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PHYSICS OF HEAVY QUARKS

K acper Zalkw ski,
Institute of P hysics, Jagellonian U niversity,
ul. Reym onta 4, 30 059 K rakow , Poland

Selected problem s in heavy quark physics are discussed. The wealth of
ressarch problem s in this eld ofphysics is stressed.

1 Introduction

Heavy quark physics is a broad and active eld of particke physics. W ithin
it, hundreds of theoretical papers are produced every year and the produc—
tion rate kesps increasing. In this short presentation I shall concentrate on
recently obtained insights and on open problam s. The experin ental data
quoted w ithout giving the source are either from the 1994 Tabls of the
Particle D ata G roup El], or from the EPS Conference held In Brussels this
summ er.

A coording to the standard m odel there are six kinds of quarks. In order
of Increasing m ass they are denoted u; d; s; ¢; by t. The last three are
considered heavy, because theirm asses aremuch largerthan 4¢p , ie. than
about 0:55 G&V . The m ass of the cquark can be roughly estin ated as half
the m ass of the lightest ¢ quarkoniim , which gives m . 15 Gev.This
In fact it not very heavy | only about three tines ocp . The mass of
the recently discovered t quark ism= (180 12) G&V, which in plies that
the tquark decays, usually nto a W boson and a bquark, before it has
tin e to hadronize. C onsequently, the physics of the tquarks is already well
understood. Them ass spectrum ofthe heavy quarks causes that m ost ofthe
new ideas apply best to bquarks. For tquarks, the problm s are fewer and

1A Iso at the Institute of N uclkar P hysics, C racow .
This work was partly supported by the KBN grant 2P 302 076 07


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512205v1

they can be usually solved w ithout m aking controversial assum ptions. For ¢
quarks, we are too far from the heavy quark lin it, where all the quantities of
order ocp can be neglcted com pared to them ass of the heavy quark. On
the long run thism ay m ake the physics of the c-quarksm ore interesting than
the physics of the bquarks, but for the m om ent it is often just too di cul.

Let us begin by considering the problem : what is m eant by the quark
m ass?

2 Quark m asses

The standard de nition ofm ass, m = P E? p? isnot applicabl to quarks,
because the energy E and the m om entum p on is left-hand-side should be
m easured for free partickes. Looking for a free quark not interacting w ith
other couloured ob cts is like looking for one end of a string not attached to
another end. There is no chance for success. The next choice, when trying
to de ne the quark m ass, is to m ake use of them ass param eterm  from the
Lagrangian. This, however, has corrections. T he fact that the quark is part
ofthe tin e a quark-gluon system (the contribution of the gluon loop on the
quark line) changes the m ass by
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where = 05772 :::1is Euler’s constant. From this formula one sees two

di culties; m oreover, there are two others not directly visble.

Thelimit " ! + 0 should be taken, thus the form ula as it stands does
notm ake sense.

The scale param eter  is arbirary.

T he form ula hasbeen obtained using din ensional reqularization. T here
are m any other m ethods of reqularizing (various cut o procedures,
putting the theory on a lattice etc.), which yield di erent form ulae.

This correction is only the rst term of an in nite serdes, In general
convergence problm s are expected.



The in nity iselin inated by replacing them assm o+ ) by the obviously
equalnumber mo+ m)+ (@ m ). The trick is to choose m o that
i cancels the n nity n . Since nothing is known about m 3, one can
assum e that ) does not introduce an in nity in the rsttem . This recipe
Jeaves much freedom i the choice of m . Chooshhg m =3+ one gets the so
called m Inin al subtraction m ass. Including in m also + log@ ),which
is convenient, one obtains the very popular m m ass known as the M S-bar
mass. Choosing m = ) oneobtainsthepolemassm?® etc. Each ofthese
m asses depends on the scale . This arbitrary scale is usually chosen of the
order of the m ass of the quark being considered. For Instance, the Particle
D ata G roup EL'] tabulates the quark massesm (@ ). The di erences between
the various m asses are signi cant. For instance, using the ®mula or @
one nds orquark Q

My @Mg)=mg 1 @ : @)
Typical valies of ) for the heavy quarks are 0:35; 020; 0:10 for the
c; by t quarks respectively. This gives in the present (very crude) approxi-
m ation the di erences between the pole m asses and the M S-barm asses 0:17
GeV, 034 GeV and 7 G&V .M ore careful calculations give for the c and b
quarks 026 GeV and 051 GeV ], while typical values for the tquark are
(8| 9) G&V.An cbvious question is: what is the m ass found in Fem ilab
for the t quark? The description of the m easurem ent provides an unam —
biguous operational de nition of thism ass, but to which of the theoretical
m ass param eters does it correspond? Som ew hat surprisingly this problm is
still controversial. The pol m ass, however, seem s to be the m ost popular
Interpretation.

For the other nom alization schem es it is possibl to perform analogous
analyses, therefore, the existence of various renom alization schem es isnot a
serious di culy.

T he convergence problam , how ever, has been recently found to introduce
an Interesting com plication . R eferences can be traced starting from the recent
review B]. One nds (if one uses din ensional regularization) that the series
used to de ne the pole m ass is divergent. It can be used as an asym ptotic
series, but then it de nes the polk m ass only approxin ately, w ith an error



of about 50 M &V . This is the reason why the M S-bar m asses are now the
popular ones for the c and b quarks. For the t quark the situation isdi erent.
W ih present experim entaluncertainties an additionaluncertainty of50M &V
is irrelevant. O n the other hand, the relation between the polem ass and the
M S-barm ass has a much greater uncertainty. T he calculations necessary to
reduce this uncertainty are possible, but so hard that they have not yet been
done and are unlikely to be perform ed it the nearest fuiture. T herefore, ifthe
m easured m ass is the pole m ass, expressing it in tem s of the M S-barm ass
would be an unnecessary loss of precision.

3 H eavy particles

By heavy particles we m ean here particles containing one or m ore heavy
quarks or antiquarks. The best studied case is the nonrelativistic approxi-
m ation or the quarkonia Q Q . In particular for bottom onia, it is possible to
get a very good t to them asses (@verages only for the P —states) below the
threshold for strong decays, for the ptonic w idths and for the dipol transi-
tion m atrix elem ents. O ne can use the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation
w ith the sin ple soherically sym m etrical potential

pP- b
Vk)=a r+ -+ ¢ 3)
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where a; b; c are constants {]. How to m ake a relativistic theory is still
controversial,

For heavy particles containing light quarks the situation ism ore di cul,
because for them the nonrelativistic theory does not m ake much sense. A
break through hasbeen the idea to use expansions in the inverse ofthe heavy
quark m ass. For nstance, for the m ass of a particle w th one heavy quark Q
one nds

— i h Bi 1 , , ,
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2m ¢ 2m o mg

The leading temm is just them ass of the heavy quark. The term of order

mg , denoted , is the energy of the light com ponent in the colour- eld of
the heavy quark. The heavy quark is here considered as a static source of



potential. N ote the generality ofthis form ulation. T he light com ponent m ay
be an antiquark, as In valence m odels of Q g m esons, a pair of quarks, as
iIn the valence m odels of Q gqg barions, or a m ore com plicated com bination
of light quarks, light antiquarks and gluons, as in som e m ore sophisticated
m odels. T he corrections oforder O (m Ql ) correspond to the kinetic energy of
the heavy quark and to the P auli Interaction of the m agnetic m om ent of the
heavy quark w ith the chrom om agnetic eld created by the light com ponent.
Them agnetic tem is regoonsble forthe hyper nem ass solittings in them ass
soectra. For instance the di erence between the B meson and the B  m eson
is that in the st the soins of the heavy m eson and of the light com ponent
give the resultant spin ofthe particle equal zero, while In the second this spin
equals one. One nds
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b Bi= M M 087GeVix 5)

Since this average should not depend on the m ass of the heavy quark, one
expects a sin ilar value for the O ; D ) system . In fact the experin ental
number is 041 GeV?. This can be form ulated di erently: the experin ental
fact that the hyper ne splitting for Q = b is about three tin es an aller than
the hyper ne splitting for Q = ¢, is explained here as a consequence of the
fact that the cquark is about three tim es lighter than the bquark. The
kinetic energy term has no such direct connection to experin entaldata and,
therefore, its value is controversial. Tt can be shown that lp?i > v B'i ([]
and references given there) and typical estin ates are between this lower Iim it
and is double. For the tem s of order m Q2 we have given only the nam es.
The rsttwo, the Darwin term and the soin-orbit interaction, are fam iliar
from the D irac theory of the hydrogen atom . The third tem is the second
perturbative iteration ofthe O Ql ) tem .

One can apply this approach also to higher resonances. W hen the light
com ponent consists of a light antiquark in a P state, its angularm om entum
can be% or% . Theparity isplis. Combining thatw ith the soin % and positive
parity oftheheavy quark, one nds fourexcited statesw ith spinsand parities:
0*; 1"; 1"; 2" . Experim entally one ndstwo chammed mesonsD ; andD,
withmasses 2423 3)M &V and (2458 2) M €V respectively and onebottom
mesonB wihmass (6733 17)M&V.A D meson decays into a pion and
aD orD meson. Using angularm om entum and parity conservation, aswell
as the nform ation that the pion is produced from the light com ponent, one



can see that the m esonsw ith the angularm om entum ofthe light com ponent
equal % , decay producihg a pion in an S-state. Such m esons are broad and
di culttoobserve. TheD  mesonsw ith the angularm om entum ofthe light
com ponent equal % , on the other hand, produce pions in D -states and are
narrow , because of the suppression of the decay probability by the angular
momentum barrer. This explains, why only two D  mesons have been
observed. The hyper ne splitting between these m esons is about 30 M &V .
Sihcethisisan e ect oforderO (m Ql ), the corresponding splitting forthe B

m esons is expected to be about 10 M €V, and Indeed cannot be seen at the
present resolution of 17 M €V . This explains, why for the m om ent only one
B meson hasbeen seen. O ne also can predict that In order to distinguish
thetwoB m esons, the resolution w illhave to be In proved by about a factor
oftwo.

4 D ecays of heavy particles

D ecays of heavy particles are an In portant source of inform ation about the
elem ents of the CabibboXK cbayashiM asaskawa (CKM ) matrix. From the
point of view of the standard m odelthese m atrix elem ents are coupling con—
stants (ot all ndependent from each other!) as findam ental as eg. the
electron charge. W here these constants are known, com parison of the the—
oretical predictions w ith experin ent yields interesting tests of the standard
m odel.

Let us consider the sem ikptonic decay B ! D & . In this decay the
bquark, w ith a probability am plitude proportionalto the CK M m atrix el-
em ent Vg, goes over nto a cquark. In the process it em its a virtual W
Intermm ediate boson, which decays Into the e ; — pair. The problem is to
extract the m odulus V4 jfrom the experin entaldata.

In the heavy quark lin i the heavy m esonsB andD are sin ilar to hydro—
gen atom s. In each case the heavy quark sits In them iddle, lke the proton In
hydrogen, and the light com ponent surrounds i, like the electron cloud sur-
rounds the proton in the hydrogen atom . T he energy and m om entum ofthe
W -boson are very large on the scale ofthem om enta ofthe light com ponents.
An analogy would be a 1 M €V photon hitting the proton in hydrogen. In
this situation the heavy "nuclkus" behaves as if it were free. Tt gets efpcted
with lJargem om entum (on the scale of the light stu ) from its original posi-



tion. T he bquark absorbing (or equivalently em itting) the W Jooson changes
Into a cquark. Note that since the cquark is very heavy, Jarge m om entum
does not necessarily m ean large velociy. T his process, however, is not yet
the processB ! D . In order to get the probability am pliude for this de-
cay it is necessary to muliply the probability am plitude for the efpction of
the heavy quark by the prcbability am plitude that the light com ponent of
the orighal B -m eson w ill reorganize itself into the light com ponent of the
recoiling D -meson. This is given by the overlap of the two corresponding
wave functions. T hus, om itting the less Interesting (known) tem s, the decay
am plitude is

A=Vale @ )uF (1): 6)

Here v and v° denote the mitial and the nalvelocities of the heavy quark.
In the heavy quark 1m it these velocities are equal to the velocities of the
corresponding m esons. The argum ent ! = v v0, which can be interpreted as
the Lorentz factorofthe D as seen 1 the rest fram e ofthe B , is a m easure
of the recoil velocity. T he overlap factor, known as the IsgurW ise function,
is
Z
F)= @ @ (7)

N ote that the overlapping wave functions of the light com ponents di eronly
by the velocities oftheir centres. T he change ofthebquark Into a cquark and
the change of the relative spin ordentation ofthe heavy and light quarks from
antiparallel to parallel have in leading orderno e ect on the wave function of
the light com ponent. The ram aining di culy ishow to extract from thedata
the factor Y4 jw ithout using a speci cm odel for the IsgurW ise fiinction.
Two solutions to this problem have been proposed. In the exclusive ap—
proach one notices that forv = v°the two overlapping filnctions are dentical
and that consequently F (1) = 1 from the nom alization of the wave func-
tion. In this approach one obtains from the data the product V4 ¥ (!) and
extrapolates it to zero recoil, where F (! = 1) = 1. In the Inclusive approach,
one gives up the constraint that the nalcham ed statemustbeaD meson.
Then the IsgurW ise function is replaced by the probability am plitude that
the light com ponent w ill reorganize itself into anything, which is, of course,
equal one. Thus, one uses data for the inclusive process B! X £ . Here



X . denotes any state containing the quark c. Since the bquarks decay at
most always Into cquarks, X . can In practice be replaced by X meaning
anything. W e have presented here only the leading tem analysis. In prac-
tice one Includes various corrections, which are still som ew hat controversial.
Fortunately they change the calculated values of V4, jby only a few percent.
Incidentally, the analogous problm ofextracting the CK M m atrix elem ent
V] from the data ismuch harder and is an active sub ect of research.

Let usmention two open problem s connected w ith Inclusive decays (cf.
eg. [B). Theoretically one nds that the life tim es of the heavy particlks
containing single bquarks are well estin ated using the spectatorm odel, ie.
neglecting the e ect of the light com ponents on the life tin es. This corre-
goonds to equal life tin es for all such particles. It is possbl to calculate
corrections to this resut and they tum out to be ofa few percent. T hisagrees
wellw ith experim ent form eson decays, but for , the experin ental life tim e
isonly (072 0:06) ofthe bquark life tin e Inferred from m eson decays. The
theoretical expectation for this ratio is below one, but alm ost surely above
0.9. The s=cond problem is the m easured fraction of the B m esons, which
decay sam ikeptonicaly. Theory can reproduce i, but at the condition that
a large fraction of these decays lads to ¢c pairs. T he average number of ¢
and ¢ quarks per decay is experin entally (113 0:05), whilke the theoretical
num ber necessary to get agreem ent w ith the sam ileptonic branching ratio
is13. Thisdi erence may ssam an all, but it should be kept In m ind that
one cquark is present In alm ost every bdecay. T hus what counts is the sur-
plus over this num ber. Here the experin ental num ber is lss than half the
theoretical one.

Finally lt us mention the so called rare decays, ie. the decays, where
the bquark goes over Into an squark and a photon, or lpton pair. Here
the theory involves pingw In diagram s, is quite com plicated and is stillbeing
re ned, but what is In portant is that it agrees well w ith experim ent. This
elin nates m any ideas conceming "new physics" ie. physics beyond the
standard m odel.

5 P roduction of heavy particles

H eavy particle production is a broad and active sub ct. Here we shallonly
mention a few problem s, which now are attracting particular interest.



The calculated crosssection for the process pp ! tX at the Tevatron
is som ew hat lower than m easured. Since the experin ental uncertainties are
large, however, and since the discrepancy decreases as data in prove, this
does not seem to be a serious problam .

T he ratio of the decay probability of Z © into kb to the decay probability
of Z° into any hadrons should be about 02, because there are ve kinds
of quarks into which a 2° can decay and they all have m asses negligble
com pared to the Z ° m ass. Experin entally
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Ry

In agreem ent w ith this crude estin ate. P recise calculations, however, give
Ry = 02155, ie. a ratio an aller by about three standard deviations than
the experin ental one. This is considered as a possbl problam for the stan—
dard m odel. Tt is nteresting that supersym m etry can ncrease the predicted
Ry, so that it becom es Iower than the experin ental value by only about one
standard deviation. If this is the correct explanation of the discrepancy, the
lightest supersym m etric particles should have m asses below 100 G&V and
there is a good chance of discovering them in the upgraded LEP acceler—
ator. This is, of course, a bold speculation, but i has recently triggered
much discussion. Incidentally, the corresponding ratio R, = 0:154 0207,
to be com pared w ith the theoretical prediction 0:172. Here, however, the
experin ent is very di cult and a m odi cation of the theory isnot plausble,
therefore this discrepancy is expected to disappear, when data in proves.

F inally ket usm ention the production of cham onia at the Tevatron. A c-
cording to theory those cham onia, which are not decay products of particles
containing bquarks, should be m ostly produced In glion-glion interactions.
Such Interactions are much m ore lkely to produce P -wave cham onia ( —
states) than S-wave cham onia ( -states). Therefore, the prediction was
that the direct production of -statesw illbe sm alland that a Jargem a prity
ofsuch cham onia willcom e from decaysof -states. Experin entally it seem s
that the direct production of -cham onia is much stronger than expected,
som etin es stronger by m ore than an order of m agnitude. One way out of
this di culy is to assum e that the of system s in octet colour states are an
In portant interm ediate state.
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