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Abstract

The cham onium and bottom onium m ass spectra are calculated w ith the
system atic account of all relativistic corrections of order v?=¢? and the one—
loop radiative corrections. Special attention is paid to the contrdbution of
the retardation e ects to the spin-independent part of the quark-antiquark
potential, and a general approach to accounting for retardation e ects in
the Iongrange (con ning) part of the potential is presented. A good t to
available experin ental data on the m ass spectra is obtained.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he investigation of the m eson properties in the fram ew ork of constituent quark m odels
is an i portant problm of the elem entary particle physics. At present a large am ount of
experin entaldata on them asses of ground and excited states ofheavy and light m esons has
been accumulated []. By com paring theoretical predictions w ith experin ental data, one
can obtain a valuabl informm ation on the form of the quark-antiquark interaction potential.
Such inform ation is of great practical Interest since at present it is not possble to cbtain
the gg potential In the whole range of distances from the basic principles ofQCD .As it is
well known, the grow ing of the strong coupling constant w ith distance m akes perturbation
theory napplicabl at lJarge distances (in the Infrared region). In this region it is necessary
to acoount for nonperturbative e ects connected w ith the com plicated structure ofthe QCD
vacuum . A 11this leads to a theoretical uncertainty in the gg potential at lJarge and interm e-
diate distances. It is just In this region of lJarge and interm ediate distances that m ost of the
basic m eson characteristics are form ed. Thism akes it possble to investigate the low -energy
region of strong Interaction by studying the m ass spectra and decays ofm esons.

Som e recent investigations P {4] have shown that there could be also a lnear (in radius)
correction to the perturoative Coulomb potential at am all distances (in contradiction w ith
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OPE predictions). The estin ates of the slope yield that i could be of the sam e order of
m agnitude as the slope of the ITong-range con ning linear potential. It m eans then that the
w idely used C omell potential (the sum ofthe Coulomb and linear con ning tem s) is really
a ocorrect one in the static lin it both at large and at an all distances.

T he relativistic properties of the quark-antiquark Interaction potential play an in por-
tant role in analysing di erent static and dynam ical characteristics of heavy m esons. The
Lorentz-structure of the con ning quark-antiquark interaction is of particular nterest. In
the literature there is no consent on this fem . For a long tin e the scalar con ning ker—
nelhas been considered to be the m ost appropriate one H]. The m ain argum ent in favour
of this choice is based on the nature of the heavy quark soin-orbit potential. The scalar
potential gives a vanishing long-range m agnetic contribution, which is In agreem ent w ith
the ux tube picture of quark con nement of [§], and allow s to get the ne structure for
heavy quarkonia n accord w ith experin entaldata. H owever, the calculations of electrow eak
decay rates of heavy m esons w ith a scalar con ning potential alone yield results which are
in worse agreem ent w ith data than for a vector potential [4,8]. T he radiative M 1-transitions
In quarkonia such ase.g. J= ! . are the most sensitive to the Lorentz-structure of
the con ning potential. T he relativistic corrections for these decays arising from vector and
scalar potentials have di erent signs [/,8]. In particular, as it has been shown I ref. B,
agreem ent w ith experim ents for these decays can be achieved only for a m ixture of vector
and scalar potentials. In this context, it is worth rem arking, that the recent study ofthe gg
interaction in the W ilson loop approach [ indicates that it cannot be considered as sin ply
a scalar. M oreover, the found structure of spin-independent relativistic corrections is not
com patible with a scalar potential. A sin ilar conclusion has been obtained in ref. lQ] on
the basis of a Foldy-W outhuysen reduction ofthe ullC oulom b gauge H am iltonian ofQCD .
T here, the Lorentz-structure of the con nem ent hasbeen found to be of vector nature. The
scalar character of soin splittings In heavy quarkonia in this approach is dynam ically gen—
erated through the interaction w ith collective gluonic degrees of freedom . Thus we see that
w hile the spin-dependent structure of (gg) Interaction iswell established now , the spin—-inde—
pendent part is still controversial in the literature. T he uncertainty in the Lorentz-structure
of the con ning interaction com plicates the account for retardation corrections since the
relativistic reconstruction of the static con ning potential is not unigque. In our previous
paper [11] we gave som e possble prescription of such reconstruction which, in particular,
provides the fil In ent of the Barchielli, B ram billa, P rosperi BBP) relations [12)] ©llow ing
from the Lorentz nvariance of the W ilson loop. Here we generalize this prescription and
discuss its connection w ith the known quark potentials and the in plications for the heavy
quarkonium m ass spectra.

T he other in portant point is the inclusion of radiative corrections in the perturbative
part of the quark potential. T here have been considerable progress In recent years and now
the perturbative Q CD corrections to the static potential are known up to two loops 13/14]
though for the velocity dependent and soin-dependent potentials only one-loop corrections
are caloulated [L5{d7].

T he paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we describbe our relativistic quark m odel.
T he approach to accounting for retardation e ects in the gg potential in the general case is
presented In Sec. ITI. T he resulting heavy quark potential containing both spin-ndependent
and spin-dependent parts with the acoount of one-loop radiative corrections is given In



Sec. IV .W e use this potential for the calculations of the heavy quarkoniim m ass spectra in
Sec.V . Section V I contains our conclisions and discussion of the resuls.

II.RELATIVISTIC QUARK MODEL

In the quasipotential approach a m eson is described by the wave function of the bound
quark-antiquark state, which satis es the quasipotential equation [8] of the Schrodinger
type (9]
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HereM = E,+ E, isthemeson m ass, m ,; are them asses of light and heavy quarks, and p
is their relative m om entum . In the centre ofm ass system the rehtive m om entum squared
on m ass shell reads
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ThekemelV (;q;M ) mnEq. {I) isthe quasipotential operator of the quark-antiquark in—
teraction. Tt isconstructed w ith the help ofthe o -m assshell scattering am plitude, pro fgcted
onto the positive energy states. C onstructing the quasipotential of the quark-antiquark in-
teraction we have assum ed that the e ective interaction is the sum of the usual oneglion
exchange tem w ith the m ixture of long-range vector and scalar lnear con ning potentials,
w here the vector con ning potential contains the Pauli interaction. The quasipotential is
then de ned by [R0]
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where ¢ istheQCD ooupling constant, D  isthe glion propagator in the C oulom b gauge
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andk=p g; anduf) are the D iracm atrices and spinors
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wih (o) =pp2 + m?. The e ective lJong—range vector vertex is given by
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where  is the Pauli interaction constant characterizing the anom alous chrom om agnetic
m om ent of quarks. Vector and scalar con ning potentials in the nonrelativistic Iim it reduce
to

Vy @)= 1 MAr+ B;
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reproducing
Veone (£) = Vg (x) + Vy (r) = Ar+ B; 10)

where " is the m ixing coe cient.

T he expression forthe quasipotential or the heavy quarkonia, expanded in v?=¢ w ithout
retardation corrections to the con ning potential, can be found in Ref. £d]. The structure
of the spin-dependent interaction is In agreem ent w ith the param eterization ofE ichten and
Feinberg R1]. A 1l the param eters of our m odel like quark m asses, param eters of the linear
con ning potential A and B, m ixing coe cient " and anom alous chrom om agnetic quark
moment are xed from the analysis of heavy quarkonium m asses (see below Sec.V) and
radiative decays. The quark massesmy = 488 GeV,m .= 155 GV and the param eters of
the linearpotentialA = 0:18GeVZ andB = 0:16 G eV have usualvalues of quark m odels.
T he value of the m xing coe cient of vector and scalar con ning potentials " = 1 has
been detem Ined from the consideration of the heavy quark expansion for the sem ikptonic
B ! D decays P2] and cham onium radiative decays B]. Finally, the universal Pauli
Interaction constant = 1 hasbeen xed from the analysis of the ne splitting of heavy
quarkonia °P ;- states PQ]. N ote that the Jongrange m agnetic contribution to the potential
In ourm odel is proportionalto (1 + ) and thus vanishes for the chosen value of = 1.
In the present paper we w ill ilnclude into consideration the retardation corrections as well
as one—loop radiative corrections.

IIT.GENERAL APPROACH TO ACCOUNTING FOR RETARDATION
EFFECTS IN THE QQ POTENTIAL

For the onegluon exchange part of the gq potential it is quite easy to isolate the retar-

dation contribution. Indeed due to the vector current conservation (gauge invariance) we
have the wellkknown relation on them ass shell

1
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T he keft-hand side and the right-hand side of this relation are easily recognized to be in the
Feynm an gauge and the C oulom b gauge, respectively. N ow , if the nonrelativistic expansion
in p?=m ? is applicable, we can inm ediately extract the retardation contribution. Nam ely
we expand the kft-hand side of eq. (1) in ki=k?:
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In the righthand side of eq. {11) one should use the dentity following from the D irac
equation
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A fter de ning k2 as a symm etrized product R3.24]
k= (a) 2@ (@ »@) 13)

and dropping k? in the denom inator we cbtain the expression which is dentical to eg. @az).
In this way we cbtain the weltknown Breit Ham iltonian (the same as in QED P3)) ifwe
further expand eq. (13) in p?=m ?
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T his treatm ent allow s also for the correct D irac 1im it in which the retardation contribution
vanishes when one of the particles becom es .n nitely heavy R5].

For the con nihg part of the gg potential the retardation contrbution is much m ore
Inde nite. Tt is a consequence of our poor know ledge of the con ning potential especially in
what concems its relativistic properties: the Lorentz structure (scalar, vector, etc.) and the
dependence on the covariant variabks such ask? = ki K. Neverthelss we can perform
som e general considerations and then apply them to a particular case of the lnearly rising
potential. To this end we note that for any nonrelativistic potentialV ( ¥) the sin plest
relativistic generalization isto replace tby V ki ¥).

In the case of the Lorentzvector con ning potential we can use the sam e approach as
before even w ith m ore generalvertices containing the Paulitem s, since them assshell vector
currents are conserved here aswell. It is possible to Introduce alongside w ith the \diagonal
gauge" the so-called \instantaneous gauge" R§]which is the generalization ofthe Coulomb
gauge. T he relation analogous to eq. (I1) now looks like (up to the tem s of order of p?=m ?)
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where
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again w ith the correct D irac lim it.
For the case of the Lorentz-scalar potentialwe can m ake the sam e expansion in kZ, which

yields
17)

Vs ki K¥)=Vs( ¥)+ kKVI( ¥):

But in this case we have no reasons to  x k§ in the only way {13). The other possbility is
to take a half sum instead of a symm etrized product, nam ely to set (see e. g. R425)
!
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The D irac lim it is not fi1l lled by this choice, but this cannot serve as a decisive argum ent.
T hus the m ost general expression for the energy transfer squared, which incorporates both

possbilities (16) and @§) has the form
i

1
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where isthem ixing param eter.
A fter m aking expansion in p?=m ? we obtain
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Thusasexpected k; O @G=m?) 1. Then the Fourier transfom of the potential
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with k§ given by eg. €0) can be represented as ollow s £5]
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where f::19y denotes the W eyl ordering of operators and
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In the case of the onegluon exchange potentialwe had = 1,
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A s for the con ning potentialwe assum e it to be a m ixture of scalar and vector parts.
In the nonrelativistic lim i we adopt the linearly rising potential

~Ars 2y= BB,

Vo ()= Ar; Vo ( ) = W’ @4)
which we solit into scalar and vector parts by introducing the m ixing param e ". The
possble constant term in V, hasbeen discussed in {[1].

Vo= Vs + Vy; Vg="o; Vy= (1 ") @5)

Hence the retardation contrbution 1) from scalar and vector potentials has the form
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where we use the generalAnsatz ({9), €0) forboth the scalar and vector potentials for the
sake of com pleteness.
T he other spin-independent corrections in ourm odelhad been caloulated earlier 2011]
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A dding to the above expression the retardation contributions £§) and the nonrelativistic
parts (3) and @3) we cbtain the com plete spin—independent gg potential:
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we cbtain from egs. 9)
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T he follow ing sim ple relations hold:
"
Ve V= (1 MAr; Vet Vo= EArz (32)
The exact BBP relations [12] (see also 27]) in our notations look lke
1 1
Vae 5bc+z(vc+vo)=0;
1 rd + Vv
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(In the origmhal version V. v %Vc and Vge 3+ %Ve) .
The functions @1) identically satisfy the BBP relations (33) independently of values of

the parameters ", v, s butonly wih the acoount of retardation corrections.
land y = 1, ifwe assum e furtherthat 5 = 1 11]

In ourm odel PUAL]we have "=
then we get

2 s 3 2 5
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Vae (X) = EAr; Ve ()= 0: (34)

O urexpressions £§) and 29) orpurely vector ("= 0) and purely scalar ("= 1) interactions
and or =0, s= vy = 1 colcide wih those ofRef. PF1.
In them ininalarea Jow M AL) and ux tubem odels [24]
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To obtain these expressions one should set in relations @31), 32)

"25; V+2S:1: (36)

Thus one gets a fam ily of values for y and g. Them ost natural choice reads as
v =1; s = 0; 37)

which resem bles the G rom es proposal R4]: the sym m etrized product for the vector potential
and the halfsum forthe scalarpotential. But stillthe D irac lim it isnot fil lled In this case.
Expression (28) forVs; contains also the term w ith the Laplacian:
|
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In theM AL and som e other m odels these termm s look lke :8]
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and usually it is adopted that

V(@)= 0: (40)

Lattice sinulations 9] suggest that
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In ourm odel expression (38) can be recast as follow s
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which is close to the Jattice result 1) but di ers from the suggestion (0).



IV.HEAVY QUARKANTIQUARK POTENTIALW ITH THE ACCOUNT OF
RETARDATION EFFECTSAND ONE LOOP RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS
At present the static quark-antiquark potential n QCD is known to two loops [1314].

H owever the velocity dependent and spin-dependent parts are known only to the one-loop
order [I546]. Thus we lin it our analysis to oneJoop radiative corrections. The resulting
heavy quark-antiquark potential can be presented in the form ofa sum of soin—independent
and spin-dependent parts. For the spih-independent part using the relations £8), €9) wih

v = 1 and including one-oop radiative corrections n M S renom alization scheme {15;186]
we get
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Here nf isa number of avoursand isa renom alization scale.
For the dependence of the QCD coupling constant ¢ ( 2) on the renom alization point
2 we use the leading order result
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C om paring this expression for Vg; w ith the decom position 30) we nd
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Tt is easy to check that the BBP relations are exactly satis ed.

T he spin-dependent part of the quark-antiquark potential for equalquark m asses m , =
my, = m) wih the inclusion of radiative corrections f15,17] can be presented In our m odel
R0] as ollow s:
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where L isthe orbftalm omentum and S,;, S = S, + S, are the spin m om enta.

T he correct description of the ne structure of the heavy quarkoniim m ass spectrum
requires the vanishing of the vector con nem ent contrbution. This can be achieved by
stting 1+ = 0, ie. the total long—range quark chrom om agnetic m om ent equals to zero,
which is in accord w ith the ux tube §]and m inin alarea B028]m odels. O ne can see from
Eqg. @8) that for the spin-dependent part of the potential this concture is equivalent to
the assum ption about the scalar structure of con nem ent nteraction B].

V.HEAVY QUARKONIUM MASS SPECTRA

Now we can calculate the m ass spectra of heavy quarkonia w ith the account of all rel-
ativistic corrections (incliding retardation e ects) of order v?=c¢? and one-boop radiative
corrections. For this purpose we substitute the quasipotential which is a sum of the soin—
independent @4) and spin-dependent {48) parts into the quasipotential equation ). Then
wemultply the resulting expression from the left by the quasipotential wave function ofa
bound state and integrate w ith respect to the relative m om entum . Taking into acoount the
accuracy ofthe calculations, we can use for the resulting m atrix elem ents the wave functions

11



ofEq. (@) wih the static potentialll
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Asaresult we obtain themass formula m,=my=m)
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and hai, Hoi, hei are the appropriate averages over radial wave functions of Egs. (@9)-(G1).
W e use the usualnotations for heavy quarkonia classi cation: n?**!L;, where n is a radial
quantum number, L is the angularmomentum , S = 0;1 is the total spIn, and J = L
S;L;L + S isthetotalangularmomentum J= L + S).

The 1rst tem on the right-hand side of the mass omula 63) contains all spin—
Independent contributions, the seocond temm describes the spin-orbit interaction, the third
term is regponsble for the tensor Interaction, whilk the last term gives the soin—spin inter-
action.

To procead further we need to discuss the param eters ofourm odel. T here is the follow ing
set of param eters: the quark m asses fmy, andm ), the QCD constant and renom alization
point (see Egs. {86), {44), {48)) in the shortrange part of the QQ potential, the slope A
and Intercept B of the Iinear con ning potential (L0), them ixing coe cient " (d), the Iong-
range anom alous chrom om agnetic moment  of the quark (8), and the m ixing param eter

s I the retardation correction for the scalar con ning potential (Z6). A s it was already
discussed In Sec. IT, we can  x the values ofthe parameters"= land = 1 from the
consideration of radiative decays [8] and com parison of the heavy quark expansion in our
m odel P2;33] w ith the predictions of the heavy quark e ective theory. W e x the slope of
the linear con ning potential A = 0:18 G&V? which is a rather adopted value. In order to
reduce the num ber of independent param eterswe assum e that the renom alization scale 1n
the strong coupling constant ¢ ( ?) is equal to the quark m ass. i W e also varied the quark

1T his static potential includes also som e radiative corrections [[6]. T he rem aining radiative cor—
rection term w ith logarithm in @-4), also not vanishing in the static 1im i, is treated perturbatively.

20 ur num erical analysis showed that this is a good approxin ation, since the variation of does
not Increase considerably the quality of the m ass spectrum  t.
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m asses In a reasonabk range for the constituent quark m asses. T he num erical analysis and
com parison w ith experm ental data lead to the llow ng values of our m odel param eters:

me=155G&V; mpy,= 4883G&V; = 0178GeV;
A=0:18Gev?; B = 0:16Gev; =m, Q = cb);
"= 1; = 1; s=0:

The quark m asses m .3 have usual values for constituent quark m odels and coincide w ith

those chosen in our previous analysis PQ] (see Sec. II) . T he above value of the retardation

param eter ¢ for the scalar con ning potential coincides w ith the m Inin al area Iow and
ux tube models R8], wih lattice results R9] and G romes suggestion P4]. The found

valie orthe QCD param eter gives the follow ing values for the strong coupling constants
sm?) 032and ;m}i) 022.

T he results of our num erical calculations of the m ass spectra of chamm onium and bot-
tom onium are presented in Tables and . W e see that the calculated m asses agree w ith
experin ental values within few M &V and this di erence is com patible w ith the estin ates
of the higher order corrections in v*’=¢/ and . The m odel reproduces correctly both the
positions of the centres of gravity of the levels and their ne and hyper ne splitting. N ote
that the good agreem ent of the calculated m ass soectra w ith experin ental data is achieved
by system atic accounting for all relativistic corrections (ncliding retardation corrections)
of order v*=¢#, both spin-dependent and spin-independent ones, while in m ost of potential
m odels only the soin-dependent corrections are inclided.

The calculated m ass spectra of chamm onium and bottom onium are close to the resuls
of our previous calculation P{] where retardation e ects in the con ning potential and
radiative corrections to the one-glion exchange potentialwere not taken into acoount. Both
calculations give close values for the experim entally m easured states as well as for the yet
unobserved ones. T he inclusion of radiative corrections allow ed to get better resuls for the

ne spolittings of quarkoniim states. Thus we can conclide from this com parison that the
Inclusion of retardation e ects and spin—-independent one-loop radiative corrections resulted
only in the slight shift ( 10% )in the value ofthe QCD param eter and an approxin ately
two—o1d decrease of the constant B . Such changes of param eters aln ost do not in uence
the wave functions. As a result the decay m atrix elem ents Involving heavy quarkoniim
states rem ain m ostly unchanged.:i W e plot the reduced radialwave fiinctionsu (r) = rR (r)
for cham onium and bottom onium in Figs., and 2.

3N ote that in Ref. @-g] we Inclided this constant both in vector and scalar parts, whike the present
analysis indicates that thebetter t can be obtained ifthe constant B is included only in the vector
part (d).

4T he changes In decay m atrix elam ents are of the sam e order of m agnitude as the contributions
of the higher order relativistic and radiative corrections.
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VI.CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have considered the heavy quarkonium spectroscopy In the fram ew ork
of the relativistic quark m odel. Both relativistic corrections of order v?*=¢ and one-loop
radiative corrections to the short-range potential have been Inclided into the calculation.
Special attention has been devoted to the rok and the structure of retardation corrections
to the con ning Interaction. Our general analysis of the retardation e ects has shown
that we have a good theoretical m otivation to x the form of retardation contributions to
the vector potential in the form (15) which corresponds to the parameter = 1 in the
generalized expression €8). On the contrary, the structure of the retardation contribution
to the scalar potential is less restricted from general analysis. This m eans that it is not
possble to x the value of s In @§) on general grounds. O ur num erical analysis has
shown that the value of 5§ = 0 is preferable. Thus for the energy transfer squared we
have the symm etrized product (§) for the vector potential and a half sum (1§) for the
scalar potential, In agreem ent w ith lattice caloulations P9] and m inin alarea law and ux
tube m odels R8]. The fund structure of the spin-independent interaction @4) with the
acoount of retardation contribbutions satis esthe BBP [12] relations 33), which ollow from
the Lorentz nvariance of the W ilson loop.

In our calculations we have used the heavy quark-antiquark interaction potential w ith
the com plete account of all relativistic corrections of order v?=¢ and one-loop radiative
corrections both for the spin—-ndependent and spin-dependent parts. T he Inclusion of these
correctionsallowed to t correctly the position ofthe centres of graviy ofthe heavy quarko-
nim lkevelsaswellastheir ne and hyper ne splittings. M oreover, the account for radiative
corrections results in a better description of level splittings. T he values of the m ain param —
eters of our quark m odel such as the slope of the con ning linear potentialA = 0:18 G &V ?,
the m ixing coe cient " = 1 of scalar and vector con ning potentials and the long-range
anom alous chrom om agnetic quark moment = 1 used in the present analysis are kept the
sam e asthey were xed from the previous consideration of radiative decays [B] and the heavy
quark expansion P2,33]. The value of " = 1 inplies that the con ning quark-antiquark
potential in heavy m esons has predom lnantly a Lorentz-vector structure, whike the scalar
potential is anticon ning and helps to reproduce the initial nonrelativistic potential. O n the
otherhand, thevalueof = 1 supportsthe conecture that the long—range con ning orces
are dom nated by chrom oelectric interaction and that the chrom om agnetic Interaction van-—
ishes, which is in accord w ith the dual superconductivity picture B5]and ux tube m odel
1.

The presented results for the cham onium and bottom onium m ass spectra agree well
w ith the availbbl experin ental data. It is of great interest to consider the predictions for
the m asses of the 'S, and D Jevels of bottom onium , which have not yet been cbserved
experin entally. The di culty of their experim ental cbservation is that these states (except
3D ;) cannot be produced in " e collisions, since their quantum num bers are not the sam e
as the quantum numbers of the photon. Therefore, In search for these states one must
investigate decay processes of vector ¢S;) levels. W e discussed the possibility of observation
of these states in radiative decays in Ref. B]. Note that the sm all value predicted for the
hyper ne solitting M () M () = 60M eV leads to di culties n observation of the
state.
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Recently itwasargued [34]that the account of relativistic kinem atics substantially m odi-
esthe description ofthe cham oniim ne structure and, In particular, leadsto considerably
larger values ofthe 2°P ; splittings than in the nonrelativistic lim it. B oth our previous calcu—
lation P0]and the present one con m this cbservation. O urprediction for the charm onium
2°P, m ass lies close to the prediction ofRef. B4] and slightly lower than theD D threshold.
H owever, the fact that this state isabove DD and closetoD D thresholdsm akes threshold

e ects very im portant and can considerably In uence the quark m odel prediction.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Cham oniim m ass spectrum .

State M@ VL) Particke T heory Experin ent fl] E xperin ent [31]
1's, . 2.979 2.9798 2.9758
13s; J= 3.096 3.09688
1°p, 0 3424 34173 34141
1°p; ol 3510 3.51053
1°p, 2 3.556 355617
2's, 0 3.583 3.594
233, 0 3.686 3.686
1°D ; 3.798 3:7699
1°D , 3.813
1°D 5 3815
2°P, % 3.854
2°p, 4 3.929
2°p, . 3.972
3ls, o 3.991
333, ® 4088 4:040
2°D 4194 4:159
2D, 4215
2°D 5 4223

M xture of S and D states
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TABLE II. Bottom onium m ass soectrum .

State M@ VL) Particke T heory E xperin ent {1] E xperin ent [32]

1's, b 9.400

13s; 9.460 9.46037

1°p, 10 9.864 9.8598 9.8630
1°p; - 9.892 9.8919 9.8945
1°p, ” 9912 9.9132 9.9125
2's, N 9.990

233, 0 10.020 10.023

1°D ; 10151

1°D, 10.157

1°D ;5 10.160

2°py 2 10232 10232

2°p; o 10253 102552

2°p, 2 10267 102685

3ts, 2 10328

33s; ® 10355 10.3553

2°D 10 441

2D, 10 446

2°D 5 10.450

3°p, o 10.498

3°p, o 10516

3°p, o 10.529

4's, e 10578

433, D 10.604 10.580
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FIGURES
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FIG .1. The reduced radialwave functions for cham onium . T he solid lne is for 1S, bold Ine
for 25, Jong-dashed line for 1P , dashed-dotted line for 2P , and dotted line for 1D states.
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FIG.2. Thesameas n Fig.1l forbottom onlum and long-short-dashed line for 3S state.
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