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Quarkonium spectra in the framework of quantum
chromodynamics')

by R. D. Viollier®)

Center for Theoretical Physics, Laboratory for Nuclear Science and Department of Physics,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

and J. Rafelski’)
CERN, Geneva, Switzerland

(10. VI. 1980)

Abstract. We study the nonrelativistic bound states of heavy quark-antiquark pairs in the
framework of quantum chromodynamics. Qur static potential is related to the Fourier transform of the
‘dressed’” gluon propagator. Aside from the quark masses, the model contains two free parameters:

(i) the scale parameter of the theory A, and

(ii) the radius r, where an additional confining force must be considered.

We evaluate the spectra of heavy quarkonium states solving the Schrodinger equation with our
flavor independent potential. The spin dependent parts of the interaction are treated in first order
perturbation based on the generalized Breit-Fermi interaction. We evaluate the leptonic decay widths
and electromagnetic transition rates using spin independent wave functions.

With A=0.44GeV, r,=0.38fm, m_=1.525 GeV, and m, =4.929 GeV the charmonium and
bottomium spectroscopy is reproduced very well. This can be interpreted as evidence for the validity
of quantum chromodynamics. We also discuss the (b¢)-spectrum and toponium spectrum as a function
of the top quark mass m,.

1. Introduction

It is now well accepted that the ‘new resonances’, e.g. J/iy and Y, are bound
states of heavy quark-antiquark (QQ) pairs. The richness and form of the spectra
suggest a description in terms of the Schrodinger equation [1] with a convex
potential. Two families of such states, the J/yy =(cc) and the Y =(bb) resonances,
are known today. There is a strong theoretical expectation that at least one more
family, {=(tf), may exist which has a new type of heavy quark, the top quark ¢
[2], as the fundamental building block.

The spectroscopic properties of these heavy quarkonium states represent a
sensitive test for quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [3], the nonabelian gauge
theory of strong interactions. The reason for this fact is that the nonrelativistic
heavy quarks (c, b, t) essentially probe the static quark-antiquark potential. Many

') This work is supported in part through funds provided by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
under contract EY-76-C-02-3069.

2) Present address: Inst. for Theoretical Physics, University of Basel, Switzerland.
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studies of the charmonium (c¢) and bottomium (bb) systems have been based on
the Coulomb +linear potential for the static quark-antiquark interaction. This
approach, motivated to some extent by QCD, has been fairly successful in the
description of the charmonium spectrum [4,5]. However, there are important
vacuum polarization corrections [6—11] which will affect this simple form of the
potential. The strong polarizability of the perturbative vacuum is reflected in the
well-known property of asymptotic freedom [12], arising from the dependence of
the running coupling ‘constant’ on the momentum transfer g,

1
Byy log (—q°/A%)
For a general SU(N)o10: ® SU(f)gavor theory of strong interactions By is given by
By = (1IN -2f)/12m 2

where N represents the number of colors, and f stands for the number of
(massless) quark flavors contributing to the polarizability of the vacuum. From
scaling violations in deep inelastic reactions [13], the scale A in equation (1) is
expected to be within the range of 100 MeV <A <700 MeV.

Our intention is to show that the currently available quarkonium spectra lend
a strong support towards QCD as the theory of interacting quarks. The spin
independent static potential W,(r) is the Fourier transform of the Coulomb
propagator dressed with the running coupling constant (1). For a general
SU(N)color®SU(f)ﬂavor theory we have

a(q®) = (1)

_ o Ja(—kllz) —igr 33
W)= =om ] Tip ¢ 4 ®
where
Cy = (N?>*-1)/2N (3)

is the color factor [14] of a QQ system in a color singlet state. As compared to
previous models [4-11], our approach will mainly improve the intermediate range
behavior (0.1 fm=<r=0.4fm) of the interaction. Since the potential (3) does not
have the desired long-range property (r=0.4fm), we will assume that the
confining part grows linearly beyond a certain radius r,. The proper understanding
of this sector is related to the confinement puzzle which will not be further
discussed in this paper.

We describe the nonrelativistic system in terms of the Schrodinger equation
(h=c=1)

(—miovu W)¢,=E¢. (4)

The total mass M of the bound state ¢ is given by the quark mass M, and the
binding energy (—E), i.e.

M=2mq+E. (5)
The spin structure of the interaction W(r) has the general form [14]
W(l') = Wo(r) + Wl(r)L * S+ Wz(r)slz+ W3(l‘)0'1 L ! ) (6)
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where L is the orbital angular momentum, S,, denotes the tensor operator
S$12=3(oy )0, F) 0, 0, (7)
and
= %(0' 1 Ho,) (8)

represents the total spin of the quark-antiquark pair.

The details of the spin independent potential W, (r) are determined by QCD,
and will be given in Section 2. If Wy(r) can be represented as a sum of a Lorentz
vector and scalar piece

Wo(r) = Vo(r)+ So(r) 9

the spin dependent potentials are found via the nonrelativistic reduction yielding
the generalized Breit-Fermi interaction [14]

.
1 (§dVO_1dSO).
Wl(r)_Zsz r dr r dr
1 [(1aV, d2VO)
} Waln= 12mQ (r dr  dr? (10
Wa(r) =
t 3(?’) 6mé

In Section 3, we will solve the Schrodinger equation for heavy quark-
antiquark systems. The spin dependent parts of the interaction are treated in first
order perturbation theory. We compare the calculated (c¢) and (bb) levels with
the experimental data, and predict the (t¢) and (b¢) spectra. The leptonic decay
widths and electromagnetic transition rates are evaluated and compared to the
corresponding experimental quantities. In Section 4, finally, we will briefly discuss
the significance of our results.

2. The quark-antiquark potential

It is worthwhile to begin with a short derivation of the running coupling
constant (1), in order to establish the domain in which we can trust our theoretical
potential. The longitudinal gluon propagator, il}(g?), can be expanded in terms of
the irreducible gluon self-energy or vacuum polarization, —iayq°TI(q>), yielding

zD(qZ)—q—Jr (laoqzn(qz)) ! - (i TI(q?)

e 1

T 1+ all(@?) an

><“~5 (—iaoq°Il(q™) —2+
q q
Thus, in this approximation, we are led to the straightforward identification of the
running coupling ‘constant’

Qg

T T a g

(12)
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Here «, denotes the ‘bare’ coupling, i.e. the coupling for which the gluon
self-energy vanishes.

The imaginary part of the II(q®) along the cut on the time-like real axis is
related to the gluon decay into gluons and quark-antiquark pairs in the perturba-
tive vacuum of QCD. For massless gluons and quarks we have in first order

Im I1(q® + ie) = — By (13)

We now turn to the evaluation of the analytic function II(q®) via a once subtracted
dispersion relation

2\ TT(— s 2 :_l ) 5 ¢ 1 1
I1(q*) —II(—u?) WJ:) dM~* Im II(M +13)[M2_q2 W+“2J (14)
yielding
(g*) - 1(—p?) = By log (—q%/un?). (14)

For convenience, the subtraction point has been taken at a space-like momentum
transfer, g°=—pu>.
Combining equation (12) and (14'), we arrive at

o(—p?)
1+ a(—p?)Byy log (—q*/p?)

where a(—p?) is the coupling constant, renormalized at q>=—u>. Equation (15)
is readily transformed into equation (1) by introducing the scale parameter A

a(q*) = (15)

1 .
A= e
#exp [ 2a(- ,LZ)BMJ (16)
Thus, the dressed gluon propagator (11) develops a branch point at g*>=0 where
the bare propagator has a pole. In addition, the dressed propagator has a pole at
q> = —A? which represents a ‘Landau ghost’ *) with a positive residue. Thus, in this
first order approximation, the gluon can transmute into a massive tachyon. The
occurrence of this pole is clearly unphysical and therefore it should be removed.
This point will be discussed in greater detail elsewhere [15].
We can trust, however, the discontinuity of a(q”) across the timelike real
axis, since it is related to the physical process of the gluon decay in the
perturbative vacuum. With

e

I 2 —+ ] = f G > 0 17
meldtie) =g lloga?ar+ 2 © 470 W
one can easily find the spectral representation of a(g?) in terms of its singularities
* dM? A?
2)= Bnt U - J 18
(q) NL [(log M?IA??+ w2 (M2 —q?) q>+A? 18

In this form, the contribution along the cut in the complex plane is explicitly
separated from the spurious pole term.

We are now ready to perform the Fourier transform (3) based on the spectral
representation (18) at spacelike momentum transfers, q° = —|q|>. First, we have to

4)  In the case of QCD it should be called a ‘Landau tachyon’.
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specify how to integrate around the tachyon pole. The simplest interpretation of
the singular integral (3) in terms of a principal value leads to a real potential

WO(r) = Wpole(r) + Wcut(r)- (19)
For N=3 and B;= By;(N = 3), the contribution of the tachyon pole is
4
Wooe(r) = 3_Bf; (1—cos Ar), (20)

while the cut term is given by

_ 4 j“’ (1-e ™) dMm?
3B;r Jy [(log M?/A*Y+ w*|M?*’
The potential W_,(r) is obviously an attractive ‘Coulomb like’ interaction,

represented by the dotted line in Fig. 1 for a particular choice of parameters. The
interaction is of varying strength and less singular than the Coulomb potential at

Weulr) =

(21)

|
[Gev]
05
0
-0.5 QQ-PoTENTIAL N
A = 44] MeV
fro=.378 fm
my=mg=0
F b= mg = 300 MeV —
| ]
Figure 1

The spin independent quark-antiquark potential.
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The effective coupling constant a {r) and slope parameter a *(r).

short distances. This can be seen in Fig. 2 where the dotted line represents the
‘effective coupling constant’ defined as

o, (r) = —23rWeu(r).

It varies between a,=0.4 at r=0.05fm and «, =0.8 at r=10.5fm.

The potential W,.(r), shown for the same set of parameters by the dashed
line in Fig. 1, must be taken with more caution. It is tempting to identify this term
with a ‘confining’ potential. However, W,.(r) cannot describe permanent con-
finement, since it oscillates and reaches its first maximum of roughly 550 MeV at
about 1fm. While W,_,.(r) is probably incorrect for large values of r, there is
reason to believe its structure at short distances. Thus, motivated by gauge
theories on a lattice [16], we extrapolate W,.(r) linearly beyond a certain radius
o

(22)

Wpole(r )
Wpole(r()) = Wpiole(r())(r = F5)
The extrapolation radius r, is a phenomenological parameter to be determined

from the experimental data. The ‘linearized’ potential W,.(r) is represented by
the dashed-dotted line in Fig. 1, while the solid line stands for the total potential,

WO(r) = Wpo]e(r) + Wcut(r)a (19,)

actually used in the calculation. In order to facilitate the comparison with other
models, we have plotted in Fig. 2 the ‘effective slope parameters’, defined as

a 2(r) = Wye(r)/r. (24)

It varies between @ 2=0.18 GeV? for short and a ?=0.14 GeV* for large

distances. '
As a final point, let us discuss how to include the effect of finite quark masses

on the polarizability of the perturbative vacuum. The up and down quarks can be

Wpole(r) = { Fety (23)

r=> ro.
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assumed as massless, but we should allow for a finite mass of the strange and
heavier quarks. The gluon part of the irreducible vacuum polarization is for q*>>0

ImII, .. (q°+ie)= -4, (25)
while each quark flavor (Q=u, d, s, ¢, . ..) contributes

2 2

ImIl, . o6(q°+ie) = (1+2mzo) 1_4n120 (26)
6 q q

for q>>4m¥, which corresponds to distances r<(2mg) '. We could certainly use
equations (12), (14), (25) and (26) to derive the exact form of the potential, but it
is sufficient to change the value of f in equation (2) by one unit as r becomes
smaller than (2mg)~'. Thus, if we restrict ourselves to three quark flavors,
m, = my =0 and m,# 0, the constant B; in equations (20) and (21) is replaced by
the function B_4(r) defined as

1 1 ( 1 1 ) ,
=—+|——— —~2
B(r) B, \B; B, éxp {—2m) @7
which interpolates smoothly between the two limiting cases
1 1
~— r<@m)’
Beﬁ(r) B3
(28)
1 1 > (2m.)!
=— r my) .
Beﬂ(r) BZ

The exponential range of B_4(r) is adjusted to the approximate range of the
vacuum polarization potential arising from strange quark-antiquark pairs.

3. Numerical results

3.1. The spectra

We now turn to the discussion of the numerical results. A straightforward
potential description of the states above flavor threshold is unreliable due to the
strong coupling to the decay channels. Thus, we will restrict ourselves to the study
of the low-lying states. The charmonium and bottomium spectra are evaluated
solving the Schrodinger equation with the potential shown on Fig. 1. We insert
the masses of the light quarks, m, =m, =0 and m, =300 MeV, from the bag
model. For charmonium, the three free parameters of the model, A, ry, and m,,
are determined by fitting the 1S, 25, and 1P levels to the experimental 1°3S,
(3.097), 23S, (3.686), and to the center of gravity of the 1°P,,, levels at
3.523 GeV [17], respectively. The fit parameters A =441 MeV, r,=0.378 fm, and
m,=1.525 GeV, are compatible with what one may expect from other sources
[4,13]. For the bottomium spectrum we use the same potential. The only
parameter left, the bottom quark mass m,, is adjusted to the experimental 1°S;
(9.46) level of bottomium [18] yielding m, = 4.929 GeV.

In Fig. 3 and Table 1, we present various quarkonium spectra. The agree-
ment between theory and experiment in the case of charmonium is largely due to
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The orthocharmomium and orthobottomium spectra. The observed states are compared to calculations
with a spin independent force.

the fact that the three lowest levels have been fitted. Thus, the only independent
tests of the model are the experimental 33S, (4.030) and 13D, (3.772) levels.
Unfortunately, the theoretical prediction of the first is unreliable, since it is far
above charm threshold, while the latter cannot be compared to the calculated
center of gravity of the 1°D, , 5 levels without introducing spin dependent forces.

The real test of our QCD potential is the bottomium spectrum. Here the
observed 2°S, (10.02) and 338, (10.38) levels are below bottom threshold, and
represent therefore a conclusive test of the model. Our calculations agree very
well with the observed bottomium spectrum, thus confirming the reliability of the
first order QCD potential. In fact, it includes both concepts, asymptotic freedom

Table 1
The orthoquarkonium spectra for (c€), (bb), and (b¢) bound states in GeV. The observed states are
compared to calculations with a spin independent force (*=fit).

(c) (bb) (b¢)

state experiment theory experiment theory theory

4S 10.628

3S (4.030+0.010) 4.090 10.38+0.04 10.370 7.30
28 3.686+0.003 3.686™ 10.02+0.02 10.039 6.93
18 3.097+£0.002 3.097* 9.46+0.01 9.460* 6.34

3P 10.543
2P 3.951 10.275 7.18
1P 3.523+0.005 3.523* 9.921 6.77
2D 10.456
1D (3.772+0.006) 3.806 10.176 7.05

1F . 10.366
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and linear confinement at large distances, and does therefore a much better job
than e.g. the Coulomb+linear potential. We recall here that the original
Coulomb + linear potential [4] fails by about 150 MeV in the description of the 2S
and 3S bottomium states. Assuming that the flavor threshold is at 680 MeV,
independent of the quark mass, we predict the 1'S, state of the bottom meson
B~ = (bu) at 5.27 GeV. Recently a bottom meson has been reported at 5.3 GeV
[19].

We have studied in detail the quark contribution to the vacuum polarization.
The major effect on the spectrum arises from the massless up and down quarks.
As expected, the quark contribution increases the overall level spacing of the
spectrum. The massive strange quark, however, affects mainly the lowlying states,
since only the short-range part of the interaction is changed. Thus, it lowers e.g.
the masses of the J/y and Y particles by 13 and 38 MeV, respectively. Of course,
the charmonium and bottomium data could be reproduced omitting entirely the
strange quark vacuum polarization. In fact, we obtain a similar fit to the observed
spectra with A =472MeV, r,=0.462fm, m_.=1.505 GeV, and m, =4.909 GeV
which sheds some light in the uncertainty of the parameters. In this context, it is
interesting to note that the mass difference, m, —m_, =3.404 GeV, 1s to a large
extent independent of the choice of the potential parameters [20].

The quarkonium spectrum, plotted as a function of the quark mass mg, 1s
shown in Figs. 4 and 5. While the excitation energy to the first excited state
remains roughly constant (=600 MeV) in the range of 1.5 GeV=m, <=9 GeV, it
increases rapidly at larger quark masses. For example at m, =15 GeV we have
already M(2°S;)—M(13S,)=707 MeV. Here the 1S-wave function is concen-
trated in a domain of roughly 0.1 fm which makes the excitation energy very
sensitive to the short-range behavior of the potential and thus to the vacuum
polarization contribution of the heavy quarks.

Of course, the energy levels of other nonrelativistic quark-antiquark bound
states like the (bc), (1€), and (tb) systems can be calculated, as well. Introducing
the reduced and the total mass of the (bc)-system, i.e.

_ Pl (29)

mb =
¢ mb+mc

and
M=m,+m,+EQ2m,,) (30)

we can predict from Figs. 4 and 5 the triplet states of the (b¢)-mesons (Table 1).

3.2. Spin structure

It is worthwhile to begin with a brief discussion of the current data on the
spin dependent interaction. The spin orbit and tensor splittings of the P-levels in
charmonium are well established. Based on first order perturbation theory and
equation (6) we obtain

M(13P,)=M(1°P)+ W,(1 P)—-3W,(1 P)
M(1°P;)=M(1°P)—W,(1 P)+2W,(1 P) (31)
M(1°Py)=M(1°P)-2W,(1 P)—4W,(1 P)
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Figure 4
The energy levels of the S and P states of quarkonium as a function of the quark mass m,.

From the experimental P-levels 1°P, (3.554), 1 3P, (3.508), and 1 *P, (3.413) [17]
one can deduce the center of gravity of the 1°P, , states (Table 1)

M(13P)=3.523 GeV (32)
and the expectation values of the spin-orbit and tensor interaction (Table 2)

{ WP(1 P) =35 MeV

33
W3*(1 P)=10 MeV. @3)
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The energy levels of the D, F, and G states of quarkonium as a function of the quark mass m,.

Table 2

The observed and theoretical expectation values of the spin-dependent interaction in MeV. The
theoretical numbers for charmonium and bottomium are calculated using a pure vector potential.

(ct) (bb)
experiment theory theory
state W, W, W; W, W, W, W, W, W,
4S8 0 0 3.0
38 0 0 0 0 154 0 0 3.8
28 0 0 0 0 200 O 0 5.4
18 0 0 3037 0 0 366 0 0 13.4
3P 13.9 1.7 1.2
2P 593 6.5 6.8 169 2.1 1.4
1P 35 10 76.1 8.2 89 244 3.1 2.0
2D 7.3 0.8 0.8
1D WI1+iW, 371 34 56 89 1.0 1.0
=11.3?
1F 52 0.5 0.7
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Similarly, we have for the D-states in first order
M(1°D5)=M(1°D)+2W,(1 D)—2W,(1 D)
M(1°*D,)=M(1°D)— W,(1 D)+2W,(1 D) (34)
M(1°D;)=M(1°D)-3W,(1 D)-2W,(1 D)

from the observed 1°D, (3.772) level and the theoretical estimate for the center
of gravity of the 1°D,,,-states, M(1*D)=3.806 GeV, we conclude (Table 2)

WP(1 D)+3W5*(1 D)= 11.3 MeV(?). (35)

This relation, however, is less reliable, since it depends also on the theoretical
value of M(13D). '
The hyperfine splitting of the various states is given in first order by

M(n*L)—M(n'L)=4W,(nL)
L=8;P:..:m=1.2,...

Here the experimental situation is less clear. In fact, since the states at 2.830,
3.454, and 3.590 GeV have not been confirmed by more refined experiments at
SLAC [19], no paracharmonium state is really well established. However, recently
a candidate has been reported at 2.976 GeV [19] which might very well represent
the long expected n,, the 1'S, partner of the J/y particle, yielding (Table 2)

W$*(1 S)=30.3 MeV(?). (37)

Our calculated matrix elements are shown in Table 2 for charmonium and
bottomium. Here the spin independent potential W, is assumed to be of vector
type. For charmonium, the tensor splitting W,(1 P)= 8.2 MeV and the hyperfine
splitting W;(1 S) =36.6 MeV agree reasonably well with the experimental values
of W5*(1 P)=10 MeV and W5*®(1 S)=30.3 MeV(?), respectively. However, the
theoretical spinorbit splitting W,(1 P)=76.1 MeV is about a factor two larger
than the experimental value of W{*®(1P)=35MeV. The discrepancy is even
larger for the 1 D-states, since, instead of 11.3 MeV (equation 35), our model
predicts

W,(1 D)+2W,(1 D)=139.2 MeV. (38)

Thus, even if our estimate of M(1>D) was too low about 30 MeV, the theoretical
prediction (38) is still about twice as large as the experimental one. This may
indicate the presence of an additional scalar potential S,(r). We will return to this
point below.

Using the matrix elements given in Table 2 and equations (31) and (34), we
can deduce the energy levels of the 1 P and 1 D states in orthobottomium

M(13P, ;) =(9.860, 9.903, 9.944) GeV (39)
M(1°D,,3)=(10.147,10.169, 10.193) GeV. (40)

However, as in the case of charmonium, we should not trust this prediction too
much, except for the fact that the splittings are much smaller than for char-
monium.

In spite of the numerous attempts to understand the observed splittings of the
charmonium states quantitatively, the spin structure of the quark-antiquark

(36)
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interaction is still an open question. Following the conventional approach within
the framework of the generalized Breit-Fermi interaction (10) one may introduce
a scalar component Sy(r) in the spin independent potential (9). The one-gluon-
exchange potential has presumably vector character at short distances. But at
intermediate and large distances, when the confining mechanism sets in, the
potential may acquire an unknown scalar component Sy(r). Since there is experi-
mental information on the splittings of three states (1S, 1P, and 1 D) which
probe different space regions, one may parameterize the shape of the scalar
potential, however, at the expense of the predicting power of the theory. With a
simple power law ansatz

Ar" r5r1

41
Arf r>rn W)

5,0 =1

and Vy(r)= W,(r)— S,(r), the scalar contribution to the various spin dependent
potentials is

[ 2nArt?
sWilp)= g

ma
(2—n)nArt—2
12m3,
n(n+1)Ar"2
6ms

{ W, (r)=—

for r=r, (42)

Wa(r)= —
\

and 8W,(r)=&W,(r)=8W,(r)=0 for r>r,. A good fit to the observed spin
dependence is obtained with

n=3
A =0.961 GeV/fm> (43)
ry =0.805 fm.

3.3. Leptonic decays and electromagnetic transitions

An interesting consistency check of the model are the leptonic decay widths
usually calculated through the van Royen-Weisskopf [21] formula

16m%a?

F(n 351—> l+l_) = W
1

|4 (0) e (44)

Here a denotes the fine structure constant, e is the charge of the quark in units
of e, and ¢,(0) is the n 3S,-state wave function at the origin. This equation,
however, is subject to large radiative corrections, arising from the exchange of

gluons, which tend to suppress the leptonic widths dramatically. In fact, equation
(44) should read

167%a”

Pin*Si =10 =grse
1

|4, (0)* egF(m3). (45)
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The correction factor F(m?,) has been evaluated to first order in a(gq®) [22] giving

44

where a(m3) denotes the strong coupling constant at timelike momentum trans-
fers. Since the correction is rather large, one may conclude that the first order
result is unreliable. Thus, at the present stage, F(mg) is best kept as a free
parameter to be determined from the charmonium and bottomium data. In Table
3 the leptonic decay widths are shown for charmonium and bottomium. Here the
theoretical widths of the ground states have been fitted to their experimental
values by introducing the scale factors

F(m?)=0.55 and F(m?) =0.62. (47)
In first order, these correspond to the coupling constants of
a(m2)=0.27 and a(m})=0.23, (48)

respectively, which are somewhat larger than expected from the three gluon
decays. Thus, only the widths of the excited states are meaningful in our
comparison of the theoretical and experimental data in Table 3. The widths of the
2S states agree very nicely with the experimental data.

For completeness, we also mention the electromagnetic transition rates for
charmonium. In nonrelativistic approximation, the rates for electric dipole transi-
tions are given by [14]

I(E1,23S,— 13P,) =427+ 1)e2a[M(23S,) — M(1 *°P,) (1P| r [2S)?

49
[(E1, 13P, — 13S,) = f2a[M(1 >P,)— M(1 > F(1S| r |LPY el
where (n'L'| r [nL) is the electric dipole matrix element
(n'L| r|nL)= J U,.(nrU,.. (r)r? dr, (50)
0

and U, (r) the normalized radial wave function. Using the experimental masses
of the 1°S,, 2°S;, and 1°P,, , states, the 25— 1P transition rates

['(E1,23S,—13P,,,)=(70, 58, 40) keV (51)

are a factor 2 or 3 larger than the observed E1 transition rates of (17+8) keV.

Table 3
The experimental and theoretical leptonic widths in keV for charmonium and bottomium. The
theoretical values are computed with F(m2)=0.55 and F(m?)=0.62 (*=fit).

(c€) (bb)

state  experiment theory  experiment theory

4S8 0.23
3S (0.75+£0.15) 13 0.30
28 2.10+0.30 2.0 0.33+0.10 0.45
18 4.80+0.60 4.8* 1.20+0.20 1.2%
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This discrepancy indicates the limits of our present understanding of the short-
range quark-antiquark interaction. Clearly more work is needed on higher order
QCD corrections to the electromagnetic transition rates. For the 1P — 1S transi-
tion rates we obtain

T(E1, 1P, ,—13S,)= (194, 428, 583) keV. (52)

We now turn to the magnetic dipole transitions in charmonium. The descrip-
tion of the forbidden transitions is uncertain due to coherent relativistic eﬁects
We therefore focus on the allowed magnetic transitions [14]

I'M1,n3S,—n'S,) —%:1— a[M(n3S,—M(n 'Sy)T. (53)

Q

Assuming that the 1'S, state is at 2.951 GeV as predicted by our model, we
obtain

r'(M1,1°S,—1'S,)=5.8keV. (54)

However, using the reported 1'S, candidate at 2.976 GeV [19], the decay width
for a magnetic dipole transition
I'(M1,138,—-1'S,)=3.3keV (55)

is much closer to the experimental upper limit of 1.1keV for the transition.
Placing the 2 'S, state at 3.606 GeV, our model predicts a 2S-transition rate of

'(M1,235,—2'S,)=1keV (56)

which is not in contradiction with the experiment.

4. Conclusions

We have described nonrelativistic heavy quark-antiquark bound states in the
framework of quantum chromodynamics. The static quark-antiquark potential is

Wo(r) = -3 20

+a3(nr (57)

where both the ‘effective’ coupling constant ag(r) and the slope parameter a~*(r),
vary significantly (Fig. 2) in the region of interest.

Our calculations reproduce the observed orthocharmonium and ortho-
bottomium spectra quite well. The agreement between the theory and the
experiment not only confirms the validity of the perturbative approach to QCD
and asymptotic freedom, but also establishes a strict quantitative relation between
the parameters of the theory and experiment. We obtain a scale parameter of
A =441MeV, consistent with estimates from deep inelastic reactions [13]. The
quark masses, m, = 1.525 and m, =4.929 GeV, as well as the phenomenological
extrapolation radius r,=0.378 fm seem reasonable.

For a general SU(N)co10r @ SU(f )aavor theory of strong interactions the ‘effec-
tive’ strength of the quark-antiquark interaction in a color singlet state is given by
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the ratio (see equations (2) and (3"))

Gy _6m 1-UN
By 111-2f11N°

Thus, for reasonable values of N and f, this expression is rather insensitive to
the number of colors and flavors. While the fit parameters A, r,, m_, and m, will
slightly vary if we change the flavor (or color) content of the theory, the mass
difference, m, —m_=3.404 GeV, is remarkably stable. Moreover, the fit to the
observed spectra remains equally good. It seems therefore difficult to draw any
definite conclusion concerning the number of colors and flavors which are
required to describe the experimental spectra adequately. However, our calcula-
tions are consistent with three colors and three flavors: two massless up and down
quarks, m, = my; =0, and a massive strange quark of m, =300 MeV. In view of
the theoretical and experimental uncertainties, the electromagnetic transition
rates and the leptonic decay widths are in reasonable agreement with the
experimental data. However, the detailed spin structure of the quark-antiquark
interaction, in particular the Lorentz character of the potential W(r), still remains
to be understood. In this context, it is interesting to note that the introduction of a
scalar potential of the type So(r)~ r® which may describe the transition from the
perturbative to the real QCD vacuum helps improve the spin splittings signific-
antly.

Concluding we would like to emphasize that, if the top quark exists, the
toponium spectrum will be crucial test for the model. Assuming a top quark mass
of m,=20GeV, toponium will probe much more the domain that can be
described by perturbative QCD and that is presumably less sensitive to
phenomenological modifications at large distances.

(58)
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