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A bstract

Thedecay ratesofP-waveheavy quarkonia to lighthadronsare presented to leading orderin v
2
and

next-to-leading orderin �s. They include contributionsfrom both the color-singletcom ponentand the

color-octet com ponent ofquarkonia. Applying these results to charm onium and using m easured decay

rates for the �c1 and �c2 by E760,we determ ine the two nonperturbative decay m atrix elem ents,and

then predictthehadronicdecay ratesof�c0 and hc,and theelectrom agnetic decay ratesof�c0 and �c2.

Theobtained decay ratesof�c0 ! LH and �c0 !  arein agreem entwith theCrystalBallresult,and

also with the new m easurem ent by BES.However,the results for �(�c0 ! LH ) are dependenton the

choice ofrenorm alization scale.
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Thestudy ofheavy quarkonium physicscan providevery interesting testsofperturbativequantum

chrom odynam ics (PQ CD).Calculations ofthe rates for heavy quarkonium decay into light hadrons were

am ongtheearlyapplicationsofPQ CD.Theseearlycalculationsarebased onanaivefactorizationassum ption

thatalllong-distance nonperturbative e�ectscan be factored into the nonrelativistic wavefunction ofcolor

singletQ �Q orits derivative atthe origin,and the perturbative partis related to the annihilation ratesof

color-singletQ �Q which can be calculated using PQ CD.In the nonrelativistic lim it,thisearly factorization

form alism wassupported by explicitcalculationsforS-wave decaysatnext-to-leading orderin �s [1]. But

in the caseofP-wave[2]quarkonium decays,infrared divergencesappeared in theperturbativecalculations

ofcolor-singletQ �Q annihilation am plitudes.Theseareclearindicationsthatthedecay ratesaresensitiveto

nonperturbativee�ectsbeyond thoserelated to thewavefunction ofcolor-singletQ �Q pairoritsderivativeat

theorigin,and notallnonperturbativee�ectscan befactoredintothecolor-singletcom ponentofquarkonium .

Recently,Bodwin,Braaten and Lepage (BBL)have developed a rigorousfactorization form alism [3]which

isbased on an e�ective�eld theory,nonrelativisticQ CD (NRQ CD).Thisfactorization form alism providesa

clean separation between short-distancee�ectsand long-distancee�ectsforthe decay ratesand production

crosssectionsofheavy quarkonium .

Nowadaysthere is a renewed interestin studying the decay ofP-wave charm onium ,not only due

to the theoreticaldevelopm ent m entioned above but also due to recent experim entalresults such as the

totaldecay widthsof�cJ and the observation ofhc.BBL haveapplied the new factorization approach in a

phenom enologicalanalysisofP-wavecharm onium decays[4].They givea leading orderresultwith both the

color-singletand color-octetQ �Q com ponents.Thenext-to-leadingordercorrection tothedecay ofhc isgiven

in [5],where both the color-singletand color-octetcontributionsare included and the explicitcancellation

ofpreviously encountered infrared divergenceisrevealed.In [6]thenext-to-leading ordercolor-singletterm s

areconsidered in a phenom enologicalanalysisofhadronicannihilation decaysof�cJ.Recently the next-to-

leading ordercolor-octetcorrectionsto hadronic �J decayshave also been calculated [7]. In thispaperwe

willperform a phenom enologicalstudy forthe hadronic decaysoffourP-wavecharm onium statesby using

the resultsthatcom pletely include the next-to-leading orderQ CD corrections.

W e startwith the form ulasforthe P-wave quarkonium decay widths in the new factorization for-

m alism

�(� J ! LH )= 2Im f1(
3
PJ)H 1 + 2Im f8(

3
S1)H 8 + O (v2�); (1)

�(h ! LH )= 2Im f1(
1
P1)H 1 + 2Im f8(

1
S0)H 8 + O (v2�); (2)

where H 1 and H 8 are the m atrix elem ents of color-singlet and color-octet operators respectively. The

short-distancecoe�cientscan beextracted by m atching theim aginary partoftheon-shellQ �Q pairforward
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scatteringam plitudecalculated in fullperturbativeQ CD with thatcalculated in NRQ CD.W elisttheresults

to next-to-leading orderin �s asthe following

Im f1(
3
P0) = (Im f1(

3
P0))0f1+

�s

�
[(4b0 �

4nf
27

)ln
�

2m

+ (
454

81
�

�2

144
)CA + (�

7

3
+
�2

4
)CF �

58

81
nf]g; (3)

Im f1(
3
P1)= (Im f1(

3
P0))0

�s

�
[�
4nf
27

ln
�

2m
+ (

587

54
�
317�2

288
)�

16nf
81

]; (4)

Im f1(
3
P2) = (Im f1(

3
P2))0f1+

�s

�
[(4b0 �

5nf
9
)ln

�

2m

+ (
2239

216
�
337�2

384
+
5ln2

3
)CA � 4CF �

29

27
nf]g; (5)

Im f1(
1
P1)=

(N 2
c � 4)CF �

3
s

3N 2
c

(
7�2 � 118

48
� ln

�

2m
); (6)

Im f8(
3
S1) = (Im f8(

3
S1))0f1+

�s

�
[4b0ln

�

2m
�
5

9
nf

+ (
133

18
+
2

3
ln2�

�2

4
)CA �

13

4
CF +

5

nf
(�

73

4
+
67

36
�
2)]g; (7)

Im f8(
1
S0)= (Im f8(

1
S0))0f1+

�s

�
[4b0ln

�

2m
�
8

9
nf + (

�2

4
� 5)CF + (

479

36
�
17�2

24
)CA ]g (8)

,where

b0 =
1

12
(11CA � 2nf);

and CF = N
2

c
� 1

2N c

, CA = N c. The coe�cients Im f 1(3P1) starts in order�3s,hence they only are given to

leading order;while allothercoe�cientsstartin order� 2
s,whose next-to-leading ordercorrectionsarealso

given.W enotethat(6)and (8)aregiven in [5]and (7)isgiven in [7].Coe�cientsIm f 1(3PJ)in (3)-(5)have

been calculated in [2]and listed in [7],where quark and antiquark are taken o�-shelland binding energy

regularization schem e was used. Here we recalculate them by using dim ensionalregularization to control

the infrared divergence,and there are som e di�erences between our results (3)-(5) and that in [7]. This

di�erence only com esfrom the diagram in Fig.1 which representsthe inclusiveprocessesQ �Q (3PJ)! qi�qig.

In thed = 4� 2� dim ension space,contributionsofthethreeparticlecutdiagram in Fig.1 to theim aginary
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partofQ �Q (3PJ)pairscattering am plitude are

Im M
full Q C D

F ig:1
(Q �Q (3P0))= (Im f8(

3
S1))0f(�)

4CF �s

3N C �
(�

1

2�IR
)+ (Im f1(

3
P0))0

�s

�
(�

58nf
81

�
X

i

2

3
ln
m i

2m
);

(9)

Im M
full Q C D

F ig:1
(Q �Q (3P1))= (Im f8(

3
S1))0f(�)

4CF �s

3N C �
(�

1

2�IR
)+ (Im f1(

3
P0))0

�s

�
(�

16nf
81

); (10)

Im M
full Q C D

F ig:1
(Q �Q (3P2))= (Im f8(

3
S1))0f(�)

4CF �s

3N C �
(�

1

2�IR
)+ (Im f1(

3
P2))0

�s

�
(�

29nf
27

�
X

i

2

3
ln
m i

2m
):

(11)

Here

f(�)= (
4��2

4m 2
)��(1+ �)

Theresultscom ingfrom thediagram sthatrepresenttheinclusiveprocessesQ �Q (3PJ)! gg and Q �Q (3PJ)!

ggg are�nite and havebeen given in [2].

Fig.1 Feynm an diagram w ith three particle cut contributing to the divergence term s in the

fulltheory calculation ofQ �Q annihilation am plitudes

W hilein thee�ective�eld theory NRQ CD,thecorresponding scattering am plitudescan bewritten

as

Im M (3PJ)N R Q C D =
Im f1(3PJ)

m 6
+ (Im f8(

3
S1))0

4CF �s

3m 6N c�
(�

1

2�IR
+

1

2�U V
): (12)

Com paring (12) with (9){(11),it is obvious that the divergence term s are rem oved and �nite coe�cients

Im f1(3PJ)(3)| (5)can beobtained.Itisim portantto pointoutthatifonereplaceslnm

"
in theexpressions

in [7]by � 1

2�IR
,then the divergentterm sare the sam e asthose in (9)| (11).The di�erence only occursin

their�nite term sdue to di�erentregularization schem e being used.Itiscertainly true thatthe coe�cients

of4-ferm ion operators m ust be infrared �nite and independent ofthe choice ofregularization procedures

because allnonperturbative e�ectsare factored into the m atrix elem ents.Note thatthe coe�cientscan be
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derived consistently only by taking the sam e regularization schem e in fullQ CD and in e�ective NRQ CD.

The advantage ofusing dim ensionalregularization is thatthe on-shellcondition and gauge invariance are

m aintained m anifestly and conventionaltreatm ent of NRQ CD is under the on-shellcondition, thus we

can give an explicitcancellation fordivergencesappeared previously. The introduction ofo�-shellbinding

energy m akesitdi�cultto do calculation in NRQ CD,and theresultsareincom pleteifsim ply absorbing the

divergencesassociated with thelogarithm ofbindingenergyintothem atrix elem entsofcolor-octetoperators.

Now we apply the factorization form ula to charm onium system s. Forthe lowestradialexcitation,

the 3PJ statesarecalled �cJ and the 1P1 stateiscalled hc.Theexplicitform fortheirdecay ratesinto light

hadronsatleading orderin v2 are

�(� c0 ! LH )= C00�
2

s(m c)(1+ C01

�s

�
)H 1 + D 0�

2

s(m c)(1+ D 1

�s

�
)H 8(m c); (13)

�(� c1 ! LH )= C1�
3

sH 1 + D 0�
2

s(m c)(1+ D 1

�s

�
)H 8(m c); (14)

�(� c2 ! LH )= C20�
2

s(m c)(1+ C21

�s

�
)H 1 + D 0�

2

s(m c)(1+ D 1

�s

�
)H 8(m c); (15)

�(hc ! LH )= C
0

1�
3

sH 1 + D
0

0�
2

s(m c)(1+ D
0

1

�s

�
)H 8(m c); (16)

where \LH" on the left hand of(13)| (16) represents all�nalstates consisting oflight hadrons,and the

coe�cientsare

C00 =
4�

3
; C01 = 8:710;

C1 = � 0:370; C
0

1 = � 0:161;

C20 =
16�

45
; C21 = � 5:061;

D 0 = �; D 1 = 4:110;

D
0

0 =
5�

6
; D

0

1 = 6:66:

In deriving these coe�cients we have taken N c = 3; nf = 3 and m ade a choice � = m c for the scale in

the M S schem e. The large size ofsom e coe�cients for the correction term s is apparent. These num bers

obviously depend on thede�nition oftherenorm alized couplings�s.W ewillstudy thetherenorm alization

scale dependence ofthe resultslater. In the following we use m easured decay ratesofthe �c1 and �c2 to

predictthe inclusive decay ratesofthe �c0 and hc,and the theoreticaluncertaintieswillbe estim ated by

considering relativisticcorrectionsand high orderperturbativeQ CD corrections.
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Precision m easurem entsofthetotaldecay ratesofthe 3P1 state�c1 and 3P2 state�c2 haverecently

been carried outatFerm ilab by theE760 collaboration.Theirresultswith statisticaland system aticerrors

are[8]

�(� c2)= 2:00� 0:18M ev;

�(� c1)= 0:88� 0:14M ev:

It is wellknown that the m ain decay m odes ofthese P-wave charm onium states are the decay into light

hadrons and the radiative transitions into J= or �c. O ther decay m odes such as pionic transitions of

the P states to the S states,ofwhich the m ostim portantdecay m odes should be J= + �� and �c + ��,

contribute m uch less to the totalwidths and therefore can be neglected [9]. Previous experim ents have

m easured thebranching fractionsfortheradiativetransitionsofthe�c1 and �c2 into theJ= ,and they are

B (�c1 ! J= )= 0:273� 0:016,and B (�c2 ! J= )= 0:135� 0:011 [8]. W e use the radiative branching

fractionsand the totaldecay ratesto obtain the partialratesforlighthadronicdecaysofthe �c1 and �c2

�(� c1 ! LH )= 0:64� 0:10M ev; (17)

�(� c2 ! LH )= 1:71� 0:16M ev: (18)

H 1 and H 8 can be obtained directly by using (14)and (15),

H 1 =
�(� c2 ! LH )� �(� c1 ! LH )

C20�
2
s(1+ C21

� s

�
)� C1�

3
s

; (19)

H 8 =
�(� c2 ! LH )� C20�

2
s(1+ C21

� s

�
)H 1

D 0�
2
s(1+ D 1

� s

�
)

: (20)

Herewedeterm ine�s(m c)by takingthecouplingconstant�s(m b)= 0:189� 0:008extracted from bottonium

decays and evolving it down to the scale m c. The resulting value ofthe coupling constant is �s(m c) =

0:29� 0:02.Inserting (17)and (18)into (19)and (20),weobtain

H 1 = 18:4� 5:2M ev;

H 8 = 2:21� 0:15M ev:

The ratio ofthe two nonperturbativeparam etersisH 8=H 1 � 0:10,while itwasdeterm ined to be 0:21 [4]if

itwasconsidered only to leading orderin �s.Substituting H 1 and H 8 into (13)and (16)we can easily get

the decay widthsof�c0 and hc into lighthadrons

�(� c0 ! LH )= 12:4� 3:2M ev; (21)
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�(hc ! LH )= 0:71� 0:07M ev: (22)

Adding the radiativedecay rate for�c0 whose branching fraction hasbeen m easured to be (0:66� 0:18)% ,

we obtain the totaldecay rate �(� c0) = 12:5� 3:2M ev,which agrees with the earlier CrystalBallvalue

14� 5M ev [8],also with the new (prelim inary)value of�tot(�c0)= 15:0+ 3:2
� 2:8M ev m easured by BES,using

3:5� 106  0( (3686))eventsin  0! �c0 and �c0 ! �+ �� ;K + K � decay channels[14].Theratefordecay

hc ! �c has been estim ated within a phenom enologicalfram ework to be about(340� 380)kev [13],and

the totaldecay widthsofhc isthen �(hc)� 1:07M ev,which isalso consistentwith the experim entalresult

[10].

Forthe electrom agneticdecaysto nextto leading orderin �s,wehave

�(� c0 ! )= 6�e4c�
2[1+ (

�2

3
�
28

9
)
�s

�
]H 1; (23)

�(� c2 ! )=
8�

5
e
4

c�
2(1�

16�s
3�

)H 1: (24)

W ith thedeterm ined value forH 1,and ec = 2=3;� = 1=137;�s = 0:29,we predict

�(� c0 ! )= (3:72� 1:11)kev; (25)

which isin agreem entwith the observed value (4:0� 2:8)kev by CrystalBall[8],and also predict

�(� c2 ! )= (0:49� 0:15)kev; (26)

which islargerthan the E760 value [11]butsm allerthan the CLEO value[12].

Itisim portanttohaveareasonableestim ateforthetheoreticaluncertaintiesin ourresults.Thetwo

m ain sourcesoftheoreticalerrorsarerelativisticcorrectionsand higher-orderperturbativecorrections.O ur

form ula (13){(16)areonly valid to leading orderin v2 and high orderrelativisticcorrectionsarenotknown

atpresent.Theerrordueto neglecting high orderrelativisticcontributionscould beoforderv2 � 30% .O n

theotherhand,we�nd thattheone-loop coe�cientsin (13){(16)arevery largeand strongly depend on the

scale�.Itiswellknown thatwhen workingtoallorderin �s,thedecay rates,beingthephysicalobservables,

willnotrely on thechoiceof�.Howeverweonly do calculation to next-to-leading orderin �s,thereforethe

analysesfor the scale dependence ofthe results and the estim ates for the higher-ordere�ects are needed.

The resultsare shown in Fig.2 and Fig.3 fordecay rates�(� c0 ! LH )and �(hc ! LH )respectively. For

the running coupling constant �s with two-loops,three values �(3)

M S
= 200G ev; 250G ev; and300G ev are

used. The pictures show that our results are quite stable in the case oflarge �,say,� > 2m c. In the

physically m otivated range� = m c to 2m c,thedecay ratesvary from 15M ev to 9M ev for�(� c0 ! LH )and

6



4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

�(� c0)

�=m c

�(3)

M S
= 250M eV

�(3)

M S
= 200M eV

�(3)

M S
= 300M eV

Figure1:Renorm alization scaledependence ofthe decay width �(� c0 ! LH )

from 0.7M ev to 0.6M ev for�(hc ! LH )respectively,while the obtained two phenom enologicalparam eters

H 1 = 22:0� 19:0M ev; H 8 = 2:3� 3:1M ev and the ratio H 8=H 1 = 0:11� 0:16. It is interesting to note

that,although there are large theoreticaluncertaintiesdue to the scale dependence and higher-orderQ CD

corrections,our estim ate for �(� c0 ! LH )is enhanced greatly com pared with the previous leading order

result�tot(�c0)= (4:8� 0:7)M ev [4],which issm allerby a factorofthreethan the experim entalvalue.

Som ecom m entson therelativisticcorrectionsm ightbein order.Itisobviously di�cultto perform

a com pleteanalysisfortheO (v2)corrections,becauseitm ustinvolvem orehigherdim ensionalfour-ferm ion

operators whose m atrix elem ents are di�cult to estim ate at present. However,we m ight have som e phe-

nom enologicalanalysesfor the relativistic correctionsin the color-singletpart. Justasthe ratio �(� c0 !

2)=�(�c2 ! 2),which wasdiscussed in ref.[15],thecolor-singletcontribution to �(�c0 ! 2g)=�(� c2 ! 2g)

willreceiverelativisticcorrectionsfrom two sources,i.e.the kinem aticpartand the dynam icalpart.In the

languageofthepotentialm odel,thecolorsingletm atrix elem entH 1 isproportionalto R 0

P (0),thederivative

ofthe wavefunction atthe origin forthe P-states.Due to a strong attractivespin-orbitalforce induced by

onegluon exchangebetween quarks,which isalso veri�ed by thelattice calculationsforthe spin-dependent

potentials between a heavy quark and an antiquark [16],the �c0 wave function in coordinate space will

becom esnarrowerthan the �c2 wavefunction in which the spin-orbitalforceisrepulsive,and therefore the

derivative ofthe wave function at the origin becom es larger for �c0 than that for �c2. As a result,the

dynam icalrelativistic e�ectwillenhances H 1 for �c0 relative to H 1 for �c2,and this e�ect is found to be

dom inantoverthe kinam atic relativistic corrections[15].Thisresultm ightindicate thatO (v2)corrections

m ay furtherm ake �(� c0 ! LH )enhanced. Asforthe relativistic correctionsin the color-octetpart,m ore
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considerationsareapparently needed in the future work.

In thispaperwegivethedecay ratesoffourP-wavequarkonium statesinto lighthadronsto leading

orderin v2 and next-to-leading orderin �s.They areexpressed in term softwo nonperturbativeparam eters

H 1 and H 8. Calculations in dim ensionalregularization schem e show that the infrared divergences,which

appeared in the inclusive decay am plitudesforQ �Q ! ql�qlg and Q �Q ! ggg,can be cancelled explicitly by

the contributionsofolor-octetoperatorsin NRQ CD.The �nite coe�cientsofH 1 and H 8 aregiven to next

to leading orderin �s.Using the derived theoreticalresultsand the m easured decay widthsof�c1 and �c2

we estim ate H 1,H 8 and the decay widths of�c0 and hc. The determ ined values are very di�erent from

thepreviousvaluesobtained by neglecting the next-to-leading orderQ CD corrections[4].In ourresultsH 1

ism uch largerthan H 8,and the decay width of�c0 getsenhanced greatly due to O (�s)corrections. Asa

result,thepredicted �c0 hadronicdecay width and electrom agneticdecay width both could bein agreem ent

with or close to the data. These signi�cant di�erences indicate that Q CD radiative corrections are very

im portantin understandingthedecaysofP-wavequarkonium .However,ourresultsarevalid only to leading

orderin v2 and next-to-leading orderin �s.The large one-loop coe�cientsappearing in the expressionsof

thedecay ratesindicatethathigherorderQ CD correctionsm ay beim portantand thatourresultsstrongly

depend on the choice ofrenorm alization scale. M ore precise analysesm ust involve relativistic corrections

and higher-orderQ CD corrections,which willincludem orem atrix elem entsofhigherdim ensionaloperators.

W e would like to thank ProfessorE.Braaten forpointing outa num ericalerrorin (5)and (11)by

com paring theirrecentresultbaseon thethreshold expansion m ethod with ourresultby using thecovariant

projection m ethod in dim ensionalregularization. It is turned out that the two m ethods in dim ensional
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regularization giveidenticalresultsforthecolor-singletsectoroftheP-wavedecay widths,and areconsistent

with the previouscalculation ofBarbierietal:using the binding energy asthe infrared cuto�.
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