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A bstract

A fully relativistic quark m odel is constructed and applied to the
study ofwave-functions aswellas the spectrum ofheavy-light m esons.
T he free param eters of the m odel are a constituent quark m ass and
(on the lattice) an adjistable rparam eter in the ferm ionic kinetic en—
ergy, while the con nem ent is introduced via potentials m easured by
M onteC arlo. The results are com pared to M onte C arlo energies and
C oulom b-gauge w ave functions. T hey are In very good agreem ent w ith
thedata. A com parison w ith previousm odels suggests that we are see—
ing In the M onte C arlo data the quantum —relativistic delocalization of

the quark due to Z itterbew egung.
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1 Introduction

Recent studies in quenched lattice QCD [i] have kd to a considerable ad-
vance in our understanding of m eson wave fiinctions — In particular, of the
relation between the BetheSalpeter wavefiinction of a heavy-light m eson in
Coulomb gauge QCD and the wavefunctions ocbtained from a soinless rela—

tivistic quark m odel (SRQM ) de ned by a Ham iltonian of the orm g, 3]
q

H,= m +V (r) 1)
wherem isa constituent quark m ass, and V (r) the con ning potential (de—
termm ined by M onte C arlo m easuram ents of W ilson line correlations of static
color sources).

W ave functions ocbtained from {1:) have proved to be enom ously usefilin
constructing appropriately am eared lattice operators for heavy-light m esons
[L], leading to accurate lattice calculations of B -m eson properties. T hey have
also been recently applied to the extraction of the IsgurW ise function ffl].
R elativistic potential m odels have also been used to estin ate pseudoscalar
m eson decay constants fi]

D exoite the fact that SRQM wavefunctions give a vastly better t than
nonrelativistic ones to the m eson wavefiinctions m easured In M onte C arlo
calculations, som e persistent discrepancies In sin utaneously describing the
asym ptotic (large distance) behavioraswellas the w avefinction at the origin
suggest that them odelde ned by Eqg @:) is not capturing all of the essential
physics, even at the level of a valence quark description. Recall that the
SRQM of (_1:) hasonly a single free param eter, the constituent quark m assm ,
as the potentialV (r) is determ ined by M onte C arlo m easurem ents for each

lattice studied. T hese discrepancies are not very in portant in constructing



an eared operators for the ground state m eson In each angular m om entum

channel, but becom e very troublesom e when one tries to extract excited
state properties using the m ultistate form alisn ofR eftl_: ], where adm ixtures
of the ground state should be kept to am Inimum .

O ur ob ective In this paper is not only to construct an In proved version
ofthe SRQM which doesabetter pb In tting the globalbehavior ofm eson
wavefunctions for di erent angular m om enta and for sn all as well as large
distanoe, but also to provide a clear explanation ofthe approxin ationsbeing
done and the relation of the resulting m odelw ith a hypothetical fullQ CD
solution of the problem .

T he resulting m odel extracts, we believe, the full content of the phys—
ical picture provided by the valence quark description and consistent w ith
Q CD .Theaccurate predictions for the w ave finctions as com pared toM onte
Carlo sinulations (see Section 3.1) Indicates that Heavy-light m esons can
be represented reasonably well in termm s of this picture.

The two m ain e ects which em erge from the m ore com plkte treatm ent
given in Sections 2 and 3 below ofthe lattice QCD Coulomb gauge H am il
tonian, and which are found to in prove considerably the agreem ent of the

m odelw ith the m easured M onte C arlo wavefunctions are

1. A renom alization oftheW ilson rjparam eteraway from thebare value
(r=1) used In the M onte Carl sinulations. The sign of this lattice
e ect can be understood already from the one-doop seagull correction
(see Section 2 1), although the m agniude (as in the case of the quark
m ass correction renom alizing K ) seam s to involve a large nonpertur—
bative piece. T his is reasonable, since a renom alization of r is an ef-

fect involving allm om enta, In particular low m om enta where we know



perturbation theory fails. A lso , one must keep in m ind that a one-
loop calculation in the 4-dim ensional Euclidean theory (wih ar € 0),
w il not necessarily give the correct quantitative shift of the spatial
rparam eter in the H am iltonian form ulation Where a continuum lim it

ar ! 0 has im plicitly been taken).

This e ect, which should becam e irrelevant in the continuum lim it,
playshowever an in portant quantitative role In proving the agreem ent
between m odel and data for the lattice sizes tested so far (see section

22).

2. Som e of the observed discrepancies between m odelH ; and the M onte
C arlo sim ulations persist, even after the corrections m plied in point
1. These ram aining discrepancies are considerably reduced when the
correct relativistic treatm ent of the heavy-light system is perform ed.
A detailed analysis of the di erences between this correct treatm ent
and the previous m odels give rise to a beautifiil explanation of this
new corrections. They tum out to be due to the delocalization of the
light quark known as Ziterbewegung, that, as is well known, arise
from the nability to localize a relativistic particle in a local unitary
theory. To my know ledge, these e ects are seen for the rst tine in

M onte C arlo m easured wave flinctions.

In section 2, we construct a m odel that correctly takes into account the
W ilson lattice ferm jonic kinetic energy [:6] used In the M onte Carlo sinu-—
lations. Thism odel however does not represent an im provem ent over H ;.
T he reason for that isanalyzed and as a resul a new m odelarises, incorpo—

rating the renom alization of the W ilson r-param eter, that does represent



an in provem ent over C_l:). In section 22 we com pare this new m odel and
H 1 wih theM onte C arlo data. In section 3 we carry out a fully relativistic
treatm ent of the problm . In section 3.1 this m odel is com pared w ih the
M onte C arlo data. In section 4 we com pare the physical content of the three
m odels and interpret the di erences. In section 5 we present the conclusions

and discuss upocom Ing studies.

2 TIm proved Treatm ent of K inetic Tem s

Aswasshown In Refs. E},:_Z],the H am iltonian given by equation (_1:) describes
very wellthe results ofM onte C arlo calculations of the C oulom b gauge wave
functions of a heavy-light m eson in quenched approxin ation. In addition to
practical in plications for lattice studies, thism odel provides a surprisingly
sin ple physical picture for the heavy-light m esons, nam ely, the heavy quark
acting as a source of the con ning Coulomb potential and the light quark
m oving relativistically n this con ning eld (the relativistic nature of the
kinetic energy was essential -Q] In reproducing the large distance behavior
of the wave function). The real gluons are com pltely decoupled from the
quarks exoept for their role renom alizing the m ass.

In this paper, we will carry the physical picture In plied by a valence
quark m odel to is lim its. The resulting m odel highly in proves the one
given by Eq.@:) both concsptually and in its predictive pow er w hile keeping
the underlying sim plicity.



2.1 Using the W ilson A ction

A rst, perhaps ocbvious m odi cation to H ; am ounts to replacing the ki-
netic energy by the lattice W ilson dispersion relation rLG] taking correctly
Into acoount the speci ¢ lattice form ulation em ployed in the sin ulations. &t
is In portant In assessing the quantitative validiy of the relativistic quark
m odelthat system atic e ects due to lattice discretization be dealt w ith con—
sistently both In the m odel and In the M onte Carl sinulations so that
deviations between the two m ay be properly attributed to In portant phys—
ical e ects rather than lattice artifacts which will eventually disappear in
the continuum lim it. The M onte C arlo calculations [1:] that constitute the
experin ental’ data were done w ith a W ilson r param eter equalto one. So

our new Ham iltonian becom es:
v

u X3

H=t*M2@)+ Q2+ V() @)

=1
w here

X3

M Q) m + 1 cosg) 3)
k=1

Qx @ sin g @)

A Though this m odel is closer to lattice QCD since it contains the cor—
rect dispersion relation, the corresponding wave flinctions do not represent
an in provem ent w ith respect to m odel @:) . A ctually, they m agnify the dis-
crepancies between m odelH ; and M onte Carlo data. This is at rst sight
very surprising because, as already said, Eq(_Z) is closer to Jattice QCD in
its treatm ent of the ferm jonic kinem atics than H ;.

T he solution to this puzzle com es from a detailed analysis of the renor—

m alization of the param eters of the theory on the hattice.



M ore speci cally, consider the one loop contrbution to the quark self
energy. O n the Jattice we have two graphs rather than one (as a consequence

of the com pact representation of the gauge eld):

ky

(a) (b)

Figure 1: O ne loop graphs contributing to the quark selfenergy

C orresponding to:
~ ~ 1 =m + Ep2+ i + (a)+ ©) (5)
p p P > PTp P
where p = ZSjn% and p = sihp :_1:

G raph (o) also appears In the continuum whilke graph (@) is present only
on the lattice In a com pact form ulation of the gauge theory. It is precisely
graph (@) that will provide in the cleanest way the solution to our puzzl,

as its contribution to the self energy in Coulom b gauge is:
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2 X
@ (] 1) 1 1 :
= _— — — (roos i + 6
o g e ' ( Po 0Po) (6)
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where = L 4, greek indices run from 1 to 4 and rom an indices from 1 to

3 (this convention applies in all equations in this paper) . Eq@)oontajns

W e are using here the notation ofR eff_".]



the contribution from the Coulom bic Instantaneous interaction whik Eqgq Cj)
contains the contrbutions from the realgluons.
W riting p° as F 4_ 121 cosp ), the nverse free propagator becom es
x4

=m+ 4r r cosp + i P (8)
=1

p

and we in m ediately realize that the part of éa) proportionalto the dentity

m atrix (in theD irac Indices) explicitly renom alizestheW ilson r param eter.

Speci cally:

( NZ 1 " 1% 1 #)

iim e ! r 1 g274N - @ )
k i

( " #)
r, 1 or o1 gZLZ D1t 1y i ) (10)
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For our Jattice size, the perturbative r renom alization due to graph (@) are,

In Coulomb gauge:

2
_ 1
12 20 Dol guse (11)
aN
2
_ 1
g2 = gz% 0:102= 0:97 12)

W e shall be com paring RQM m odels w ith M onteC arlo data generated
on a 12°x24 lattice at = 5.7, corresponding to a naive bare lattice coupling
gﬁ 1.05. The hopping param eter was = 0.168. N onperturbative e ects
m ay partially be included by using instead the tadpole-in proved (0] de -
nition of the coupling, which gives for the value considered a value closer
to 2.9 or g> P]. This is the value used in Eqsi{112).

In our Ham iltonian m odels we consider of course only rgace. Thisvalue,

aswew ill see In the next subsection correctly predict the sign ofthe change in



r although the m agnitude seam s to have big nonperturbative contributions.
G raph () also contributes e ectively to the r renom alization, but not In
an explicit way as In the case of the st one. However, In this case the
num erical contribution ismuch an aller (@as In the case of the m ass shift).

O f course the m ass is also renom alized as is well known, and also by
an am ount which is quite a bit larger than the perturbative one-loop shift
(even w ih tadpole In proved couplings).

T he In portant point of this calculation is to realize that not only the
m ass but also the W ilson r param eter should ke considered as free param e-
ters, since both ofthem are dynam ically m odi ed, in a nonperturoative way.

Including this e ect, the m odel acquires the sam e form as in Eg (:’_&')

4 3
u X
Hy="M2@+ 02+ V@ 13)
i=1
but w ith
%3
M@ m+r 1 ocosqg) 14)
k=1

W e have now therefore two adjustable param eters, m and r. This new
m odel, w ith correctly chosen values for the param eters, represents a sub—
stantial quantitative in provem ent over m odel (_]:) as will be shown In the
next section. W e also understand now why Eq.(-'_Z) actually works worse
than Eqfl), asH; ise ectively close (in the sense that the form fonic kinetic
dispersion relation is close to the bosonic one over m ost lattice m om enta)
to one particular case ofthem odelH ,. In fact, i corresponds, or xed m ,
tor 085 ascan be seen sin ply by plotting the corresponding dispersion
relations. This value, although not optin al, is closer to the optin al choice

form odel ('_1-3) (see Section 2 2) than the naive unrenom alized choice r= 1.



T he In provem ent obtained w th Eg @.-3), although very signi cant from
a quantitative point of view for the lattice sizes tested so far , should never-
theless beocom e irrelevant in the continuum lim i, although it is certainly
relevant In providing accurately sm eared m eson operators for m ultistate
M onteC arlo studies I].

In any case, we have now not only a better m odel but one that has
a closer connection to QCD since i contains the actual dynam ical Q CD
ferm ionic kinetic energy . W e shall see In the next section that the m odi-

cation In the dispersion form ula greatly im proves the t to the m easured
wavefuinctions at shorter distance (and in particular at the origin) once the
m and r param eters are chosen to optim ize the t at medium and large
distances.

A fuller description, starting with the BetheSalpeter equation (W hich
for a light quark propagating in the color eld of a static source reduces to
a D irac equation) will lead in Section (3) to a m odel giving sin ilar wave—
finctions, agreeing even m ore closely w ith them easured ones. Such am odel
represents a valence quark description of the heavy-light m eson that is as
close to QCD as possbl w ithout laving the physical picture outlined in

the introduction.

22 Quantitative C onsequences of the Im proved P otential

M odel

In order to actually solve for the wave functions of the m odel, we used the
sam e m ethod as in Refs E,EZ]. W e brie vy explain it here for com pleteness.
T he procedure used In a m ultistate an earing calculation of heavy-light

m eson properties [_2] for generating lattice an earing functions from the RQM

10



is as llows. O ne obtains orthonomn al lattice wavefuinctions, which are
eilgenstates of a Jattice RQM Ham iltonian de ned on a L3 lattice @wih =;x°

Jattice sites):

H ero Kppo+ V (£) pxo 15)

T he eigenstates In a channel of given orbial quantum numbers (S,P D

1
E

etc) are obtained by applying the resolvent operator ;— to a source wave-
functions of the sam e orbital sym m etry. T he m odel at this stage is spinless
(the m easured wavefiinctions represent spin-averages of the top two D irac
com ponents of the light quark eld) so issues of soin-orbit coupling do not
yet arise (they will be dealt with properly In the full D irac form alism of
Section 3).

In the resolvent approach, S-states are generated by applying the resol-
vent kemel to a m onopole localized at the origin, P -states with a source

dpolk, and so on. At each trial value of the energy E , the nom of the

resulting state ¢ lH ©) is evaluated. O bviously

X 1
R k (
E H

0

Jero P @k 1 (16)

r
when E ! eigenvalue ofH . Typically, wavefinctions accurate to 4-5 sig—
ni cant gures are obtained by stopping once this nom exceeds 3000. At

thispoint a sn earing eigenstate ;i’ear (r) is extracted by renom alizing the

vector == @ to unit nom . The nversion ofE  H isperfom ed by the
conjugate gradient algorithm , w ith the m ultiplication of the kinetic temm
done In m om entum space using a fast Fourder transfom .

In the llow ing gureswe present the results of our new m odelas com —

pared w ih the old one. A swas already m entioned in the previous section,

11



the M onteC arlo data presented In the foolow Ing gures was generated on a
123x24 lattice at =5.7, and the hopping param eterwas = 0.168.

In Fjgl-Z] we com pare the ground state wave fiinctions for the v = 123
case. The values chosen for the constituent m ass and r param eters are
chosen to m axin ize the agreem ent (In a m ean square sense) between data
and the resgpective m odels in the ground state. A s i tumed out, the optin um
constituent m asses are very sin ilar to one another and the wave functions
very insensitive to am all changes around the optinum value. W e present
here the results for the sam e values of the constituent m ass. T his choice,
while essentially identical to the optinum cases, helps to appreciate the
e ect ofthe r renom alization. The case ofH , with r= 1 isalso included to
em phasize the e ect ofthe r renom alization. A swe can see, the agreem ent
w ih the M onte Carlb data was already very good for H, and is further
In proved, soecially at the origin by H ,.

But the m ost Im portant reason for which m odel H , was introduced,
was to capture the lattice artifacts unavoidably present in the M onte Carl
data. Only after these artifacts are well under our control can we hope to

nd som e physics In the data beyond the one provided by H ;. In this sense
the In provem ent at the origin is due to the r renom alization as can be seen
by com paring w ith the unrenom alized case denoted H,, m = 023, r= 10
Also we present In Fjgij] a detail ofFjgf_Z] corresponding to the region of
distances between R = 14 and R = 24. Speci cally, as can be seen In
Fjg-LZ], at points corresponding to distances R = P 3 (this corresponds to
the lattice points %1 = 11 lﬁ 1k ) and R, = 2 (corresponding to the
pointx, = 21 03 0k and the points generated by cyclic perm utation of

the coordinates), there is a pronounced Yiscontinuity’ in the M onte Carlb

12
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Figure 2: 1S state, L = 12. W e see at the origin the In provem ent of H ,
over H; when r is renom alized. W ith r = 1 however, model H , does a
poor pb show ing the necessity of r renom alization. The M onte C arlo wave
finctions were extracted at di erent tin e slices. A though all tin e slices
gave very sin ilar results, the wave function extracted at the fourth one,
that we present here, was the one w ith the best signal to noise ratio. That
is them eaning of the t4 in the M onte C arlo data point label.
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data that should of course disappear in the continuum Ilimi. On a nie
Jattice and still not very close to the continuum this discontinuity is easy to
understand qualitatively: it is due to the fact that under these conditions
the systam respondsm ore naturally in term s of a m etric notion of distance
between two points on a lattice given by som e function of the number of
links between these points (notice that %; isat 3 Iinksaway from the origin
while %, isonly at 2, In contradistinction w ith their euclidean distance). In

gure 3 we see how model H ;1 com pletely ignores this lattice artifact, H »
with r= 1 is slightly closer, whilke H ; with r= 0354 follow s aln ost perfectly
the discontihuity.

In Fjgﬁfl] we can better appreciate the large distance region.

In Fjg[_S], we show the sam e inform ation as in Fjg[_ﬁ] but In logarithm ic
scale to appreciate the asym ptotic region. Aswe see, both,H 1 and H , wih
renom alized r do a very good b in this region.

So, aswe have seen, as far as the ground state is concemed, H , not only
show s an In provem ent over H , specially visbl at the origin, but it also
proved capabl of capturing very pronounced lattice artifacts. Both e ects
clearly show the relevance of taking Into account the r renom alization.

Once the values of m and r are speci ed to reproduce as accurately as
possble the ground state, we com pare now the results for the 1P state. In
this case, we divide the respective wave functions by cos to show only the
radialdependence. Aswecan see in Fjgié], them odelH , doesagain a better
b than H 1, although there is still room to inprove. The case ofH , wih
r= 1 isnot shown since it was In the previous guresonly to see the e ect
of renom alizing r. In any case, i again perform sworse than H ;.

So we conclude that, although the m odi cations leading to H , are only

14
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Figure 3: Detailof gure 2. W e see here the Yiscontinuity’ between points
at distancesR; = 173 and R, = 2. W hilem odelH ; com pltely ignores it,
and m odelH , w ith unrenom alized r can do just slightly better, m odelH ,

w ith the renom alized r aln ost perfectly follow s the discontinuity.
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Figure 4: Large R region of gure 2. Thecase H, wih r = 10 is not
displayed to clarify the relevant Inform ation. W e see that both H; and H ,
w ih renom alized r f2ll very close to the data in this region (notice the
scale).
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Figure 6: 1P state , L = 12. The values of the param eters were xed
to reproduce as accurately as possbl the ground state. W e can see the

In provem ent of H , over H 1, but stillwe have plenty of room to In prove.
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due to lattice artifacts, the quantitative in provem ent is signi cant, so the
value of H, resides In the fact that it captures a very im portant lattice
discretization e ect. Nevertheless the in proved m odel is still conosptually
and quantitatively inadequate. T he conosptual inadequacy stem s from the
fact that the relation between the eigenstates of H , and the spin-averaged
Bethe-Salpeter wavefunctions In Coulom b gauge is unclear (eg. the poten—
tial m odel ignores antiquarks w hereas there are coupled upper and lower
com ponents in a D irac form alisn ). Q uantitatively, we shall see that use of
a fullD irac form alisn which is closely related to the BetheSalpeter wave—
function also further In proves the agreem ent w ith the M onte C arlo resuls.
In this ull form alism , it w ill still be in portant however to include the r—

renom alization discussed above.

3 Full BetheSalpeter treatm ent of H eavy-Light

W avefunctions

A s we have seen, the agreem ent between the wavefunctions derived from

the Ham iltonian H , and the M onte C arlo data is quite rem arkable; how —
ever, not only is there still room for fiirther quantitative in provem ent but
from a conceptualpoint of view the connection between these sin ple m od—
elsand a fullhypotheticalQ CD solution ofthem eson C oulom b gauge w ave
finctions isnot com pletely clear. In another words, i would be nice to have
a m odel that works as well as the previous one and in which the nature of
the approxin ations being done is com pltely transparent. In this subsec—
tion we w ill construct thism odeland as a bonus the resuting one w ill show

an additional quantitative in provem ent over H , w ith a very nice physical
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Interpretation.

W e shall assum e that:

(@) Transverse glion interactions w ith the quarks act prim arily to renor-
m alize the m ass and r param eters in the quark kinetic tem . Fock states
nvolving realglions In addition to the valence quarks are neglected.

) The net e ect ofCoulomb glion exchange between the light and static
quarks can be expressed by the potential acting between two in nitely heavy
color sources.

M ore qualitatively, the picture in thebadk ofourm ind, supported by the
com parison with data aswillbe seen in Section (3.1), consists of the light
quark m oving fast enough for relativistic e ects to be im portant, but on the
other hand not so fast that the interaction w ith the static quark cannot be
accurately described by the energy w hich would cbtain ifthe light quark were
held xed. A lfematively, one m ight assum e that the tin e scales over which
the string connecting the quark to the static source responds to changes in
the light quark position are an all com pared w ith the tin e scales relevant
for the light quark m otion.

Before we proceed w ith the derivation ofournew m odel, it w illbe useful
to present a brief description of what was actually m easured in the M onte
C arlo sin ulations ofR efﬂ:] that constitutes ourdata. Even though thiswork
used a sophisticated m ultistate sm earingm ethod, for our purposes it su ces
to know that the basic inform ation was extracted from them easurem ent, in

quenched lattice Q CD , of the G reen function:
F (%x;t) = H0Dy 0;) san &5t)am (2;0) 5Qy ©;0)Pi 17)

In the Ilin it were the bquark is taken to be In nitely m assive. In this
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Iim it, the heavy quark propagator is sin ply proportional to 1—20 , therefore
F becom es proportional to the average of the upper two com ponents of
the light quark propagator in the presence of a color source. From the
calculation of this ob ect, using the above m entioned m ultistate sn earing
m ethod (ie. snearing the source point x of the light quark wih Ansatz
m eson wavefunctions derived from H 1) the upper two com ponents of the
m eson wave function were extracted and soin averaged. The result of this
operation constitutes the data against which we com pare ourm odels.

Taking this Into acocount we willnow construct a m odel that represents
as closely aspossible the quantitiesm easured in the M onte C arlo sin ulations
realizing at the sam e tin e the physical ideas presented above.

In a ullQCD treatem ent of the problem at hand, the relevant Bethe-

Salpeter w avefiinction would be

Ge;t) MO (¢80 O P i (18)

where i is the vacuum , P i is the meson state (in the center of m ass
frame with energy H Pi= EggP i), and gy ;Qy are the light and heavy
Heisenberg elds.

In the In niely m assive heavy quark lin i, but otherw ise still in 1l

QCD ,Eq.C_l-S) is best w ritten as,
;) WO ;P 1 19)

where P 1 Qp ©;9P i. This notation em phasizes the fact that in the
above 1m it, the heavy quark eld isnot dynam ical.
Aswe se, f we were ablk to caloulate exactly Eq.@.-g) in the context

ofheavy quark lim it quenched lattice Q CD , we would be reproducing every
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detail of the resuls of the M onte C arlo sin ulations, since that is precisely
the quantity being m easured.

In our physical picture however, as stated above the transverse ghion
Interactions w ith the quarks act prin arily to renom alize the m ass (and in
the lattice also the W ilson r param eter) in the quark kinetic tetm and the
net e ect of Coulomb glion exchange between the light and static quarks
can be expressed by the potential acting between two in nitely heavy color

sources. Under these conditions the equation satis ed by gy reduces to:
0 @
et
that together w ith the H eisenberg equation @%qﬁ = H ;g ] (in Euclidean

~

no( i ¥+ iAg+m)y P i=0 20)
space) and the relation WOJH ;o 1P i= EshOy P i, give rse to the

eigenvalie equation
(i~ 4+m +V @®) @®=Egs @® (21)

w hich isnothing but the D irac equation forthe light quark In the presence of
the con ningextemal eld . T hisequation corresoonds, on the lattics, (W ith
the renom alization of the W ilson r param eter also taken into acoount) to

an e ective lattice H am iltonian given by the usualW ilson ferm ion action:

X
Hy = f'x)@m + 3 &)
ix .
5l ®+K) &) ®) &+ k)]
k=1
rX3 + +
5 ®+ K) ®)+ &) ®+ k)]
k=1
+ TRV &) &®)g ©2)

where x represents a point In the three dim ensional lattice of size L. , and

x are just the D iracm atrices, (x) is the 4-com ponent wave fiinction, and
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V %) is the con ning potential determ ined by M onte C arlo m easuram ents
of W ilson line correlations of static color sources ﬂ:]. T he constituent m ass
m and the W ilson r param eters are free param eters.

T he Ham iltonian H 3 de nesour new m odel. From the above discussion
we realize it represents the closest possible m odelto QCD consistent w ith
the valence quark picture whose validiy in the heavy-light m eson system
we want to check.

Aswillbe shown in Section (3.1) this new m odel represents a further
In provem ent in the prediction of the correct wave functions, that by now
are, w ithin the errors of the M onte C arlo calculations, essentially fully re—
produced, indicating the validiy of the valence quark m odel to describe
heavy-light m esons. G iven the necessary assum ptions to generate this pic—
ture from QCD (stated above), the strong coupling nature of the con ning
m echanisn s, and the lightness of one of the quarks clearly re ected In the
necessity of a fully relativistic kinetic energy, the success of the m odel can
hardly be expected a priori, and constitutes a strong statem ent about Q CD

dynam ics.

3.1 Com parison with data

To nd num erically the eigenvectors and eigenvalues ofH 3, although we fol-
lowed in general the sam e procedure outlined in Section (2 2), som e features
of H 3 had to be taken into acocount. For exam ple, due to the non-positivity
ofthe spectrum , the Inversion ofE  H 3 wasperformm ed w ith a generalization
of the conjigate gradient algorithm , the so called m inim um residual algo—
rithm -ﬁ], that takes care of sym m etric but non-positive de nite m atrices

(one m ay replace the N N ocom plex hem itian H 3 with a real sym m etric
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2N 2N version, which is however non-positivede nie). To locate the
correct region of the spectrum we started in the large m ass regin e where
the wavefuinctions are w ellunderstood and gradually reduced them asswhile
tracking the resulting eigenstates.

In the ollow ing gures we present the resuls of our new m odel and
com pare them wih the M onte Carlo D ata and the predictions ofH ;. The
values of the param eters are chosen again to reproduce as well as possble
the ground state of the system . Follow Ing as closely as possbl what was
done in the M onte carlo sim ulations, (rie y described in section 3), the
results of H 3 presented In the gures, constitute the average of the two
upper com ponents of the corresponding four-com ponent eigenvectors.

In Fjg[?.] we see that our new m odel perform s as well as H, for the
ground state, w here there was essentially no room for fiirther in provem ent.
W e should how evernote that while the optim um valueforrin H 3 su ersonly
a am all change w ith respect to the one In H ,, the optimum m ass becom es
considerably heavier.

O nce the param etershave been xed to reproduce aswellaspossible the
ground state of the system , we m ay com pare the 1P state. Again, as in the
previous gures for 1P wave fiinctions, we divide them by cos and present
only the radialpart. In this case we clearly see the quantitative superioriy
of H 3 over the previousm odels. N ear the origin H 3 &llsm uch closer to the
data than H ».

W e see then that choosing the optin al param eters for the respective
m odels, a ullD irac m odelbased on the operator H 3 (that, as we have seen
In section 3 is conceptually as close to lattice QCD as possbl w ithin the

valence quark m odel), outperform s all the other m odels and w ithin M onte
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Figure 7: 1S state, L = 12. The D irac m odelperform s in this case slightly
better than H ,, although there is little room for further In provem ent in this
case.
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Tablk 1:

M odel Ezs Eis

MonteCarlo, = 0168 | 031 0.02

Hi,m = 023 02381

H,,m 023, r= 054 | 0.356

Hiy,m = 04,r= 05 0.324

C arlo errors essentially fully reproduces the data.

W e had also available the energies of the 1S and 2S states for the M onte
Carlo data, obtained from the multistate an earing analysis of E:]. The
only m eaningfiil com parison is between energy di erences since there is an
arbirary choice in deciding the zero energy of the potential V (r). The
respective energy di erencesbetween 1S and 2S states are presented In Table
1.

Again model H 3 is iIn better agreem ent w ith the M onte Carl results
than the others and, w thin the errors, reproduces the m easured resuls.

M odel H 3 was system atically closer to the data for other values of the
hopping param eter . W e present in Tabl 2 the energy solitting for the
M onte C arlo data corresponding to = 0:61. This value corresponds to a
heavier light quark and the optin um values of the param eters correspond-
Ingly change. T hey are also presented In Tabk 2. A Ithough theM onte C arlo
predictions for the various values of the energies change w ith respect to the
previous ones, the energy di erence essentially rem ains unchanged. This
behavior is closely followed by H 3 that continues m atching the data. Very

Interestingly though, H, su ers an appreciable m odi cation in the right di-
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Tablk 2:

M odel Ezs Eis

Monte Carlo, = 0d6l1| 032 0.02

Hp,m = 032 02385

H,,m 032, r= 046 | 0338

Hi,m = 05, r= 045 0.325

rection, it's predictions approach the ones of H 3 for this heavier case. The
approach ofm odels 2 and 3 for heavier quarks w ill be dsicussed in greater

detail In the follow ing section.

In the next section we w ill discuss the nature of the In provem ent of H 3

w ith respect to the previousm odels.

4 Physical O rigin of di erences

In orderto fully appreciate the nature ofthe quantitative im provem ent given
by ournew m odel, we w illnow com pare it w ith the previous ones.

An obvious di erence between the m odel given by Eq.@-g:) and those
described by equations (1) and (L3) isthat the form er takes into account spin
e ects. TheM onte C arlo wavefiinctionsw ith w hich we have tested them odel
were In fact soin-averaged, but H 3 contains in principle a full description
of spin-orbi e ects. W hat ollows is a com parison of the m odels at the
son-averaged level. TheM onteC arlo wavefunctions cbtained in heavy-light
sin ulations are typically cbtained by averaging the two upper com ponents

of the light quark propagator on the naltine slice. That iswhy we have
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perform ed the sam e averaging w hen com puting a m eson w avefunction from
thenew RQM .

E xpressing the kinetic part of the H am itonian H 3 In m om entum space,

we get,
1X x3
Hsxin = 3 ~ @M @ o+ xQx @g~@) 23)
q k=1
w ith
%3
M @) m+ r 1 cosq) (24)
k=1
Qx @ sin o 25)

Observing Eq.{23) and Eq.{I3), we realize that a m eaningfi1l com parison
requires expressing the D iracW ilson H am iltonian oqu.('_Z-_Z) in a represen-
tation In which the kinetic energy acquires the form of the kinetic energy
piece ofE q.@.-g) . In the continuum this representation exists and is given by
the well known free Foldy-W outhuysen EFW ) transform ation Efl:]. By this
we mean a transform ation where the D irac eld is rotated by the unitary
transform ation which decouples upper and low er com ponents in the absence
of interactions. O f course, the full Foldy-W outhuysen transform ation per-
form s this decoupling ncluding the interaction w ith the external eld order
by order in the inverse quark m ass. H owever, we w ish to avoid a lJargem ass
expansion for light quarks, and an \alltorders" version of the FW transfor-
m ation is not known explicitly. N evertheless, the relation between m odels
H, and H 3 can still be clari ed by a partial FW transform ation in which
upper and lower com ponents are decoupled in the kinetic term only. O n the
Jattice the corresponding representation goes along the sam e lines as In the

continuum . W e then w rite
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H)= ~"e Be¥H3e B~ ©26)

where e is a unitary (but nonlocal) operator . In m om entum space, if we

choose e'® according to (See B])

; 05 @)
pE°Hi=1° pqlos g+ — s 4] @7)
o @i ¢
where Q ; (@) is given byEq.(_2-§),  are the D irac gamm a m atrices, and
v
14 1
COos q P=u 1+ — (28)
2t 14 R@F
M % (q)
v
14 1
2t 14 R@f
M 2 (@)
A fter this transform ation, the kinetic part of H 3 becom es
0 1X +
Hiwn = F ©) Ep ©) (30)
P
! |4 3 -
whereE, = M 2(p)+ ;_,02@),withM () and Q(q) given by &4

and £3), and e® . InRef {[d], a lattice Foldy-#W outhuysen transfor-
m ation is also being considered.

So now , both m odels have the sam e kinetic part and the di erence be-
tween them becom es com pltely transparent. Nam ely, whik the m odel of
Eq.('_l-_j) has (In coordinate space) a potential energy of the fomm :

X
Hopot = TRV &) (x) (31)

x

the potential energy of the m odel H 3 becom es after the Foldy-W outhuysen

transform ation of Eqgs £629):
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+ @)f ol ) ok vy, )

P
[cos 4+ —sin  4llcos -sin g &) B2)
]

as can be seen sinply by expressing the eds and ' intemmsof and
" through =e ¥ and *t= *e&5.

Com paring Egs ('_3-}') and ('_3-3) and taking into account the de nitions of

s , and sin , given by Egs {_23) and (_2-9),we see that {_3-_2) reduces to

Bl) inthem ! 1 lmi,inwhichcos , ! landsin , ! 0and therefore

8 9
0 m! 1 1 X + < X X igEz =) e vy) -
H 3ot 6 ) e e Ve )
Z zy PA !
X
= TRV @) &) (33)

X
Tt is worth looking at the above lim it In m ore detail. Expanding the

product betw een brad<etsanq('_3-_) and rem enberingthat * 3=g9 13,

we obtain
H o Lx fX X e x b Yy
3 pot ﬁ (=) e e )
Zz )y PA
Fifia)+ Fo i)+ Fsidlo &) (34)
w here
Q @ P, .
F 7 = + — 35
e R TE T R o
13 Qi @P ) .
Foig) = iY———-———sh sm (36)
’ D @P ey T F
Qi@ iPiP)
Fizp;a) = stm qQOs j?(p)jsm pCos 4  (37)
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To Interpret these tem s it is convenient to consider their continuum

I it. In this lim i, Eq{28) and £9) becom e:
/2 —

13 1 ! 13
s ¢ p:g 1+ q:mljlarge]_ _:H_jq (38)
2 14 B 8m?2
m2
g
1 1 ! 1937
m2
and the Interactions corresponding to the three term s above becom e:
Z Z Z
0 . .
H3l;})t — + @)f eJQ(Z X)elp(x Y)V ()
=z Xy PA
1uf 1pF . 19 p
— == == 4 — 40
Z[l 8m?2 8m?2 4 m?2 b &) “0)
= TRV &) ®) (41)
x
7
1 + 2
+ = ®)r °V &) () 42)
8m?2

Tem 6_4-14') represents the electrostatic energy of a point-like particle and is
the one present in models H; and H ;. M ore interestingly, tem 42) corre-
sponds to exactly the D arw in termm . Tt arises because of Z itterbew egung, as

can be seen from the am earing of the potential (see Eqs@-ff) and 6_3-’_3) ).

Z Z Z
0 . .
Hofhe = T@E e WeRE My g
. i3 9iP5 1 ®\IPJ
oty = 0 43)
HiPjA 1
— + (Z)f eifi(z X)eip(x Y)V (X)
k4 %y Pr’q
0 gp,
J
ik . m]g &) (44)
|
Z k :
: 0
i + @ @
= — ik — £V — @)g @45
4m2 . (X) l]k@Xj_ (X) O K @Xj ( )g ( )
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W here we have used the dentity 9 = 1k L where the ¥ are
0

the Paulim atrices. C learly Eqg @-_5) represents the spin-oroit interaction.

Finally we have:

Z Z Z
0 . .
Hyphe = T e)f el M gP® Yy )
z xy PA
[izqi iPiy ) (46)
121 2m

i d .

= — T R)f—V ®) g &) @7)
2m  x @x*

representing Interactions betw een upper and low er com ponents of the D irac
sonhor. In a lJarge m ass expansion (the usualFW transform ation) this term
is rem oved by a unitary rotation at order 1=m 2.

Tt isperhapsworth m entioning that ignoring thisterm com plktely (clearly
valid for Jargem assesonly!) but notm aking the Jarge m ass expansion in Gfl-(_j,
:51-3) and spinh-averaging the resulting H am iltonian, yields a m odi ed poten—
tialm odelw hich we have studied and which yields wavefunctions very close
to the ullD irac form alism . T his approxin ation is not very wellm otivated
however, as it seam s to Involre a rather inconsistent treatm ent in termm s of
a 1=m developm ent.

In retrospect we realize that potential m odel descriptions based on H 4
and H , are som ew hat Inconsistent since, aswehave jist seen, they e ectively
takethelmi m ! 1 in the potentialpart whik keeping a nitemass in
thekineticpart (as rst shown in Ref P)), the full relativistic kinetic energy is
essential In reproducing the data). T he reasonably good agreem ent betw een
H 1, H, and the M onte C arlo data, together w ith the inconsistency pointed

out above, deserves som e comm ents. T he validity of H 3, as clearly stated
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In section 3, is based on the assum ption that, even though the light quark
m oves fast enough for relativistic e ects to be In portant, the tin e scales
over w hich, the string connecting the quark to the static source responds to
changes in the light quark position, are am all com pared w ith the tin e scales
relevant for the light quark m otion. T hism akes the interaction between the
Jight and the static quark well described by the energy which would obtain
if the light quark were held xed.M odelsH ; and H ,, e ectively taking the
Imi m ! 1 Inthepotentialpart and keeping a niem ass In the kinetic
part, are sin ply m aking the further assum ption that the con ning potential
is essentially constant over regions of size of the order of the light quark
C om pton waveZlength . To see this In plication we jisthave to ram em berthat
a D irac particle does not m ove along a straight lne w ith constant velocity
but Instead carries out an oscillatory m otion (Zitterbewegung) wih the
speed of light (see [11,:113]) centered on a point which doesm ove unifom ly.
T his oscillatory m otion is of the order of the Com pton wavelength of the
particle. A s our light quark m oves though the con ning potential, is color
charge explores then the eld over a region of the order of its C om pton
wavelength and this explains the appearance of the Darwin term and all
higher order term s fam iliar from the F-W transform ation. H owever if over
regions of the order of the C om pton wavelength the eld is slow Iy varying,
it m ay be reasonable to ignore the sm earing e ects (form ally higher order
In 1=m ) whil m aintaining the relhtivistic kinem atics in the kinetic tem .
This seam s to be the case in our situation in which, as can be seen from

the reasonabl success ofmodels H, and H,, takingthe m ! 1 Imi in
the potential part seem s not to be a very bad thing to do (br exam ple, at

larger light quark m asses than those studied here, the agream ent between
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the wavefunctions generated from H, and H 3 is closer). However were we
going to do the sam e in the kinetic part, we would get a non-relativistic
m odel that does a very bad b at reproducing the wave fiinctions [2].

In any case, them ost In portant lesson that we leam from the discussion
above isthat the di erences that we saw In the previous section between the
wave functions ofm odel2 and those ofm odel 3 are, aswe have Just seen, the
resul ofwellknown e ectsthat arise w hen one com binesquantum m echanics
and relativity, which m odel 3 captures (to the extent that the D irac equation
captures them ), but are ignored in m odels 1 and 2. These e ects are to our
know ledge visble for the rsttin e in the context of quantitatively m easured

(In quenched Iattice Q CD ) strong Interaction wavefinctions.

5 Conclusions

W e have presented the resuls for the 1S and 1P wave fnctions and energy
di erences between the 1S and 2S states of a fully relativistic lattice m odel
ofheavy-light m esons. T hese results were com pared w ith M onte C arlom ea—
suram ents of the corresponding quantities and w ith previous m odels. The
results of the com parison validated the valence quark m odel as a good rep—
resentation of heavy-light m esons, at least for the lattice sizes tested so far.
In particular our fully relativistic m odel proved quantitatively as well as
qualitatively superior to previous m odels. The quantitative in provem ent
represented by our m odel arose sim ply by com parison w ith the data. The
qualitative one cam e not only from the relative transparency of the ap-—
proxin ations being done, clearly stated in the derivation of the m odel; a

com parison of the physical content of the di erent m odels revealed that the
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previous ones were som ew hat inconsistent in their relative treatm ent of the
potential and kinetic term s. It is precisely this com parison that allow s a
physical interpretation of the quantitative In provem ents of the fully rela—
tivistic m odels. A s it tumed out they can be thought of as due to D arw In
and higher order e ects (in the language ofa Foldy-W outhuysen treatm ent)
arising from the quantum -relativistic delocalization of the light quark due
to Ziterbewegung. It is ram arkable that the M onte Carlo sin ulations of
Ref @:] are now accurate enough to capture this phenom enon.

W e expect to be ablk to extend the above results to m uch larger lattices.
W e are currently generalizing this work to treat mesons wih two nite
m ass quarks. Ifthe fully relativistic m odel continues to be as quantitatively
accurate as the resuls obtained here suggest it m ay tum out to be a very
usefiiltoolin the study ofthe spectrum and static properties of cham oniim

and cham ed and B-m esons.
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