For large tine T,

m

dtz®)?; Ko = dtz)?:

0 0
W (C) istheW ilson loop operator corresponding to the closed contourC w hich lnclidesthe
g, gpaths. W (C) should also Include initialand nalparalleltransporters, X;x); ;V)
wih eg., 7

X
®;x)=P explg dz B (z); o)
X
P denoting path ordering. A ctually, we can om it the parallel transporters, and at the sam e
tim e avoid problem sw ith the renom alization ofthe W ilson loop by choosingx = x; vy = vy,
which willprove su cient for our purposes.
In order to take into account the nonperturbative character of the interaction we solit
the gluonic eld B as
B =Db +a:

** Them ethods to acom plish this would be like the ones developed in the fth paper of
ref. 7 and in ref. 8



T he ssparation w ill be such that, by de nition, the vacuum expectation value of W ick
ordered products ofa vanishes, so the correlatorm ay be w ritten in tem s solely ofb :

IG ®)G (y)i! MGy )Gy y)ii (6)

and Gy, is constructed w ith only theb piece of B . Onem ay expand in powers ofthe b
and thus w rite the W ilson loop average as

Z Z

W C)i= DaPexpig dz a
C

X Da dz dz’?P ., (z;2% @OP L @%z2)b %)+ :::
. C C

Wo+ W+ :::; (7)

w here the transporter , isgiven by an equation lke (5),but in tem sofonly thea piece
ofB .
Let us discuss the rst term in the rhs. ofEg. (7). Using the cluster expansion we
get
Wo=2exp(,+ 4+ ::3;

_ CF g2 z.2 dz dZO (8)

82 @ 2?2’
and regularization (to be absorbed In Z ) is In plied in this integral. It should be noted that
» contains all laddertype exchanges, and in addition also "Abelian crossed" diagram s —
those where the tin es of the vertices can be not ordered, but where the color generators
t;, are always kept in the sam e order. Because of this, all crossed diagram s @ ith the
exception of the "Abelian crossed") are contained In 4. It is rem arkable that each tem
on M EQ.(8) sum sup an in nite series ofdiagram s. In particular, and aswew illsee below ,
exp , containsallpowers of =v (v being the velocity of the quarks) so the calculation
is exact in the nonrelativistic 1im it.
For heavy (and slow) quarks, (8) becom es,
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ie., a singlt onegluon exchange potential, as expected.
W e then tum to W ,. W hen expanding i In powers ofa one gets typical tem s like
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B ecause of the equality
8= £=2N.;



one obtains, for all exchanges in the tin e intervalbetween the tin esofb (z) and b z%) a
factor 1=N; instead of the factor Cy that is found for other exchanges. A s a resul we

may write W , as 7 7
(ig) 0 .
W, = dz dz o b i
2 C C
"
Z T Z t Z t #
exp atv.®'+  atv. '+ awv® (10)
t 0 t
w ith VC(S e F s=I; VC(S) = (1=N. ) ¢=r the singlet, octet potentials respectively. T he

relevance of the octet potentialwas already noted in refs. 1,2. Tt appears in our derivation
In a fully gauge invariant way, in connection w ith a gauge invariant G reen’s function w ith
the gauge invariant quantity W , as the kemel.

Evaluation ofW ,

One rstusestheFock-Schw ingergauge (see ref. 6 ordetails, including am odi cation
of this gauge) to w rite,
Z Z Z
dz dz’bobi= d d°%°m;, @6, @i;
c c

and thed are surface di erentials. Including also parallel transporters, equalto uniy in
the F-S gauge, we nd the gauge-invariant expression,
z z z n

dz dz’o b i= d a° Xo;w)Gp W;xog)
c C

(e}

®o;wIGy, W %xo) : (11)

A swasshown in ref. (7) xg m ay be chosen between w and w 0 up to additionalcontributions
of order B!, that we are neglecting here. Then we divide the total tin e nterval T into
three parts (cf. Fig.l):

@ o t W

I wl t w
IIT)wys t T:

Separating out the trivial cm . m otion we get, In regions (I), (III), the singlet Coulomb
G reen’s function,
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for quarks of equalm ass (so that the reduced m ass ism =2). In region (II), however,
we nd the octet G reen’s fiinction,

" #
2 m 2w iz dt

GéS) (CWs);rW);ws wWy)= Dr@)exp — dtr? °
2 w0 2N ¢ 0 r(t)

w

Inserting now this nto (10) yields the correction to the totalG reen’s finction, G = G @ +
G:

Z Z

G = FPrwg)e® @) rwa);T wy) Prwd)c® wwa)irwd)wy wl)

g
2
Z Z

d ) d @O w)e wIGC® @wd);ir©);wd): (12)

At this point it is convenient to specify the surface inside contour C, which we do by
connecting the points z (t) and z (t) by a straight line. In the cm . system,

d = a dzyd ;
and, in the nonrelativistic approxim ation, the a;; m ay be neglected. T hus, and asexpected,

only the chrom ocelectric piece E 0f G survives in the correlator n Eq. (12). W e then
expand this correlator in invariants:

h’E; ®)Ej (y)i= 75015 & y)+ hihy@D1=@h%];
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13)

h=x yj
and .
D
2)=D @)+ D 1 @)+ z2——=: (14)
@z2
T he invardants D ; D ; are nom alized so that
D 0)+D;0)=2 h G2%i: (15)
Inserting then (13) into (12) gives,
z z z z
G=— &r &P nd %G8 cT)ne el «%ro):

24

W e next consider the m atrix elem ent of G between Coulom bic states, h1i. T he resulting
expression sin pli es ifwe use the spectral decom position forGe :

(S5;8) . (S;8),4.0.
G, (r;ro;t) = hrjexp[ H; t]jrol
X
(5:8) i8¢ (s78)
= et 2 )

Identifying the energy shifts from the relation

G=G6%+ ¢ c®a T E

12 $pap, X
Eoi= o 2 dd°Sp)  mipef! PTx@)i
36 Q) .
1 .
®) ) bk (8) 1y e® ¢ %)rojﬂii (16)
E, En e}

H® = p2=m + g=2N. r

w ith eigevalues E k(s) . ) is the Fourder transform of (x).
Eg. (16) is our basic equation. T he correlator (x) depends on x as

&)= £(XFT q)

and is expected to decrease exponentially for Jarge k7 in Euclidean space. T he correlation
length Ty m ay be related to the string tension,

h SG2i1=2

" 035GeV: a7)



(for the derivation of this equation, see below ). W e have now two regions. For very heavy
quarks, and sn alln,

T j?.n(s)j= m Cg es)2=4n2:
Then we approxin ate  (x) constant, and hence €(p) 4 ) so that

h G2i¥X mlykk@)itk @) hli

En1=

18 . Ek(g) En(s)
h sG%i . o
= 18 ooy o &) rihnli: 18)
H ©) Eqn

This is the equation obtained in refs. 1,2 and, upon calculating the rh.s. of (18) one
indeed nds the nonperturbative piece ofEq. (1).
T he In provem ent over (18) represented by (16) lies in that it involves the correlator
HE; X)E; (v)1i, ie., one takes account of nonlocality of the correlator. To in plem ent this it
is convenient to distinguish two regines: i) W e consider that t is smaller than 1=a =
mCp eg=2,butonehas '’ ¥£,3. 1) £aul
W ewill rst consider case (i). Then one can neglect P jin the exponents ofEqg. (16)
but 1 should be kept in the denom inator there. U sing now an exponential form for (x)
we obtain,
3R ) ¢ 2
o) = ‘.
O = oy zyat oG 19)
Substituting this into (16) we get the energy shifts,
. h SGZihnl' 1
nl= Ji
18 H® g8+

r;hili: (20)
T

T his is precisely the approxim ation postulated in refs. 9,10. C learly,asTg ! 1 (1 ! 0),
(20) reproduces (18); but, aswe will see, (20) represents an im portant in provem ent over
(18) both from the conceptual and the phenom enological point ofview in the intermm ediate
distance region.

Then we tum to the regine (ii), ﬁIfS)j.mthjscasetheveJocitytendsto zero,
the nonlocality of the Interaction tends to zero as com pared to the quark rotation period
(which in the Coulom bic approxin ation would be Tq = 1=F n(s ) J, and the interaction m ay
therefore be describbed by a localpotential. In fact: considering Eg. (16), it now tums out
that we can neglect both En(S) and the kinetic energy tem in Ek(8) (indeed, allof i) as
com pared to i . Then one gets

1 Zrnwo Zrawdh 20
B,/ —hnlj dw 3 dw?!  dws W) & wOhli

36 0 0 0
and In the lim it in which we are now working we can approxin ate ri(wff) " r;wg). One
obtains here the m atrix elem ents of a local potential which m ay be written in tem s of

. .[7]
D;D;: . n zZ . Z .
U= — 2r d d D (;
(r) 36 . . (7))



z Z o
+ d dfl 2D (; )+D(;)]:
0 0

Note that both D ;D ; depend on ; through the combination 2+ 2. At lamge r, and
as this equation show s, U (r) behaves lke

1
U@’ r Constant; :ﬁ dx1dx, D (X1;%X2):

Ifwe now used the ansatz (19), we would obtain the announced relation between 1 and

. O fcourse in this situation the strategy of treating the e ects of the gluon condensate
as a perturbation of the C oulom bic potential is no m ore appropriate. O ne should rather
take U (r), together w ith the C oulom bic potential, as part of the unperturoed Schrodinger
equation. W e leave the sub fct here referring to the various existing analysesP12] for
details.(In particular, refs. 11 are the ones closer in spirit to the work here in what
regards the treatm ent of the nonperturbative e ects, whik ref. 12 incorporates radiative
corrections to a phenom enological long distance potential)

P henom enology

For the phenom enological analysis we w ill generalize Eq. (1) by w riting,

. _ n CF ei
M n;)=2m 1 a2
n C2 e, 2 n®h ,G2i°
log7+ O+ 1+ 1) F 0%s s ni( 1) s ; 1)
mCr eg 8 n? 2mCr eg)*

where the ,1( 1) are obtained soving Eq. 0); for ¢ ! 0, ,1(0)= .1, this lJast being
the quantities given in Egs. (1), ).
Unlke in the case 1 = 0, where a closed expression could be found for the i, the
n1( 7) may only be com puted num erically. H owever, a fairly precise evaluation m ay be
obtained by neglecting thepotential (=2N. r in (20), then working w ith p-space Coulom b
functions. To a very tolerable 5% accuracy it ollow s that we m ay approxin ate,

2
nl 2n T

; —; 22
1y . Co . m ' @2)

nl(T),

w here,
10 = 0:62; 20 = 0276,' 30 0:9; 21 = 0:70:

Substituting into Eg. (21) then gives us a very explicit generalization ofEqg. (1), valid in
the intermm ediate region ¢ ﬁn(s : e



For the num erical calculation we proceed as follows. For b we take the optim um
values for the renom alization point given in ref. 4 (Wwhich were obtained neglecting ).
W e therefore choose,

= 15GeV;forn=1; = 095G&V; orn= 2:

For m ixed n we take the value corresponding to the smallkr n. For cc we, som ewhat
arbirarily, choose = 095G &V . For the basic QCD param eters we take

ne= 4;2loops) = 200M &V ; h S,G2i= 0:042G eV ;

and thus the corresponding valuesof s are (15GeV)= 027; 095G&V)= 035:

W e will not consider varying these quantities. A varation of can be largely com —
pensated by a corregoonding variation of and likew ise, and because the ,:( t) depend
aln ost exactly on the ratio h G ?i= p ; a variation ofthe condensate m ay be balanced by
a com pensating variation of the correlation tin e, T4 = Tl

W e now have two possibilities: t 1 to each individual solitting, and com pare the
resuls am ong them selves and w ith the one com ing from the string tension; ortake 1 from

the last, Eq. (17) and then predict the splittings. Ifwe do the rstwe nd
r = 040Gev 2S5 1S); ¢ = 076G&V (3S 23); r = 059Gev 2S5 2P): (23)
For the cc case we only consider the 2S-1S splitting, where we get
r = 123GeV: (24)

C learly, them ore reliable calculation isthat ofthe 2S-1S ko splitting: not only the radiative
corrections are known (unlike for the 2S2P case) but also it falls inside the conditions of
regin e (i), unlke the 3525 splitting and, even m ore, the 2S-1S cc one. It is then gratifying
that the value of : that ollows from the kb 25-1S golitting, t = 04 G&V, is the one
which is in better agreem ent w ith the value 1 = 0:32 G &V obtained w ith the com parison
w ith the linear potential, Eq. (17).

If we now choose the second possibility, we x 1. The corresponding results are
summ arized in Tabl I.

solitting r=0 =032 =040 exp:

25 1S (b) 479% 590 522 558M &V
25 2P (b) 181° 162 147 123M &V
35 2S5 (@ 4570 748 614 332M &V
25 1S (c© 9733 1930 1626 670M v

Table I.-P redicted spolittings, and experin ent.
@): Values from ref4,wih '’ 0:95 forboth
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The n = 2 o states are certainly better describbed than w ith the approxim ation Tg =
1 ofrefs. 1, 2, 4. Particularly In portant is the fact that inclusion ofthe nite correlation
tin e stabilizes the calculation. For exam ple, if we had taken = 15, and = 0, for
the 2S-1S splitting for bottom 1um , we would have obtained the absurd value of 1 944
GeV.In what respects the n = 3 and the n = 2cc states the in provam ent is m arginal,
In the sense that the basic assum ption,viz., that one can treat the nonperturbative e ects
at lading order fails, as is cbvious from the gures In the colimn " = 0" In Tablk 1.
Indeed these states all clearly in regin e (ii) and should therefore be better described w ith
a local potential as discussed extensively in the existing literature, of which we, and for
illustrative purposes, single out ref. 11, where the nonperturbative e ects (including spin—
dependent spolittings) are treated w ith m ethods like ours, but where radiative corrections
are ignored; or ref. 12 where radiative corrections are incorporated but the con ning
potential is iIntroduced phenom enologically.

W e would like to end this note wih a few words on extensions of this work. An
obvious one is to include the treatm ent of spin e ects, and a calculation of the wave
functions. Then i would be very desirable to evaluate the radiative corrections to the
nonperturbative tem s, asthiswould greatly dim inish the dependence ofthese termm son the
renom alization point, , thereby substantially increasing the stability of the calculation.
F inally, and to be able to extend the calculation to intemm ediate distances w ith success,
one should abandon the treatm ent of nonperturbative e ects at rst order: an iterative
approach should certainly yield better results.
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