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Chapter 1

Introduction

This thesis concerns a study of bound states of heavy quarks in heavy-flavor Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD). By heavy quarks I mean bottom and charm quarks. The light quarks, up, down,
strange, and also top quark (whose mean lifetime is shorter than the typical timescale of hadronic
interactions, hence, does not form bound states) are omitted from the theory. Reasons for limiting
the theory to heavy and relatively stable quarks will be fully explained later. My main motivation is
to contribute to the development of a Hamiltonian theory of hadrons. QCD of heavy-flavor quarks
offers several simplifications. Thanks to the large quark masses one can use asymptotic freedom
of QCD [I}, 2, B] and expand the Hamiltonian of the theory in powers of the coupling constant g.
I perform the expansion explicitly up to order g2 only. However, I use the fact that the coupling
varies with the momentum scale of the renormalized theory once terms of third order and higher
are included. Smallness of the coupling constant is related to the smallness of relative momenta
of quarks in bound states. The fact that the relative momenta of bound quarks are small allows
us to use the nonrelativistic approximation for description of their relative motion. Moreover, the
phenomenon of dynamical chiral symmetry breaking is not significant for heavy quarks and does
not complicate the theory. Therefore, from the theoretical point of view, heavy-flavor QCD is
a good starting point when one seeks to gradually understand the QCD binding mechanism for
quarks due to gluons.

The method that I use, which allows me to deal with divergent interactions of local quantum
field theories, is called the renormalization group procedure for effective particles (RGPEP) [4] [5].
I present several applications of the method: calculation of masses of doubly-heavy mesons and
triply-heavy baryons [0, [7], calculation of form factors in elastic scattering of electrons off heavy
hadrons, and calculation of structure functions in deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of electrons off
heavy hadrons. The results are approximate and preliminary. The purpose of the thesis is to show
that the method can in principle be used for all of those applications.

Masses are usually calculated in the rest frame of a hadron, elastic scattering involves hadrons
that move with small and moderate momenta (in comparison with the hadron mass, i = ¢ = 1),
and DIS processes involve very large momenta. To describe in a unified way processes that involve
momenta ranging from very small to very large, the method needs to be relativistic. RGPEP is
formulated in the framework of the front form (FF) of Hamiltonian dynamics. This form seems to
be best suited to that task among all known Hamiltonian formulations of quantum field theories [§].
The two main reasons are: the relativistic FF wave functions depend only on relative momenta of
constituents; the vacuum state is treatable as simple [9, [10] 111, [5].

Several formulations of QCD are used by physicists to describe hadrons. Approaches utilizing
Dyson-Schwinger equations [12], [13], 14}, [I5] [16] use path integral formulation of QCD in Euclidean
space instead of the Minkowski space. Hence, the results for correlation functions need to be ana-
lytically continued from real Euclidean time to imaginary Euclidean time, which is the Minkowski
time [14], 17, [18].

Another class of theoretical approaches, called Lattice QCD [19, 20}, 21], uses computer Monte
Carlo methods to estimate correlation functions on a finite grid of points in Euclidean space. Lattice

1



2 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

simulations have become recognized as a powerful tool for nonperturbative ab initio calculations
of properties of hadrons. Using the Monte Carlo simulations, the lattice methods work best for
studies of ground states, while extraction of properties of excited states may be difficult. The
great progress in lattice studies [22, 23] stimulates also simulations of scattering processes, which
are difficult to perform. In order to describe on a lattice a state of a hadron moving with a large
momentum the lattice needs to be large enough and dense enough. Therefore, capabilities of lattice
simulations depend on the available computer resources. Lattice QCD calculations currently give
the best available reference points for the majority of other methods in the low-energy hadronic
physics.

I use Lattice results on masses and charge radii of heavy mesons and baryons, wherever avail-
able, to compare with my results. The lattice results are very useful to me in the development of
the FF Hamiltonian QCD because they allow me to assess the quality of approximations I make.
Comparison of my approach results with the lattice simulation results suggests that these approx-
imations may be justifiable, which is an encouraging result at this stage of development of the FF
Hamiltonian approach.

Apart from the methods mentioned above there are also various other methods people use
to learn more about hadrons. They include: phenomenological models like constituent quark
models [24] 28], 26], bag models and Regge phenomenology, AdS/QCD correspondence model [27,
28, 291 [30], effective quantum field theories like nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [31}, 32], and the
QCD sum rules [33],[34]. Basis Light Front Quantization (BLFQ) that also uses the FF of dynamics,
should be mentioned here as the closest one in spirit, though considerably different in detail [35} [36].

An important ingredient of the method at this stage of its development is the assumption that
gluons obtain an effective mass. When one derives from QCD an effective Hamiltonian that acts
only on the states of quark-antiquark pairs in the case of quarkonia or on just three quarks for
triply-heavy baryons, one has to explain how the infinite number of other components of these
hadrons, including basis states of unlimited numbers of massless gluons [5], is accounted for. In
the method developed in this thesis, the multiple gluon components are replaced by just one
component with one gluon that is massive.

Gluon mass of some kind is expected on the basis of results of continuum methods (Dyson-
Schwinger methods) [37, 38|, lattice QCD studies [39], and phenomenology [40]. Therefore, the
usage of gluon mass ansatz appears plausible. The effective Hamiltonian that I mentioned above
should be obtained through some reduction procedure that guarantees that the effective Hamilto-
nian shares eigenvalues with the full Hamiltonian of QCD. Perturbative procedures, such as that of
Bloch or Wilson [41], [42], are well-defined only in perturbation theory. Nonperturbative reduction
procedures like Gaussian elimination, presented in Sec. are difficult to formulate in a quantum
field theory with massless particles.

The gluon mass ansatz is an assumption about the nonperturbative effects that some systematic
account for gluons, if at all possible, induces on the degrees of freedom that are explicitly kept in
the effective theory. In this thesis the small subspace in the space of all states that I explicitly
work with is a space composed of a Fock sector with minimal quark content (QQ for mesons and
QQQ for baryons) and a sector with the same quarks and a single massive gluon. The gluon mass
ansatz refers to the gluon in that second sector of the Fock space. The sector with the massive
gluon is perturbatively eliminated, which results in a Hamiltonian eigenvalue equation similar to
those written in quark models. This resulting finite effective theory is not sensitive to the details
of the mass ansatz in the case of bound states of quarks (and antiquarks) with identical masses.

Future calculations that employ larger spaces, containing more sectors with gluons, may provide
an a posteriori justification of the ansatz such as the one I use here. Another possibility is to develop
nonperturbative calculations of renormalized QCD Hamiltonians. Such calculations are a priori
possible in the RGPEP. It is not excluded that they produce a gluon mass in the renormalized
Hamiltonian that acts still in the whole Fock space, i.e., the one that is calculated in this thesis
perturbatively and only up to terms order g?. The key point I am making is that the gluon mass
ansatz may be further studied and possibly validated within the same method of the RGPEP.



Using RGPEP and gluon mass ansatz I obtained masses and wave functions of heavy mesons
and heavy baryons. The masses turn out to be in a quite good agreement with the estimates
and predictions of other theoretical methods I mentioned earlier. The masses of spin-1 charmonia
and bottomonia are used to fit the quark masses and renormalization-group scale parameters for
mesons. Then, using an interpolation formula to identify the likely values of the renormalization
group parameter for all considered baryon systems, I obtain spectra of heavy baryons that contain
no new parameters. Therefore, the masses obtained in this thesis for heavy baryons may be treated
as approximate predictions of heavy flavor QCD.

Comparison with Lattice QCD calculations, which are believed to be the best available bench-
marks, reveals that not only the ground state masses of bbb and ccc baryons agree, but also their
excited spectrum is qualitatively the same. This is rather surprising in view of crudeness of ap-
proximations that I used to arrive at the estimates of the masses. Note also that the Lattice
calculations are rather complex while mine are largely analytic.

The masses of baryons composed of ccb and bbc quarks are also estimated. The mass of ground
state of bbc is in agreement with lattice calculations. However, the ground state of cchb has mass
about 300 MeV larger than Lattice QCD predicts. These results are obtained only if one neglects
the gluon-mass-ansatz-dependent mass shift that appears only in mesons and baryons composed
of quarks with different masses, see Chapter The dependence of the mass shift on squares of
masses of quarks, which significantly differ for b and ¢ quarks, and the strong dependence of the
shift on the gluon mass ansatz suggest that the shift is an artifact of the gluon mass ansatz. The
ansatz may be too simple for describing systems with two significantly different scales. The scale
setting in such case needs to be improved, e.g., by introducing two different values of the RGPEP
scale parameter in the Hamiltonian. Because the mass shift is the only effect that strongly depends
on the gluon mass ansatz, because it can be as small as the spin splittings, and because it is likely
to be artificial, I attempted to omit it in the calculation of masses and wave functions of hadrons
built from different quarks.

I have used the calculated wave functions, in their approximate analytic forms, to compute
form factors and charge radii of the heavy mesons and baryons. Lattice results for mesons and
baryons composed of charm quarks (and antiquarks) are available and they agree with my results
surprisingly well. Comparison with other methods, which also provide the radii of mesons con-
taining bottom quarks, gives an agreement that is acceptable for a preliminary calculation like
the one presented in this thesis when one takes into account that those methods disagree among
themselves to a similar degree.

I also computed the magnetic moments of spin-1/2 and spin-1 hadrons. The agreement with
results presented in literature is quite good for systems composed of quarks of one flavor, while
the magnetic moments of hadrons containing two flavors of quarks are generally bigger than the
magnetic moments reported in the literature.

The results for structure functions of heavy hadrons that I obtained are very preliminary. I
neglected the huge difference between the scale of momentum transfer ) and the scale of quark
binding in the hadron. For that reason the resulting structure functions do not evolve with @,
as they should [43], 44], [45] [46]. Appropriate account of the two vastly different scales using the
RGPEP method is expected to give the proper -dependence of the structure functions in terms of
the transformations it defines. Moreover, since the bound-state formation and scattering problem
are described using the same framework, it is not excluded that the method will provide a unified
description of evolution of structure functions in the momentum transfer ) and in the Bjorken
x [47, 48]. Neglecting the scaling violation, I present my results for structure functions of the
ground states of heavy quarkonia and heavy baryons and for a few excited quarkonia states. The
structure functions of the excited states show some interesting features absent in the ground-state
structure functions. These results are merely my elementary inspection of the starting point for
developing the RGPEP application to the structure functions.

The pilot study of heavy mesons and heavy baryons presented in this thesis may be improved in
several ways. First of all, perturbative calculation of the renormalized Hamiltonian can be extended
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to the fourth order in the coupling constant. This will provide insight about the validity of the
gluon mass ansatz and it will render spin-interaction terms and possibly other terms that produce
mass shifts of the same order. A possible extension is a combination of the RGPEP methods
with BLFQ techniques. A suitable combination might allow for nonperturbative diagonalization of
effective Hamiltonians that act in spaces with states containing multiple constituents. Calculations
of such type may be necessary to obtain reliable estimates of masses of highly excited states, which
probably contain a large gluonic component.



Chapter 2

Hamiltonian formulation of quantum
field theory

All of the work presented in this thesis is done using a framework called “the front form of
Hamiltonian dynamics.” The words front form are often abbreviated to FF. This chapter is
intended to be a short introduction to that framework. Therefore, first I present some basic
aspects of the Hamiltonian formulation of dynamics of fields, including different forms of dynamics,
Poincare algebra of operators and distinction of kinematic and dynamic operators. I will describe
some of the advantages of the FF as compared with the standard instant form of Hamiltonian
dynamics. The general features of the framework are illustrated in the context of QCD — the
theory of my main interest in this thesis. In the last part of the chapter I derive and present the
canonical FF Hamiltonian of QCD.

2.1 Introduction

Quantum field theory is first of all a quantum theory. Ordinary quantum mechanics is usually
formulated using Hamiltonian formalism, in which information about the state of a physical system
is encoded in a vector from the Hilbert space of the theoryE] and evolution of state vectors (or
operators, depending on the picture) is generated by the Hamiltonian — a self-adjoint operator
on the Hilbert space. The main difference between quantum mechanics and quantum field theory
is that the Hilbert space of QFT — the Fock space — is much “bigger” than Hilbert spaces of
fixed-number-of-particles quantum theories, by which I mean that it has richer structure. For
example, the Fock space is composed of infinitely many sectors, each of which contains a fixed
number of particles of fixed types. The number of particles is not conserved because interactions
can easily change the particle content. This means that physical states (asymptotic states in a
scattering problem and bound states of the Hamiltonian) are linear combinations of states from
different sectors of the Fock space. Hence, a vector from a sector of the Fock space is said to
contain “bare particles.” Even the ground state of the theory (vacuum) is typically believed to be
a very complicated combination of bare particles’ states. If the vacuum is so complicated, then
excited states — states containing physical particles can only add to the complexity. For this reason,
among others, people often choose to use noncanonical formulations of quantum field theories, for
example path integrals. However, as I argue later, in the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics vacuum is
kept simple in a regularized theory.

Classically, to set up the dynamical problem of fields one needs to provide equations of motion
(conveniently by defining the density of Lagrangian) and initial and boundary conditions so that
the values of fields in any point of interest can be found. Dirac distinguished three particular
types of choices (see Fig. for the hypersurface on which the initial condition is given and a
dynamical system is built [§]. The corresponding forms in which relativistic dynamical theories

"More generally, it is encoded in a density matrix.
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Figure 2.1: Three forms of dynamics. Instant form on the left, point form on the right.
The central one is the front form. The usual time, instant-form time, flows upwards. In each
form two successive hypersurfaces of constant “time” are shown, appropriately to the form of
dynamics. Arrows point in the direction of evolution in “time.”

PAINA4

may be put are called “instant form,” “point form,” and “front form.” The central role in Dirac’s
analysis play “the ten fundamental quantities,” which may be organized into a fourvector P*
and an antisymmetric tensor M*”. In quantum field theory in the instant form these are the
operators of energy (Hamiltonian), P°, three-momentum, P?, angular momentum, M'? = L3
M?3 = L', M3' = L?, and three boost operators, M. They serve the purpose of generating
changes of states and operators induced by specific changes in the coordinate system: translation
in time, translation in space, rotations, and boosts, respectively. The changes will be consistent
with principle of relativity if the ten fundamental quantities fulfill the set of relations,

[P, PY] = 0,
—i [M" PPl = —g"’P¥ 4 g"’Pr
—i [M™ MP?] = —g"P MY + g"P MM — gho MY 4 g7 MPF

which define the Poincare algebra. Construction of a representation of this algebra in a nonin-
teracting quantum field theory is known and relatively easy. In the presence of interactions it is
a difficult task because some of the conditions in Egs. f are quadratic in interactions
and they have to be fulfilled by operators acting on a Hilbert space (of which, as it turns out,
the Hamiltonian and boost operators can change particle content of a state). One can divide the
ten operators, P* and M" into two groups. Operators in the first group, formed by P’ and
M are called kinematic, because their form is the same in the free theory and in the interacting
theory. They are the operators whose corresponding coordinate changes leave the hypersurface of
an instant time invariant. The operators of the other group, composed of P° and M, are called
dynamic because their form depends on the interactions and they are difficult to construct. In the
next section I discuss in some detail the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics and its advantages.

2.2  Front form of Hamiltonian dynamics

Front form of Hamiltonian dynamics is set on a hypersurface tangent to a light cone (see Fig. |2.1])
and features seven kinematic generators of Poincare algebra, which is one more than in instant
form and point form. Spatial coordinates used in the FF include,

et = 2%+a3. (2.4)

The initial condition is given on the hypersurface defined by #* = 0. The usual parametrization
of the hypersurface is given by the longitudinal coordinate x~ (along the distinguished direction)
and transverse coordinates 1 (perpendicular to 2%), where I treat symbol L as an index that can
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take values 1 or 2 (or  and y). E| The evolution of a system means progression in parameter =™,
a change from one hypersurface of constant z+ to another one. Therefore, ™ is the “FF time” —
an analogue of the usual time in the instant form.

FF components of tensors can be determined in a similar manner, e.g., gt~ = ¢t — ¢
g0 + g30 — g% — ¢33 = 2. The lower component, g, = 1/2. If the order of components of
four-vectors is (z¥, 27, 2!, 2?), then,

+3

0+ 0 0
1
10 0 o0
_ 2
Gruw 00 -1 0 (2:5)
00 0 -1
It follows from Eq. (2.5) that
purt = gpTat foptaT —pras, (2.6)
pup = pp —(ph)*. (2.7)

Component p~ of four-momentum, being conjugate to ™+, is the “FF energy”. Hence, the energy-
momentum relation for a particle of mass m on the front is,
2 12
_ m? + (ph)

p- = - (2.8)
This is the analogue of instant-form relation p° = y/m2 + p2. Note that the sign of “energy,” p~,
is determined by the sign of longitudinal momentum p*. Therefore, the positive-energy solutions
of the classical equations of motion can be distinguished on the basis of the value of kinematic
variable pT (as opposed to the instant form, where to every positive energy solution with some
three-momentum there is a negative energy solution with the same three-momentum). Condition
p~ > 0 implies

pT>0. (2.9)

This fact is of a profound importance, because plus component of momentum is conserved at every
interaction vertex. Hence, particles (and antiparticles) cannot couple to the vacuum unless they
have p™ = 0, which is the value of p* that vacuum state should have. States with p™ = 0 are called
zero modes. In a regularized theory states with p™ = 0 are excluded. Therefore, the vacuum
in a regularized theory in FF is the same as the Fock vacuum, hence, simple.
Whenever one deals with a set of particles it is advantageous to define various relative momenta.
Suppose we have two particles with momenta pf, pf and p;, pZL. The total momentum of the
system is PT = pf —|—p§“, Pt =pf —|—p2L. Longitudinal momentum fraction z; (not to be confused
with four-vector z# or its components) and transverse relative momentum ; of particle 1 are,

Jr

p
T = P71+’ (2.10)
ki = pp —x Pt (2.11)

Similarly, one defines relative momenta of particle 2 by replacing indices 1 with 2. Momentum
conservation implies n% + /{f =0and xr1 + 22 =1, while1 > 21 > 0and 1 > z92 > 0 due to

It is a frequent practice to use symbol L as characterizing objects with only two transverse components [9]. In
that case L is written as a subscript and individual components may be further specified by adding a component
index. For me the placement of | is informative — upper index L indicates that the object is a component of some
four vector (unless stated otherwise), while the lower index L would indicate a component of a covector. In order
not to introduce unnecessary confusion, whenever the components of four-vectors are explicitly written, I use only
upper-index components.



8 CHAPTER 2. HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION OF QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

Eq. (2.9). The total momentum P is also called “parent” momentum, while p; is called “child”
momentum. It may be convenient to indicate in the notation the parent momentum, for example:

1 = T1/12, Iﬁf‘ = /ill/lz, where 12 indicates the parent momentum Pt = p;“L —i—p;L. It is
important that the total FF energy is,
_ o M3y + (P)?
P~ =p; +p;, = 12—(>7 (2.12)

P+
where M is the invariant mass of the system and depends only on the relative variables:
2 2 2 2
mi+ kK ms + K
MY = L1, -2 2 (2.13)

I Z2

Equations (2.12]) and (2.13)) show that the motion of the system as a whole and the relative motion
of its constituents are separated — the energy of the system depends on the momentum of the system
and on the mass of the system, while the mass of the system depends only on the relative motion of
the constituents. Such separation is not possible in the instant form. Due to this separation bound
state problem can be written for the system of particles whose motion as a whole is arbitrary. As
is illustrated in Sec. wave functions of bound states depend only on the relative
momenta, hence, are the same for a bound state at rest and for a bound state moving
with the speed close to the speed of light. In the instant form bound states are sought for
primarily in the rest frame of the system and recoil effects present a problem to solve. Where does
this difference come from? To boost a state in the instant form — to transform a state at rest into
a state in motion — one needs to use boost generators M%, which are dynamic and depend on
interactions. The situation is complicated, because interactions can change number of particles,
hence, boosting a state can also change the number of particles. On the other hand, in the FF one
of the boost generators M T~ = —2M%3 is kinematic and does not depend on interactions.

There are several problems that one has to face using the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics. First
of all, only rotations around z axis are kinematic, hence, one cannot readily use the usual algebra
of angular momentum operators. Because rotations around other axes involve interactions it is a
dynamic problem to obtain physical manifestations of rotational invariance like angular-momentum
degeneracies of states or relativistic form factors in scattering processes. However, equipped with
renormalization group procedure to deal with divergent interactions, one can construct all of
dynamic operators of the Poincare algebra. An example of such construction up to second order
in the interaction in scalar ¢* theory in 1+ 3 dimensions can be found in Ref. [49]. One may also
be worried that FF cannot describe effects of symmetry breaking that people usually associate
with complex structure of the vacuum, e.g., chiral symmetry breaking. While the regularization
disconnects the theory from the zero modes it may be necessary to add counterterms to the
Hamiltonian that will reproduce the physical effects of the zero modes. Moreover, it is argued that
chiral symmetry breaking should be connected with in-hadron condensates instead of condensates
that fill all of space [10, [50] and hence, it is a property of the hadron states instead of the vacuum.

2.3 Canonical Front-Form Hamiltonian of QCD

2.3.1 Density of Lagrangian

The starting point for defining the Hamiltonian of QCD is the usual density of Lagrangian. I am
interested in the theory with heavy quarks only (¢ and b), therefore,

o . 1 varna
L = § z/;f(zw—mf)z/;f—ZFﬂ Fs, (2.14)
f=b,c

where covariant derivative acting on a quark field ¢; is D#* = 0" + igG* with g the coupling
constant of color interactions. G* = GH**T* is the four-potential of the color field

Frve = gRGre — grGre — gfabegrigre (2.15)
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where T% are the generators of SU(3) — eight 3 by 3 matrices satisfying [T9,T%] = ifebeTe,
Tr(T°T?) = §9° /2. Conventionally, the color matrices are T = \?/2, where \® are the Gell-Mann
matrices. Lorentz indices denoted by Greek letters run from 0 to 3. Color indices a, b, ¢ run from
1 to 8, color indices ¢, j run from 1 to 3. Moreover, in FF of Hamiltonian dynamics the directions
perpendicular to z axis are also denoted by 4, j and run from 1 to 2.

Euler-Lagrange equations are

(@i —ms) ey = 0, (2.16)
D P = vt =" ke, (2.17)
f=b,c
where color currents are
3 = gy Ty, (2.18)

and the covariant derivative of color field tensor is

D, F™e = g, FH® — gfebe Gb Frve. (2.19)

2.3.2 Constraint equations

Before one can write down the Hamiltonian, one needs to determine what degrees of freedom this
Hamiltonian is supposed to describe. In the FF of dynamics half of fermion field components
are dynamic, the other half is constrained. To see this, one first defines projection operators
At = %fyofyi. They satisfy (A*)2 = AT and AT + A~ = 1. Now, multiplying Eq. by either
AT or A~ one obtains two equations:

iD7py = (iaD 4 gmy) vy, (2.20)

iD= (iaLDL + Bmf) i+ (2.21)

where ¢4 = Aizj)f, B =7 and at = 4%L. The second of these equations is a constraint on the
field v/ ¢, because it relates ¢y, and ¢ y_ components and does not contain any FF-time derivative.
Such derivative, 9~ = 28%, acts in the first equation on ¢ . Therefore, 1y is dynamic, while
Yy is constrained. In gauge G =0 Eq. can be formally solved,

Loy
V- = a7 (wé D +5mf) Y+ (2.22)
where 1/(i0%) is defined in such a way that Fourier transform of ¢ is simply divided by mo-
mentum p*. Therefore, ¢)s_ is completely determined by 17, and G, which is there in D*.
The second of the Euler-Lagrange equations also contains constraints. In G+ = 0 gauge,

putting v = 4 in Eq. (2.17)) gives,
1
—S @G+ 970G +ig [Gi, amﬂ — T (2.23)

One can formally solve it to express G~ through other fields,

2
G- = iaiialGL +g t. (2.24)

2 2
GG+
(072 0166+ oy’
Note that j;{a = 2g1/}} Ty, hence, depends only on the dynamic components of the quark field.
Therefore, G~ is completely determined by the dynamic fields ¢ s and G*e.
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2.3.3 Density of the canonical Hamiltonian

One defines canonical stress-energy tensor,

oL oL oL
T = — = Oy + Ot + 8,G** — 5" L (2.25)
g}c oy ! ! 20w} 0(0uG)
TR R . 1 affa mha a aa
= ) piy" Oy — 01y (zm—mf)¢f+15#,,F Paps, — F1©9,G* . (2.26)
f=b,c

The second term is zero for fields satisfying Eq. (2.16). In the instant form 7% would be chosen
as the density of energy and integrated over space to yield the canonical Hamiltonian of QCD. In
the FF the density of canonical Hamiltonian is given by 77~ component,

H = %T** : (2.27)
and, after integration over + = 0 hypersurface, gives the canonical FF Hamiltonian, cf. Eq. .
In anticipation of that integration one can manipulate the form of 77~ in a way that corresponds
to integration by parts in Eq. with omission of boundary terms. After tedious manipula-
tions, which additionally involve using Euler-Lagrange equations, the density of the canonical FF
Hamiltonian can be cast in the following form,

H = ,Hw2+7‘[g2 +Hg3 +Hg4 +H1/)G’1p +H1/)GG1ZJ+H[8GG]2 +H[8GG](¢¢)+H(¢¢)27
(2.28)
where
_ At (i01)2 + m?
_ b f
Hyz = ¢f7T¢f7 (2.29)
f=b,c
Hep = %Gia(wl)QGia, (2.30)
Mo = o (105 [cme])| (2.31)
1 P
How = —10°1GasGsl" [G7,67]" (2.32)
Hyay = (u)g=0G"" (2.33)
1 _ +
Hypcay = 592 > wﬁ%—ﬁwq , (2.34)
q=b,c
N PN e kL ~L]C
Hogep = 50° [1076H,6H] ooy ot 6t (2.35)
| , a
Hpcaiwe) = J° (iaﬂzg[la*GL,Gﬂ , (2.36)
Hpypr = 2ito——jte. (2.37)
(P) 2 (i0F)2

The first two terms correspond to free propagation of quarks and gluons. The next three terms are
similar to interaction vertices in a Lagrangian theory. The last four terms are called instantaneous
interactions and arise due to constraints in the Hamiltonian theory. In all but two terms — Hgs
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and My — only the dynamical components of the fields are present. For example, ;7% contains
only ¢4 part of the field and in Hge whenever there appears G~ it is multiplied by G, which
is zero due to the gauge choice. Only terms that are products of three fields contain ;_ and
G~. These parts of quark and gluon fields in Eqs. (2.22)) and (2.24) are obtained by solving the
constraint equations with g = 0.

2.3.4 Canonical Hamiltonian

The canonical Hamiltonian is defined as an integral of the density Eq. (2.28)) with classical fields
replaced by quantum operators,

H = /das—d%L TH (2.38)
Quantum fields are expanded in terms of their Fourier transforms. Quark fields are

, (2.39)

zt=0

(¥f)g=0 = /J)ambﬂe"p”erlvld}leipw}

where x denotes three-vector in color space, u and v are particle and antiparticle spinors, and
by and dy are annihilation operators of quark and antiquark of flavor f. Very compact notation,
which I use, means,

| = [w, (2.40)

o111

X1 = Xi s (2.41)
ui = um,(p1, 0}, 01) (2.42)
v = vm,(pipf01) (2.43)
b = bylpipi,on01) (2.44)
dpy = d(py.pf,o1,01) (2.45)

where f is the flavor of quark and my, p1, o1, i1 are its mass, four-momentum, spin projection on
z axis and color index respectively. Moreover,

/[pl] = /OOO 4?;/((122:; : (2.46)

The only nonzero anticommutation relations between creation and annihilation operators are,

{bfll’b}QQ} = pii_éf1f25i1i25010281.2 P (247)
{dfll,d}ﬂ} = P Op 201000102012 (2.48)
where
o = 22m)°0° (i —p3)d(p! —pi) (2.49)
The spinors are [11],
1 +
1L+ _ p
Um(p D 70) = \/p>+|:i0'J‘><pJ'+m:| Xo 5 (2.50)
1 _nt
1+ _ p
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where
,L'o_l pl

) pQ] = —io?pt +ioclp?, (2.52)

C 1 1
X = det
1o P e [m

and o1 are Pauli matrices. The quantized gluon field is
GHlymo = /1 (s’fale_imx - ef*a{eiplf> T, (2.53)

where

| = J. (2.54)

gi1c1

ar = alpt,pf,o1,c1) (2.55)

and the nonzero commutation relations are,

[alvag] = p—l‘réclcgdolaggl‘Q . (256)
The gluon polarization vector is
el = o s (2.57)
where,
et =0
_ 2 11
e e (2.58)
1L
8O'

Using the notation established above the canonical Hamiltonian of QCD is,

HER, = Ho+ gH{™ + PHES. 4+ PHES 0y + - (2.59)

where the dotted terms are not needed in their explicit form at this point. The free Hamiltonian
is,

Hy = Z /1p1 (b}lbfl +djc1df1) +/1p1a];a1 . (2.60)
f=b,c

Eigenstates of Hy are the multiparticle states obtained by action of products of creation operators
b}, d} and a' on the free vacuum state |0). Action of any of the annihilation operators on |0) gives
zero. The first order interaction terms are,

H™ = > / |Bavs thy byalbrs + Davs thy djyaldps + He| (261)
o123

where
th, = Ty 2.62
23 X’LQ Xisz > ( : )

and

Bois = +onsliafius = +0213 753€1 1 » (2.63)
Dy = —byslsfiva = —0a13 jhhel, (2.64)
Jla = wtug, (2.65)
gy = vaur . (2.66)
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Terms that are second order in the coupling constant are divided in two parts. The first consists
of interactions between quarks b and ¢, including terms that involve only one flavor and terms that
involve both charm and bottom quarks:

] ] ’
HéaéllnSt = Z / 612 172/ ASym{ 117722 %llt%y} bflbfzbeIbfll
12172/ (pf pl,)
5 M a ya pf bt P p 267
+ 12027 155 trt22r 9519%:20%270p 1 - (2.67)
12172/ (pi — 7))

Note that single-flavor terms have extra 1/2, which cancels in matrix elements of 0Q st With a

factor of 2 that appears due to two possible ways one can contract the annihilation and creation
operators. Moreover, the function of momenta, spins and colors of quarks that stands in front of
the creation and annihilation operators is antisymmetrized in indexes 1 and 2, because only the
antisymmetric part survives the integration. For any function V(1,2;1’,2'),

Asym{V(1,2;1’,2’)} - %[V(1,2;1’,2’)—V(2,1;1’,2’)]. (2.68)

If V(1,2;1',2") = V(1',2';1,2), then antisymmetrization of indexes 1 and 2 also automatically
ensures antisymmetry in indexes 1’ and 2’. The function that is antisymmetrized in Eq.
fulfills that condition.

The other second order term of the canonical Hamiltonian consists of interactions between a
quark and an antiquark in all possible flavor combinations:

.Jr TJ’»

_ 3 J111J29

HEm - Y /1212/512.1,2, o ot bl ydp by (2.69)
f1,f2=b,c !

As compared with H, g)aélinst this term has inverted direction of flow of color and spin and j T replaced

by —j*

2.4 Need for regularization of the canonical Hamiltonian

The canonical Hamiltonian of QCD 1s not well-defined. For example, the second order correction
to the energy of a free quark state bf1|0> involves the product of two H{*" Hamiltonians and is
divergent — the integral over all intermediate states does not exist. Regularization is, therefore,
necessary to have mathematically well-defined integrals in perturbation theory and eigenvalue
equations like the ones I write in Chapter [4l Renormalization solves the problem of dependence
of observables on unphysical regularization parameters. In its essence, it does it by introducing
into vertices its own regulating functions, like the RGPEP form factors Eq. that regulate
the divergent interactions [51]. But the regularization should be chosen in such a way, that it does
not spoil too much the symmetries one wants to have in the theory. For example, regularization
by removing states with high momenta breaks the Lorentz symmetry, because there is a highest
available momentum in the theory, while Lorentz boosts can make momentum arbitrarily large.
It is more advantageous to use a regularization that does not break Lorentz symmetry, because
then, e.g., the construction of relativistically covariant amplitudes should be easier [51]. Therefore,
instead of, e.g., restricting the range of Fourier components of fields that are used, I restrict the
interactions that are allowed in the theory [6]. Moreover, using sharp cutoff functions like Heaviside
step function introduces nonanaliticities, which may be hard to handle. Therefore, it is better to
use smooth regulating functions.

The regulating functions that I use are introduced according to the following prescription.
Suppose we have an interaction vertex and the total momentum annihilated (or created) in the
vertex is P+, The momentum of a particle annihilated (or created) in the interaction is p*
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and relative momentum of that particle with respect to other particles annihilated (or created) in
the interaction is x = p¥/P*, k't = p~ — 2 PL. If that particle is a quark then a factor of

m? + k2

is associated with that quark, where m is its mass. If the particle is a gluon then the factor is,

62 + K2
— . 71
exp( A7 > (2.71)

A is called the ultraviolet cutoff and it regulates the difference between the invariant mass of the
state before interaction and the invariant mass of the state after the interaction. J regulates diver-
gences that may appear for small values of gluon z, so-called small-x divergences. The regulating
function associated with the interaction vertex is a product of factors for all particles involved in
the interaction. The instantaneous interaction terms, which are of order g2 are regulated as if they
were products of first-order interaction vertices.

Therefore, the regulated Hamiltonian of QCD is,

Hicp = Ho+gHT' + ¢ Hi g + 9 HOQimst + -+ » (2.72)

where Hp in not regulated, because it does not involve interactions. The first-order regulated
Hamiltonian term is

Hit = Z / [7“21.3 Bo1s ty b}zaibf:a +ro1.3 Dars 3y d}QaIdfg +He| , (2.73)
o123
where

2 2 2 2
_mf+n2/3 5 +n1/3 m

5 _ 5 M%1+7n? _ 62
A A2 — -t
ro13 = e “2/3%7 g "13%7 g7 AT = ¢ AT e /3 (2.74)

N

|

where € = §/A. Regularized terms that are second order in the coupling constant are,

1 < N
‘HQRQinSt - Z 2/ 612.1/2/ Asym{r(;m.yy 4»11723»2 (111/15(212/} b}lbj"QbeIbf 1/
= 12172/ (pi —p}")
< Jivdsy F ot
+ / O12.19 TC 12,112 P 151850, by blobearbyyr (2.75)
12172/ (p1 —py)
R : Jivda P
Higims = — 2 / 012112 TCO1212 s ity by dydp by, (276)
f1,fa=b,c 12172/ (pl _pll)
where
rci12.12r = 9(961' - 961)7"14.1'7“2/442 + 9(331 - 3?1/)7“1'4.17"24.2' s (2-77)

and 4 denotes the momentum of would-be exchanged gluon, see the left diagram in Fig. [3.5



Chapter 3

Renormalization group procedures for
Hamiltonians

Canonical Hamiltonian of QCD is ill-defined and needs to be regularized and renormalized. In this
chapter I review two kinds of renormalization group procedures for Hamiltonians. In Wilsonian
renormalization group procedure one integrates out high-energy degrees of freedom to obtain finite
effective theory of only low-energy degrees of freedom. I present it on a quantum-mechanical
example of a divergent potential 1/r2. Then I discuss the idea that instead of integrating out
high-energy degrees of freedom one can, in a sense, integrate out interactions that cause big jumps
in invariant masses of states. This idea is the cornerstone of renormalization group procedure for
effective particles (RGPEP), which is the method I use to study bound states in QCD. Its central
concept is the concept of effective particles with nonzero size. The effective theory of such particles
involves non-local interactions, yet the theory may still be relativistic, because the renormalization
group equations preserve all kinematic symmetries of the front form of Hamiltonian dynamics.
After theoretical introduction to RGPEP I present the renormalized Hamiltonian of QCD obtained
using RGPEP equations solved up to second order.

3.1 Renormalization by integrating out large-energy degrees of
freedom

3.1.1 Illustrative example: Schrédinger particle in potential —a/r?

The purpose of this section is to illustrate on a simple example the general principles of Wilsonian
renormalization group procedure. The example is a quantum-mechanical potential 1/72, which is
known to be divergent [52]. The renormalization of this model was studied in Ref. [53], where
prior literature on the subject is extensively discussed. The Hamiltonian is,

A g
H = —-=% 3.1
om  r? (3.1)
where m is the mass of the particle and r is the distance from the center. The eigenvalue problem,
the usual Schrodinger equation, written in momentum space reads,

P g [ dq 1 ,
gl — £ [ G o) = Eolp). (32

Since the potential is formally spherically symmetric it should be possible for the eigenstates, if
they exist, to write them as states with definite total angular momentum and its z component. We
define ¢(q) = >, Yim (|P'])Yim (D), where Yy, are spherical harmonics and then cast Eq. on
each of the components of the angular decomposition. As a result we obtain for each [ =0, 1,2, ...
and m = —I[,...,] an equation,

P () + /0 Y dg @ Vilp.q) Yim(@) = Edum(p) . (3.3)

15
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Figure 3.1: Schematic illustration of Gaussian elimination method used in solving systems
of equations written in a matrix form.

where £ = 2mFE,

a q P
Vilb.a) = -5 9(p—Q)F+9(q—p)qm : (3.4)
and a = 2mg. Therefore, we have a separate eigenvalue equation for each angular momentum /.
The potentials V; do not depend on the magnetic number m (not to be confused with the mass
also denoted by m), therefore, the eigenvalues £ cannot depend on it and from now on I drop

subscript m.

3.1.2 Gaussian elimination and renormalization group equations

Equations are regularized, by replacing oo in the upper limit of the integral by cutoff A.
The Wilsonian idea of integrating out large-energy degrees of freedom is realized step by step by
Gaussian elimination of one infinitesimal momentum shell at a time, see Fig. To make the
analogy with matrices more apparent I write the regularized Eq. in two lines,

A—dA
AZgy(A) + dA A2 Vi(A, A) (D) + /0 dg ¢ Vi(Dq) tilg) = E(d),  (35)

A—dA
Pi(p) + dA A% Vi(p, A) vy(A) + /0 dg & Vilp.q) tila) = Eblp).  (36)

where the upper equation represents the equation obtained form the highest row of the matrix,
while the lower equation represents equations obtained from all other rows. Moreover, the integral
is split into two parts: the integral from 0 to A — dA that represents all columns except the one
furthest to the left, and integral from A — dA to A, which is represented by the second term in
each of the equations and where the integration was performed assuming that the integrand is
constant between A — dA and A. Now, the upper equation is solved for ¢;(A) in order to insert
it into the lower equation. We have,

1 A—dA
W) = sax i A)_AQ/O dg ¢ Vi(A, q) i(q) - (3.7)

The term proportional to dA in the denominator of the fraction can be neglected. Moreover, if we
restrict our attention to the eigenvalues that are much smaller than the cutoff, £ <« A?, then & can
also be omitted. Putting ¢;(A) into Eq. we complete the first step of Gaussian elimination,
and obtain an equation in a smaller space of momenta,

A
P 4i(p) + /0 dg ¢ Vilp.q) vi(a) = & h(p) . (3.8)

where A = A — dA and

a l pl a2 pl ql

_ 4 _o) 2|
RS [9(1) q)pz+1 +0(q p)qu dA(Ql_i_l)z AT AFT

(3.10)
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With respect to V; the new interaction kernel Vl contains extra term that is different from the
terms in V}. It corresponds to a different kind of interactions, because its momentum dependence is
different from momentum dependence of V;. We should now perform another step of integrating-out
an infinitesimal shell of the largest momentum. For generality, we write the new kernel, Eq. ,
in the form,

o l l
Vilp, g, ) = -5 [6’(27—Q)Zf+1+9(q—p)qf)+l] +mp'd (3.11)

where 7y, is the coupling constant of the new interaction. The step of Gaussian elimination from
the equation with momentum range up to A to the equation with momentum range up to A — dA
proceeds exactly as before, therefore,

! l
- o q p
Vilp,q, A —dA) = Vi(p,q) = TR [9(19 - q)pim +0(q —P)qm}
« 1 2
+ p'd —dA <_2l AT +7AAI> re. (312

In this step no new interaction appeared. The extra term that was produced by the elimination
only shifts the coupling constant v to some new coupling constant 5 _ga. The subsequent steps
will also produce only shift in the coupling constant . The shift may be described by a differential
equation, a renormalization group equation:

dry ! « 2
— = AN . 3.13
dA [7 (20 + 1)Al+1] (3:13)
There is also another renormalization group equation, for the coupling constant «,
da
= = 0. 3.14
T (3.14)

It is convenient, especially for the purpose of solving Eq. (3.13]), to define a dimensionless coupling
constant f by the relation y5 = f/A%*1. The renormalization group equation for that coupling
constant is,

of 2 2
A8A (f — A+ B”, (3.15)
where
o 1 1\?
A_2l—|—1_l_§’ B = a—(l+2> . (3.16)

Because A and B depend on I, there is in fact one coupling f for each [ and a priori they are
independent. However, it suffices to provide one observable per one partial wave [ to fix the value
of f for all A > £. In other words one has to provide some initial condition to Eq. , the value
f = fo at some Ag. Ag is arbitrary and may be chosen, e.g., in such a way that makes calculation
of observables especially easy. Once an appropriate observable is calculated it should be compared
with experiment, which will fix fy. Equation , although simple, admits several interesting
kinds of solutions. I present them in the next section.

3.1.3 Classification of solutions of renormalization group equations

The behavior of solutions to Eq. (3.15)) is largely determined by the value of B. For B? > 0 the

general solution for f is given by a log-periodic function,

A
f = Btan(cp+BlogA>+A, (3.17)
0
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Figure 3.2: Examples of behavior of coupling constants f for angular momenta [ = 0,1, 2 [53].
Coupling constant & = 9/4, which is the critical value of the coupling constant for [ = 1 coupling
constant f with A, = —3/4.

where ¢ = arctan %. This kind of solution is called limit cycle. The condition B > 0 implies

that o > (I + 1/2)2. In other words, the potential has to be attractive and sufficiently strong.
If @ < 1/4 then there are no solutions of the limit cycle kind. If o« > 1/4, then f follows the
limit cycle at least for [ = 0, but possibly also for other partial waves. Another kind of solution
is obtained when the coupling constant a takes the critical value for some partial wave, that is if
B =0 for some [. In that case, for the distinguished [, coupling constant f approaches slowly the
critical value A, = —1 —1/2,

fO 7Ac
1- (fO_Ac)logAAo

If fo — A. < 0, then the equation resembles the running of the QCD coupling constant. Therefore,
this kind of solution is called asymptotic-freedom-like. For fy — A. > 0, as we evolve f to larger
and larger values of A, it will develop a pole, which we call the Landau pole, since the running of
the coupling f resembles the running of electromagnetic coupling constant. There is of course also
f = A. = const solution. Finally, for B? < 0 there are two fixed points f1 = A + |B|. Both are
negative and fi > f_. The solution may be written in the following way,

f—Ac (3.18)

fo— 1+ (o= 10 (8)™
fo—t- = (o £ (£)"

As we increase A the coupling constant f is repelled from f; and attracted to f_, but depending
on the initial value fj it may do different things on the way. If fj is smaller than f_, then f quickly
approaches f_. If fy is between f, and f_ then f also flows to f_, but if fj is really close to f;,
but still below it, f may stick to f, for a large range of A until it suddenly jumps to f_. For
fo > f+, the coupling constant f quickly grows, develops a pole, and reappears from the negative
side to finally come close to the attractive fixed point f_. Figure|3.2| presents all types of solutions

f = A+|B|

(3.19)
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U Small energy window

Figure 3.3: Similarity renormalization group transformation U of a big matrix of Hamiltonian
matrix elements with very large cutoff (on the left) to the band diagonal matrix (in the center).
White regions represent zero Hamiltonian matrix elements. The band diagonal form of the
matrix in the center allows one to pick a small window from it and diagonalize it numerically
to give a good approximation to the eigenvalues of the whole matrix that fit into the window.

for coupling constants f for [ = 0,1 and 2 in a theory with v = 9/4, which is the critical value of
coupling constant for [ = 1.

3.2 Renormalization by integrating out large changes of energy

3.2.1 Distinction between eliminations of large-energies and large energy changes

The renormalization group procedure based on Gaussian elimination of high-energy degrees of
freedom works well in simple models like the one presented in Sec. However, there are several
problems that one has to face in a realistic theory, like QCD. The first problem is that the cutoff on
high-energy degrees of freedom is not Lorentz invariant. The idea of Wilsonian procedure is to write
the eigenvalue problem in a space so small that it can be solved numerically (which seems necessary
in realistic theories with complicated interactions, like QCD). Therefore, the cutoff A would need
to be rather small. However, that means that bound states have limited momenta — if they move
too fast they will have energies larger than A. The other problem is that the Gaussian elimination
introduces the eigenvalues that one wants to find into the effective Hamiltonians. We neglected
them in Eq. assuming that £ is much smaller than any A that we would use. However, to
make precise calculations in a realistic theory one would like to evolve effective Hamiltonians to a
region where the cutoff is comparable with the eigenvalues that one seeks.

Gtazek and Wilson introduced a different kind of procedure called similarity renormalization
group [54]. The idea is based on the observation that problems like divergent energy corrections
are caused by interactions between states from vastly different energy scales. For example, in
the canonical Hamiltonian interaction term H7*", Eq. , the invariant mass of quark-gluon
pair 12 may be on the order of the mass of the Sun, yet, the interaction of that pair with quark
3 is nonzero (the situation is even worse, because the interaction strength actually grows with
relative momentum of quarks 1 and 2). Using the picture of the Hamiltonian matrix elements
like in Fig. , one can say that the problems are caused by nonzero far-off-diagonal matrix
elements. Therefore, one can define an effective theory by means of similarity transformation
of the Hamiltonian matrix in such a way that far-off-diagonal matrix elements are zero, hence
making the matrix band diagonal, see Fig. The cutoff may be kept very large, hence allowing
for relativistic description, and at the same time one can diagonalize only small matrices taken
out of the band diagonal effective Hamiltonian to obtain good approximations to the eigenvalues
of the whole Hamiltonian. A procedure that is specifically designed to automatically preserve as
much of the Lorentz symmetry as it is possible in the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics and which uses
the kind of transformation like the one depicted in Fig. is presented in the next section.
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3.2.2 Renormalization Group Procedure for Effective Particles (RGPEP)

Renormalization group procedure for effective particles takes the idea of diagonalizing Hamiltonian
matrices with the help of similarity transformation a step further than similarity renormalization
group. Instead of transforming matrices, one can transform particles [4]. One introduces the
effective creation and annihilation operators,

@ = Uaql, (3.20)

where gg stands for any of the creation or annihilation operators of initial, bare particles, for exam-
ple quark and gluon operators by, dy, a and b}, d}, a' in Eq. 1) ¢ stands for the corresponding
effective particle operator; and U, is a unitary operator transforming the bare particles into the
effective ones. The effective particles are labelled with parameter t = s, where s has dimension
of distance and an interpretation of size of effective particles. This interpretation comes from the
form factors that appear in interaction vertices of the effective theory and make the Hamiltonian
matrix band diagonal, cf. Eq. . The states, whose matrix elements are depicted in Fig. ,
are ordered according to their invariant masses, where the mass increases as one goes up and left
on the picture. The width of the band is ~ A = 1/s and it tells by how much the invariant mass
of the particles involved in the interaction can change.

The effective particles’ creation and annihilation operators of Eq. are used as a new
basis, which is used to rewrite the initial Hamiltonian. Thus obtained effective Hamiltonians H;
are parameterized with parameter ¢. Instead of defining the unitary operator U; explicitly, it is
more convenient to define the differential equation that effective Hamiltonians should fulfill, which
is what I present below. Rewriting the Hamiltonian in a new basis means that,

Hi(qr) = Ho(q) - (3.21)

where H((qo) is the Hamiltonian written in terms of bare particles gy with interaction coefficients
of the initial Hamiltonian, while #H;(q;) is the Hamiltonian written in terms of effective particles
q+ with effective interaction coefficients. Because we are first interested in the effective interaction
coefficients it is useful to define H; = Hy(qo), that is the Hamiltonian written in terms of the bare
particles’ creation and annihilation operators but with effective interaction coefficients,

o
Hy = Z/ ct(il,ig,...,in)qgil...qun , (3.22)

where ¢; are the interaction coefficients and depend on all of the quantum numbers of particles
involved in the interaction, and the creation and annihilation operators are normal ordered. Due
to FF restriction of plus component of momentum p:; > 0 the first operator is always a creation
operator and the last operator is always an annihilation operator. It is also useful to define the
Hamiltonian of free particles,

Hp = Z/pJQZqi, (3.23)

where the sum over ¢ means sum over all kinds of particles. Using U; one can write,

H, = UHoldy . (3.24)
By differentiating Eq. with respect to ¢ one obtains,

Hy = (G He (3.25)
where prime means differentiation with respect to ¢t and G; = —ujut’ is called the generator of

RGPEP transformation. One can define different generators, an early version can be found in
Ref. [55]. The generator used in this thesis was introduced in Ref. [4] and is,

G = |HpH (3.26)
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where
oo . n 9
)/ — . . . + 1-
Hy = HZQ/“Z” Ct(’LhZZa...,Zn) (2 ;plk> 4oy - - 400, - (3.27)

In other words, H; differs from H; by a factor of square of the total +-momentum of all incoming
(or all outgoing) particles in the interaction vertex. The purpose of inserting this factor is that it
guarantees that RGPEP Eq. is boost invariant and interaction vertices in the renormalized
theory, written in terms of effective creation and annihilation operators, depend on the relative
momenta of the particles involved in the interaction. The generator, Eq. implies,

U = Texp <—/0th [Hf,ﬂT]) , (3.28)

where T' means ordering of operators in the order of increasing parameter ¢ from left to right.
Equation ([3.25) may be rewritten in the following form [4],

H;ab — —ab2HItab + Z(paza$ +pbxb$)/H1t ax/HIta:b s (329)

T

where prime denotes derivative with respect to t, symbols a, b and x denote configurations of
particles, i.e., collections of all quantum numbers that characterize fully the particles in the con-
figuration. H;., denotes a coefficient that stands in the Hamiltonian #; in front of the prod-
uct of creation operators from configuration ¢ and annihilation operators from configuration b,
Hi = H¢—Hy and the sum over  means the sum over all quantum numbers of particles in config-
uration . Symbol az denotes the difference M2, — M2, where M, denotes the invariant mass of
the particles from configuration a that were involved (created) in the interaction H s 4., while M,
denotes the invariant mass of the particles from configuration z that were involved (annihilated) in
interaction Hy - Spectators (particles not involved in the interaction) do not contribute to those
invariant masses. Finally, p,, denotes the total plus momentum of particles from configuration a
that were involved in the interaction H ;4. Analogous definitions are assumed for symbols ab, bx,
Paz and pp,. An important feature of Eq. is that its solutions have so-called RGPEP form
factors that appear due to the first term on the right hand side of Eq. . For example, in
perturbation theory the interaction Hamiltonian Hj; is of order g and in the first-order calculation
one can neglect the second term in Eq. . The solution is then

Htab = fab/HOzzb 5 (330)
where the RGPEP form factor f, is,

fa = et (3.31)

Therefore, the interaction vertices cannot change invariant masses of states by more than A = ¢~ /4,

3.3 Renormalized Hamiltonian of QCD in orders first and second

The renormalized Hamiltonian is obtained as a solution of RGPEP Eq. (3.25]), and it is expanded
in powers of effective coupling constant g,

Hy = Hio+ gl +giHyo (3.32)

The first term is the free-propagation term of quarks, antiquarks and gluons. The rest of the terms
contain interactions and all necessary counterterms. The fact that effective coupling constant
depends on the scale parameter ¢ becomes apparent only in a calculation that involves terms of
order at least third [3], but I use this fact here to include implicitly some of the effects of the third-
and higher-order terms.
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1 1
2'}\;}\ 3 2'}2>\ 3

Figure 3.4: Gluon emission terms of the renormalized Hamiltonian in the first order in
coupling constant, Eq. (3.34]). The Hermitian conjugated terms correspond to gluon absorption
diagrams with gluon coming from the right.
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Figure 3.5: Second order terms of the renormalized Hamiltonian acting between a quark and
an antiquark. The left figure represents the instantaneous interaction term Hjgins- The
other two represent different contributions (¢* > 0 and ¢ < 0) to H; 9G exch-

3.3.1 Zeroth order

The free part of the renormalized Hamiltonian is the same as the free part of canonical Hamilto-
nian, except creation and annihilation operators of bare particles are replaced with creation and
annihilation operators of effective particles.

Z /pl (bzflbtfl +d;rf1dtf1) +/p1a11at1 ; (3.33)
f=be”t 1

3.3.2 First order

In the first order in coupling constant Hamiltonian terms are the same as corresponding terms
in the regularized Hamiltonian, Eq. (2.73)), but with effective creation and annihilation operators
instead of bare ones and additionally each term acquires a form factor fo; 3,

Z / 21, 3f213 3213 t23 btf2at1btf3+D213 t32 dtfgaﬂdtf?)“'HC} . (3.34)
f=be 123

The form factor is, c¢f. Eq. (3.31),

faz = exp [—t(M5 —m3)?] | (3.35)
where M3, is the square of free invariant mass of particles 1 and 2, see Eq. (2.13), and mj is the
mass of particle 3. Figure gives a graphic representation of the first order Hamiltonian terms.

3.3.3 Second order

The second-order solution of Eq. (3.29) for the renormalized Hamiltonian in the second order is in
general [4],

Paz0X + pbsz <1 B fa:r:f;tb

ax? + b2 — ab? b ) Ho1 az Mot b - (3.36)

Hizar = favHo2ap + fab
xT

To obtain the Hamiltonian H;, one has to replace in H; the creation and annihilation operators
from the bare ones to the effective ones with ¢ > 0.

Vertex

There are two quark-antiquark interaction terms in H;o. The first one corresponds to the first
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.36) and is the same as the instantaneous interaction term
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in the regularized Hamiltonian, except for the form factor and effective creation and annihilation
operators:

g N
Higginst = — Z / d12.12 T 12,102 fi2.12 +1172f2
fifo=b,e /1212 (py _plr)
Xty bhydh b (3.37)

where ¢ 19,179/ is the regularization function given in Eq. (2.77)), and the RGPEP form factor is,
frove = exp[—t(Miz — Myw)?] . (3.38)

The other term, which is explicitly given below, corresponds to the second term on the right-
hand side of Eq. and is later called the exchange term, because in perturbation theory it
is produced by the product of two first-order Hamiltonian terms — one that emits a gluon and
another that absorbs a gluon, see Fig. There are two diagrams in Fig. with exchange of
a gluon, which correspond to two mutually exclusive situations — either quark emits the gluon or
the antiquark emits the gluon. Gluon plus momentum p;f can be only positive and quark either
loses or gains its plus momentum. To easily distinguish between the two possibilities I define the
difference of on—mass—shel]lﬂ quark momenta before and after interaction,

@ = pi-rf, (3.39)

whose plus component ql+ = ¢T can be either positive or negative. This equation applies also to
the minus component, q;” = p;, — p; . I also define the difference of antiquark momenta after and
before interaction,

@ = Py~ D (3.40)
The two momenta have the same plus and transverse components,

o = ¢ =q", (3.41)

W = @ =q". (3.42)

The minus components are in general different, ¢; # ¢, , and therefore, also the squares of the
fourmomentum transfers are different, ¢? # ¢3. The interaction with ¢; = ¢, is called on-energy-
shell. Moreover, the gluon momentum as it stands in the Hamiltonian is

pi = ld*l, (3.43)
pi = eldH)a, (3.44)
12
- p
p4 = ( 4+) ) (345)
Dy
where €(qgT) = 1 for ¢* > 0 and ¢(¢") = —1 for g7 < 0. The gluon momentum, as for any other

particle in the Hamiltonian, is on-mass-shell, which means p? = m?, which is zero for a gluon. To
write the interaction terms, I use a compact notation that combines the two cases, g™ > 0 and
gt < 0, but differs from the notation used in Refs. [6] [7].

H;Qgexen = —/ S1o.v2 ez fiove - F(12;12') du(pa) jiy 559
12172/
X 1t b}ﬂd;rfﬂdfﬂ’bfll’ ) (3.46)
!The on-mass-chillness condition for quarks means that
_ m2 + (p5)2 B m2 + (p)2
Py = 1 £p1) . pr = 1+ (p1) )

P Py
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Figure 3.6: Second order terms of the renormalized Hamiltonian acting between a quark and
an antiquark. The left diagram in both part (a) and part (b) represents the instantaneous
interaction term H;oginst- The other two represent different contributions (¢* > 0 and ¢t <
0) to HiQQexch- If the two quarks have different flavors only diagrams from part (a) are
present. If the two quarks are identical both part (a) and part (b) are necessary to perform
antisymmetrization of interaction Hamiltonian, see Eqgs. and .

where
52 2 | ~2.2
T1g1 + 7343 T2
F(12,12) = - 1 (1 — , (3.47)
23(q7)% + 25(43)% — (47 — 3)? Ji2.1r2r
and,
j}1 - max(xl,:ry) 5 (348)
:i'Q = max($27 $2/) ) (349)
520 2\2 | 220 22
T10q1)” + 23(¢q
fhizre = 0(g%) fiar foas +0(—q") fraifory = exp <—t 1(a1) o 2(22) > . (3.50)
4
Moreover,
NuPay + NP4
d/,w(p4) = —Yuv + % R (351)
Py
where n,. =1, n_ = n; = no = 0, arises as the sum of gluon polarization vectors over polarizations

of the gluon, d,,,(pa) = 3 ,, €4u€%,-

It is worth noting that on energy shell ¢> = ¢3 = ¢2, and the fraction in front of the round
bracket in Eq. simplifies to familiar 1/¢%. There are several more steps to go from that
statement to the demonstration that the renormalized Hamiltonian gives in the lowest order the
same results for scattering of quarks as the Feynman diagrams do, but I want to emphasize that
Eq. is more complicated than just 1/¢? because the renormalized Hamiltonian is essentially
off-energy-shell.

The interaction between quarks is given by the following Hamiltonian terms,

1 < G111 G
Higomst = 2/ 012,172/ ASym{ rorevy favy Pt ‘111/75‘212/} bl ybhobrabyr
fope 2 /1212 (p1 —pyr)
x Jivdsy Pt
+ / d12.172 Tc12.102 fi2.a02 % 11115 byybiabearbprr (3.52)
121/2/ (pl —Plf)
1 N oy TRV,
HiQQexch = Z 5 d12.172/ ASym{ roizve fizve - F(12;1°27) dyu(pa) JiyJser
Fope 2 Jrave

X

C1L1't%2'} b}1b}2bf2/bfl/
+ / 512.1/2/ reiavy fiavy - F(12;12)) dyuw(pa) j;’fngz'
12172

@t bF blobeorbyyy (3.53)

X
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Figure 3.7: Second order self interaction terms for quark. Analogous diagrams can be drawn
for antiquark.

The notable difference between quark-antiquark and quark-quark interaction is that quark-quark
interactions may take place between two different quarks or two identical quarks. In the latter
case an additional factor 1/2 appears and the interaction is antisymmetrized.

Finally, the quark and antiquark currents contracted with d,,, are,

2 2
n v ql +q2 4+ S+

dw(p4)jf1'52y'2 = —Gwiijze — 2(q+)2 J11rd2r2 (3.54)
2
gL o qi + (.72
duy(pzl)]fll/]QVQ/ == *guy]fl/]élzl - 2(q+)2 ]ﬂ/]jz/ . (355)

Mass terms

The mass terms are calculated from the same formula that the vertex terms were calculated
from. Here, one needs to supplement the canonical theory with a counterterm that removes
divergences from matrix elements of the effective Hamiltonian H;. The counterterm is a priori
unknown. The condition that fixed its infinite part is that the matrix elements of H;o are finite
when the ultraviolet cutoff A — oo. I fix the notation for the renormalized Hamiltonian quark
mass term in the following way,

m
Hyzsm = Y. 1 pff (bT bf1+d}1df1) . (3.56)
f=b,c 1
According to Eq. (3.36]),
1 — — %
m?w = mf02 CFZ/$5/1FG5/1 7“541 m(l—fgm) ¢ ususgyun - (3.57)
0504 f

where f2,, = e MBI and the integration measure [x5/1k5/1] is dx5/1d2/<a5/1/[167r3$5/1(1 —

z51)], and Cp = (N2 —1)/(2N.), N, = 3 is the number of colors. The two terms of the above
equation are depicted in Fig. For large transverse momenta the product of spinors and gluon
polarization vectors behaves like M§4. If T take the term with 1 in the parentheses in Eq. ,
then the integral diverges quadratically with the ultraviolet cutoff A — oo. If I take the term with
f2,, in the parentheses, it is finite with A — co. Therefore, to make mfcﬂ finite I need to define
mfcm in such a way that it cancels the divergent part of the integral. The easiest way to do it is
the following

1 _ _
m?oz = Cp Z /[:E5/1/£5/1] 7“%4_1 NE U1 ¢ Justsg  ur + 5m?02 , (3.58)
54

0504 f

where 5mfc02 is a priori unknown but finite when A — oco. The finite parts of the counterterms
cannot be determined without appeal to some observables and experiment. For the quark-mass
term the ideal (because simplest) observable would be the physical mass of a quark. However, in
QCD single-quark states cannot appear as asymptotic states, and one cannot speak of physical
masses of quarks. Nevertheless, in the orders first and second in the coupling constant QCD
is very similar to QED — the nonabelian effects manifest themselves explicitly only in the third
order. Therefore, I will set the quark mass counterterm the same way I would set the electron
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mass counterterm in QED. I write eigenvalue problem for a single quark. I perturbatively reduce
this eigenvalue problem to one sector that contains a single quark (the reduction procedure is
described in Sec. . It turns out that the mass squared of such “physical” single quark state
is m?c + gfém%m. The “physical” mass of the quark should not depend on the renormalization
group parameter t, therefore, 5m}02 = 0. This way of fixing the finite part of the counterterm
may turn out to be insufficient, but to check it one needs to calculate the effective Hamiltonian
to higher orders than the second and to use hadronic observables. Moreover, nonperturbative
determination of mass counterterms may, and probably should, due to chiral symmetry breaking,
be different from the perturbative one, although for the heavy quarks perturbative calculations
may be reliable. Finally, the renormalized quark mass term is,

M, 22
m?cw = Cp Z /[$5/1H5/1] 7‘24.1 ﬁ@1¢4U5ﬁ5¢1u1 . (3.59)
= Mzy —m5

It is important to notice that the renormalized mass term in Eq. is finite in the limit
A — o0, but is divergent in the limit 4 — 0. In other words, it is small-x divergent. The divergence
cannot be removed by any counterterm inserted in the initial theory because the leading term in
the limit 6 — 0 is,

m} o 2% log% - (3.60)
The divergent logarithm is multiplied by a function of t. The counterterm adds or subtracts
terms, but they cannot depend on ¢, because the counterterm is inserted in the initial theory with
t = 0. It may seem that a divergence that cannot be removed from the theory is a bad feature of
the theory. However, in QCD such divergences may be the source for confinement. For example,
color-singlet states may be free from divergences while color-nonsinglet states may have masses and
energies that diverge due to small-x dynamics. This hypothesis is appealing but the mechanism
behind the confinement probably has to be nonperturbative in nature, because similar kind of
divergences is present also in QED. Since QED is well-defined in perturbation theory and charged
states are physically admissible the small-x divergences have to have a way to cancel with each
other in observables in perturbation theory. For the original treatment of infrared divergences in
the theory of electron coupled with electromagnetic field see Ref. [56].



Chapter 4

Approximate Hamiltonians for
mesons and baryons in heavy-flavor

QCD

In this chapter I present derivation of the effective Hamiltonians for mesons and baryons in heavy-
flavor QCD, which will be later used to find the first approximation for hadron masses, form
factors and structure functions. The eigenvalue equation for renormalized Hamiltonian acts in the
whole Fock space of states. I formulate gluon mass ansatz, which is nonperturbative in nature, to
reduce the eigenvalue problem to only two sectors of the Fock space. Once this is done I use tools
of Wilsonian renormalization group procedure to reduce perturbatively the eigenvalue problem
to just one sector. The result is a Schrodinger-like equation in the space of QQ for mesons or
QQQ for baryons. The result of the calculation is that effective quarks interact with each other
through Coulomb-like forces and harmonic oscillator potentials. This chapter is based on two
papers written in collaboration with Maria Gémez-Rocha, Jai More and Stanistaw Glazek [6] [7].

4.1 Motivation for studying the heavy-flavor theory

Hadrons are supposed to be bound states of quarks in QCD, but since interactions can change
the particle content of a state the true bound states, or eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian are
superpositions of states from different sectors of the Fock space. In principle, all states that have
the same quantum numbers as the hadron of interest can contribute. For mesons the Fock sector
with the minimal number of particles is the sector with a quark and an antiquark, but sectors with
additional particles are also allowed. A general state of a meson is,

W) = |Qt@2> + ‘QtQ;Gt> + |QtQ£Gth> + ‘QtQ;QtQO +.o (4.1)

where Q; and @} denote an effective quark and an effective antiquark of size s = t1/4 and possibly
of different flavors, while G denotes an effective gluon. The minimal particle content for a baryon
state is three quarks, and a general state is,

W) = |QQiQ}) + |QeQ:QiGr) + |QiQ1QiGiGy) + |QiQiQiQi Q) + - .. (4.2)

A priori, the number of sectors that contribute is infinite, especially, when one takes into account
that interactions in local quantum field theories are divergent. However, using effective particles
of RGPEP, as I did in Egs. and only a restricted subset of all possible Fock sectors is
expected to contribute. Take, for example, ¢ such that A\ = ¢t~ 1/4 is,

Agep € A< mg , (4.3)

where mq is the mass a heavy quark. Remembering that light quarks are excluded from the
theory, states with extra effective quark-antiquark pairs, like the fourth term in Eq. (4.1)) and

27
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the fourth term in Eq. (4.2)), will contribute very little to the eigenvectors |¥) and [¥p). The
reason is that the renormalized Hamiltonian suppresses exponentially interactions that change
invariant mass of a state by more than A, ¢f. Eq. . For an interaction to connect, e.g.,
‘QtQt> with ‘QtQt QtQt> the invariant mass would need to change by an amount of order 2m,
which is much more than A due to Eq. . Therefore, sectors with extra quark-antiquark pairs
may be safely omitted. Sectors with gluons cannot a priori be omitted because gluons in QCD
are massless. I address this issue in the next section. Equation implies also that H; can be
calculated in perturbation theory, because for A > Aqcp the effective coupling constant is small
due to asymptotic freedom [3]. Smallness of the coupling constant is also related to small velocity
of heavy quarks inside the hadron, hence, allowing one to use nonrelativistic approximationsﬂ
Equation can be satisfied in QCD only for heavy quarks, which is the main motivation for
the choice of heavy-flavor QCD in this thesis.

4.2 Eigenvalue problem in Fock space and gluon-mass ansatz

The eigenvalue equation for bound states in QCD is,
H|W) = P7|v), (4.4)

where P~ = [M? + (P+)?]/P* and P are the total longitudinal and transverse momenta of
the bound state. The eigenvector |¥) is of the form given in Eq. or Eq. (4.2). An important
thing is that the exact form of H; and |¥) depends on ¢, however, the eigenvalue P~ does not
depend on t, because operation U; is unitary. Using the perturbative expansion of the Hamiltonian,
Eq. , the eigenvalue problem may be written in the following form,

Hyo + g2 Hyo gtH1 lhy| = P~ ||h)]| , (4.5)
geHq Hyo+ g#Hio| [|1) 1)

where |I) and |h) denote “lower” and “higher” sector of the Fock space and dots denote other Fock
sectors that are not explicitly written. The lower sector is the sector with the minimal particle
content necessary to have a state with desired quantum numbers. For mesons the lower sector is
composed of quark and antiquark: |l) = |c¢) for charmonium, |I) = |bb) for bottomonium, and
1) = ‘cE> for BY. Tomitted the subscript ¢, but these quarks are the effective quarks at the RGPEP
scale t. For baryons the lower sector is composed of three quarks of proper flavors: |I) = |QQQ)
with @ = b or ¢ for Qupp, and Qeee; 1) = |QQQ) with Q = b, Q' = ¢ for Qppe, and Q = ¢, Q' = b for
Qcep. The higher sector contains the particles that constitute the lower one and a gluon, |h) = [IG).
Equation is written in the form that is supposed to resemble the matrix equations like the
one depicted in Fig. [3.1] Hence, the elements of the matrix represent in fact matrix elements of
the Hamiltonian between states from the appropriate sectors of the Fock space. For example, H;
in the upper right element of Eq. represents in fact matrix elements (h|H;1|l).

Even though extra quark-antiquark pairs from Egs. and may be safely omitted,
one cannot omit the sectors with gluons. The problem is that eigenvectors of H; may contain
significant contributions from many of them. A priori infinitely many of them could contribute. A
priori it is also possible that nonperturbative solutions of RGPEP Eq. contain large gluon
masses that disallow for infinitely many gluons to contribute, and only small number of Fock
sectors with effective gluons has to be taken into account. In the present, such considerations
in the framework of RGPEP have a status of speculations, however, other theoretical approaches
aimed at solving QCD arrive at a conclusion that gluons should indeed, acquire mass, see, e.g.,
Ref. [57]. To deal with the problem of massless gluons, and to study what are implications of gluon
mass in Hamiltonian formulation of QCD, I assume,

!Nonrelativistic approximations are applied only to relative momenta. The momentum of the hadron as a whole
is arbitrary in the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics.
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Ansatz: All effects of sectors with more than one gluon can be included in the two-sector
etgenproblem at the expense of introducing a gluon mass term in the higher sector:

Hio + H? gtH1 } [‘hq - [|h>]
_p , 4.6
gtHy1  Hio+ g7 Heo| ||1) 1) (4.6)

where u? represents the gluon mass term that may (and in fact has to) depend on the gluon
momentum with respect to the quarks in the higher sector. The gluon mass is supposed to be a
nonperturbative effect of the order of ¢ = 1, and probably of nonabelian origin.

4.3 Effective Hamiltonians

4.3.1 Perturbative reduction of the eigenvalue equation

Eigenproblem with only two sectors is tractable as opposed to the problem with infinitely many of
them. Therefore, one could try to solve it using some nonperturbative computational method, e.g.,
defining some finite set of basis states in the two-sector space, writing the matrix of Hamiltonian
matrix elements constructed using the basis states and diagonalize the matrix of the Hamilto-
nian [35]. However, one can apply a different, though approximate, approach. One can partially
solve Eq. using Gaussian-elimination-type of procedure. Such a procedure was used by Wil-
son [42] in his original work. The procedure, which I call “operation R,” is defined perturbatively,
and consists of integrating out a subspace of states. The whole space of states is divided into
subspace P that is kept, which in my calculation consists of the lower sector, and space () that is
integrated out, which for my purposes consists of the higher sector. In general, the eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian that one is interested in have components in space P as well as components in
space (). Due to gluon mass ansatz, I assume that the higher sector contributes relatively little to
the the ground states of heavy hadrons and their low excitations. If this assumption is correct the
perturbative reduction described here can indeed be performed. The key object of the procedure
is operator R that acts from space P to space (), and which, when provided with the P-space
component of an eigenstate, yields the ()-space component of that eigenstate,

h) = RIl). (4.7)

Using the operator R one can write an effective eigenvalue equation, in which only vectors entirely
in space P appear, and has the same eigenvalues as the initial equationE] At the same time
one retains information about, and possibility of reconstructing the Q-space component of any
eigenstate of the effective eigenvalue problem.

The effective eigenvalue equation,

Heﬁ‘|leﬁ‘> = P_’leff> , (4.8)
is written in terms of the effective Hamiltonian,

1 1
Hg = ———(P+RYH,(P+R)————,
. \/P+RTR( )il )\/P+RTR

where P is the projection operator on space P. The effective state |log) is not the same as |I)
because if it were it would, for example, have a different norm than the full initial state |I) + |h).
The relation, which can be used to reconstruct eigenstates in the full space, is,

(4.9)

1
—l.g) .
\/1+RTR| i)

2 The smaller equation has fewer eigenvalues. The agreement applies only to those eigenvalues that fit into the
small equation, the others are absent.

0y = (4.10)
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Therefore, the higher component is,

1) ) (4.11)

R ! l

ViTRE
It is important to note that the relation between |I) and |log) is not a simple change in normalization
constant. In general, |log) is reorganized so that it yields the same eigenvalue in the effective
eigenproblem. Therefore, even though, both |I) and |l.g) are expressed in terms of the same
effective particles (in the sense of creation and annihilation operators defined using RGPEP),
they are different states and one is only a component of a bigger Fock state, while the other is
constituent-like effective state.

In perturbative expansion around g; = 0 the operator R contains terms of order g; and higher,

and the formulas for effective Hamiltonian and states can be expanded as well. The result for
perturbative reduction of Eq. is,

eff|Heff‘l ff> eﬁ‘(Ht0+gyf2Ht2)‘léﬁ>

1 1 1
logt| =g+ H, Hiq |l 4.12
+ (el 5.9t “(Ez—Hto—u?JrEl/ Hio >gt alleg) »  (412)
and in general,
1
iy = (1 - 2R*R> |lest) (4.13)
h) = Rlles) , (4.14)

where only terms up to order g? are kept.

Effective Hamiltonians for mesons

For mesons the eigenvalue problems for a flavor-singlet system, QQ, and for a mixed-flavor system,
QQ', are virtually the same, with the only difference being that different flavors of quarks have
different masses. Therefore, I will write down the most general form of the effective Hamiltonian
for a quark of one flavor and an antiquark of a different flavor.

Arbitrary state in the QQ’ sector with a fixed total momentum Pt and P* has the form,

N 50 C
‘leff> = \/12 P+512P \/}\]—72 thQ_ 0102 (.'1717 Hl) bifl 1 dIfQ 2‘0> P} (415)

where i%vﬂ is the quark-antiquark color-singlet wave function with N, = 3. The spin-momentum
wave function 9,5 depends on spin of the quark o1, spin of the antiquark o2, and quark relative
to antiquark momentum k1 as well as quark +-momentum fraction x.

The effective eigenvalue equation is
M% ¢t (Pf")Q M (p2 )
: T+ =+ thQ(IQ)
P p?

M? + (Pt
+ g? Z [1'2] b1 p Upo(12;1'2') 4,05(1'2") = P(+) Yioo(12) (4.16)

011091

where 9,05(12) = Y100 5,0, (71, 1), Transverse part of the eigenvalue (P+)2/P* cancels with
part of the kinetic energy term on the left-hand side. The rest of the kinetic energy term contains
terms with relative momentum nf- squared and divided by pf for quark (or p; for antiquark).
After these simplifications, and after multiplying both sides by P, I obtain,

( 1,t xl("ﬁ) n 2.t (K1) thQ(m)

2
g7 > [12) PYouyp Ugg(12:1'2) thy0q(1'2) = M? y0q(12) . (4.17)

0'1/0'2/
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Figure 4.1: Second order quark (a) and antiquark (b) self-interaction terms in the effective
Hamiltonian in the Q@ eigenvalue problem.
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Figure 4.2: Second order gluon-exchange quark-antiquark interaction terms in the effective
Hamiltonian in the Q@ eigenvalue problem. The left diagram corresponds to the matrix

element (log|(H; oQinst T Hi Qexen) |leg) depicted in Fig. The other two diagrams represent
terms obtained from the product of two Hy; in Eq. (4.12).

Integration measure [1'2'] with Pté19 p leads to integration over relative momenta z1: and sy
without any trace of total momentum Pt or Prt. M?’t and UQQ(12; 1’2"} also depend only on
relative momenta. Wave function V1o depends on relative momenta by assumption, which now
turns out to be fully justified, because no matter what is the total momentum of the quarks, the
equation and, hence, wave functions are the same. It is worth mentioning that the regulating
functions also depend on relative momenta. On the way the role of eigenvalue was passed from
P~, which depends on total momentum, to mass squared M?, which does not depend on the total
momentum. The effective mass term is,

dzd?k , 2S5 2 [2 (2

M2:202/ , LA Z 9 Ssq—4m?| | (4.18
i, m; +CFryg 1671'31'(1—1') T54'ZS54S54M x x +x 54 my ( )

where = = pi/pf, S5 = MZ5 — m?, Susp; = Sas + uf/:p The mass ansatz p? is allowed to
be a function of the gluon relative momentum with respect to the quark-antiquark pair, and
13 = 12 (pa, ps, p2), 45 = 14*(pa, p1,ps), see Fig.

The effective interaction may be divided into two parts: one corresponding to the instantaneous
interaction between quark and antiquark and the “exchange” part that collects both RGPEP
effective vertex and effective interactions induced by operation R, see Fig.

Uaa = UqQqinst + UgGexch » (4.19)
where
iy
UQQinst(12§ 12) = —Crrowry fizry (1]1)+)222 ) (4.20)
4
Uggexen(12:12') = =Cp roigve F(12;12) dyuw(pa) 541350 (4.21)
where
F(12 1,2/) = fizre F(12; 1/2,) + ffi2.2 R(12; 1/2/) ) (4.22)
1 1 1
R(12;12") = = ( + > . (4.23)
2\qf —u?* @ —p?
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The gluon mass function, which I write as a function of momenta of all particles in the intermediate
state:

pr = 0(q") ¥ (pa,p1,p2) +0(=q") 1*(pa,prv,p2) (4.24)
depends in fact only on the relative momentum of the gluon with respect to the quarks, x4 = p;f /P*
and ki = pi — x4P+. Without this assumption the gluon mass ansatz would be inconsistent with
the relativistic invariance of FF wave functions.

Effective Hamiltonians for baryons

For baryons there are two cases that I investigate — baryons composed of three identical quarks,
and baryons composed of two identical quarks and one different. For three identical quarks of
flavor f,

C1C2C3

- 1
|ler) = /123P+5P.123 NG VtQQQo10205 (T1/12, K1/12, T3, K3) ﬁb1f1b1f2b1f3’0>' (4.25)

where €1¢2¢ /1/6 is the color wave function for three quarks in the color-singlet state. The spin-
momentum wave function depends only on relative momentum of quark 1 with respect to 2 in
12 subsystem, through /15 and /12, and on relative momentum of quark 3 with respect to
12, through x3 and k3. Since the entire wave function has to be antisymmetric with respect to
permutations of the three quarks and color wave function is already fully antisymmetric, the spin-
momentum part has to be fully symmetric. Factor 1/ V3! is added due to indistinguishability of
quarks. For two identical quarks of flavor f; and one of flavor f3 the baryon state is

C1C2C3

< € 1
lef)) = /123P+5P.123 NG V1QQQo1 0205 (T1/12, K112, T3, K3) ﬁbzﬁlbiﬁzbihﬂm- (4.26)

Because only the two first quarks are now indistinguishable, the spin-momentum wave function has
to be symmetric only with respect to exchange of quarks 1 and 2. To make the notation shorter I

will later use 110 (123) = ¥1QQQoi0205(T1/12, K1/12, 73, K3). The factor 1/+/2! in Eq. 1} and
factor 1/\/? in Eq. 1} ensure that scalar products of states of type QQQ and those of type
QQQ' look the same, regardless of how many quarks are identical:

(lelleg) = Ptopp > / [123]P* 6123 p 1000010305 V100Qo 0205 - (4.27)
010203

where |log) is a state with momentum P, while |I/s) is a state with momentum P’.
The effective eigenvalue equation for the spin-momentum wave function is obtained in the form,

(Mit + (@.)2 n M%,t + ('“55_)2
x1

Z2

M2, + (k3 )2
+ 3,t$3 2 ) vrgoq(123)

+g° Y [ [1'2] Phovy. 12— Uoo(12;1'2) 000(1'2'3)

011091
1
+g> > 1] P§d3150 P Uoo(31;3'1") vugoo(1'23)
0'3/0'1/
1
+g2 Z /2 3 P23523 273/ 22 23 UQQ(23;213/) 1/JtQQQ(12/3/)
0‘2/0'3/
= M? 1qoq(123) (4.28)

where PJ = pj + p}". The effectlve mass terms J\/[zt are almost the same as those for quark-

antiquark eigenvalue Eq. (4.18]) except ,uz- depends here on different momenta: p? = u?(pa, ps, p2, p3),
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Figure 4.3: Second order quark self-interaction terms in the effective Hamiltonian in the
QQQ eigenvalue problem. Parts (a), (b) and (c) depict contributions to M3 ,, M3 , and M3 ,,

respectively. The upper diagrams are terms of matrix element (leg|H;2|lLg), cf. Fig. the
lower diagrams are terms obtained from the product of two Hyy in Eq. (4.12).
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Figure 4.4: Second order gluon-exchange quark-quark interaction terms in the effective Hamil-
tonian in the QQQ eigenvalue problem. Part (a) represents interaction of quarks 1 and 2,
which are identical, hence, the interaction terms should be symmetrized. Part (b) represents
interaction of quarks 2 and 3, which may have different flavors, in which case there are no
symmetrization diagrams. The most left diagrams in parts (a) and (b) are terms of the matrix
element (leg|(Ht QQinst + Hi QQexcn)|log) depicted in Fig. [3.60 The other diagrams represent
terms obtained from the product of two H;; in Eq. .
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u3 = p*(pa, ps, p3,p1) and p3 = p?(pa, s, p1,p2), see Fig. Although I wrote momenta of all
quarks, the gluon mass in fact depends only on the relative momentum of a gluon with respect to

three quarks.
The gluon-exchange interactions again include instantaneous and exchange terms, see Fig.

Uge = Uqqinst + UgQexch » (4.29)
where for pair 12 of quarks,
1oy F i1 day
UQqinst(12;12) = Sym{_Nc — "oy Jt12.12/ 1) } ; (4.30)
Uogexen(12;1'2) = Sym{—Ncil re1ary F(1231'2)) dyy(ps) jlﬂl,jgg,} . (4.31)

Symbol Sym denotes symmetrization, and needs to be done because quarks 1 and 2 are always
identical. Note that the color part of the interaction is already evaluated and the effect of it is the
factor Cp/(N. — 1). The color wave function was antisymmetric, hence to obtain antisymmetry
of the whole function one needs to symmetrize the spin-momentum part of the interaction terms.
For pairs 31 and 23 the symmetrization is required only if flavor of quark 3 is the same as that
of quarks 1 and 2. In that case, the other two interaction terms, Ugq(31;3'1") and Ugg(23;2'3),
are obtained by cyclic permutations of 1, 2, 3 and 1’, 2/, 3/ in the formulas for Ugg(12;1'2"). Note
also that in baryons the gluon mass ansatz in R(12;1'2'), given in Eq. depends on relative
momentum of the gluon with respect to three quarks.

However, for bbc and ccb systems symmetrization of pairs 31 and 23 should not be performed
and,

Uooi (23‘2,3/) = - CF T /37 f / /j2+2/j§r3/ (4 32)
QQinst (23; N, -1 Tom2y frmaa pn :
C o
Ugqexcn(23;2'3') = N i [ rozay F(23; 2'3') dy(p1) Jhor iy (4.33)
C

and analogous expressions hold for Ugginst(31;3'1") and Uggexcn(31;3'1’), but with 3 replaced with
1 and 2 replaced with 3.

4.3.2 Small-x divergences

Using Eqgs. (4.20)—(4.23), (3.47) and (3.54) I rewrite Uy in the following form,

Ugp(12;1'2) = Cp ro1avey guitidys [fizae F(12;1'2) + ffia1e R(12;12)]
Jdy
+ CFrrcizuy (1;+)222 [fizve It + ffizae Io] (4.34)
where
Lo #tqi + 2363 Gt+a (4.35)
#3(qD)? + 23(¢3)? — (a7 — ¢3)* 2 ’
I q% + q% [1 ( 1 i 1 > @%Q% + @%Q% (4 36)
2 = - - = N . .
2 2\@ - G-p?) #HD)?*+23(63)? - (¢f — ¢3)?

(¢*)? in the denominator in the second line of Eq. may produce small-x divergence, therefore,
the first thing to investigate is whether any such divergence appears. If the interaction was on-
energy-shell, ¢ = ¢3 = ¢%, and p? were zero, both I; and I, would be zero. However, interactions
in bound states are essentially off-energy-shell. I need to check how the interactions behave in
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the vicinity of ¢* = 0. From definition Z; = x1 + 0(¢")q¢"/PT and &9 = x9 — 0(—q")q"/P™.

Moreover,

M%2 - M%/ZI
P+ '

B = ¢d+q"

(4.37)
Off shell, M3, — M3,,, is nonzero but finite because effective interactions cannot change invariant
masses by too much. I expand I in powers of ¢,

1 Tr1 — T2 M%Q - M%/2l

L = — tr0[(¢ghH?] . 4.38

The leading term is of order g™, therefore, when divided in Eq. by (¢*)? produces 1/¢*,
which by itself is not integrable. However, the interaction term contains also regularization factor
rc12.1727, which makes the integrals finite, and the limit 6 — 0 is well defined — it corresponds to
taking the Cauchy principal value of the integral.

The term with I5 needs a different analysis. ffio.1/o regulates the interaction for any fixed ¢?
and ¢35 by going exponentially to zero when ¢™ — 0. However, it does not regulate interactions
when both ¢© — 0 and ¢7 and ¢3 go to zero. For small z4 = |¢T|/P" one has ¢} ~ ¢3 ~ —k3.

Therefore, for small x4,

s

t(a?4a2
ffiory ~ e i)

K
x

= eft(x%+z%)a2 , (439)

|

where at+ = 1/:E4/iff. Hence, if 24 goes to zero in such a way that a' is constant, then ffi9.1/9 does
not go to zero and does not regulate the interaction. To check if the interaction leads to small-x
divergences one has to analyze the integral in Eq. (4.17)). The part that is necessary here is,

1
/dﬂfl'dzfﬁ'ngfm.yw I, (4.40)
1

where factor 1/2% comes from 1/(¢")? in Eq. (4.34) and I omitted numerical factors, j;},js,, the
wave function, which is irrelevant in the analysis (it may be approximated by a constant), and also
the regularization function rgq9.1/9.. Now, I change integration variables. Transverse momentum

K is equal to ki — k7 for ¢T > 0 and to ki + k7 for ¢* < 0. In both cases I change the integration

variables from r7; to ki, and in both cases the modulus of Jacobian is one. Then I change the
integration variables from fij‘ to at = 1/:174/@{-. Therefore, d?k4 = x4d?a. The integration over xy/

is changed to integration over x4,

1 x1 1 T 1—x1
/ dry = / dz10(q™) —|—/ dr10(—q%) = / dz46(q™) —i—/ drsf(—q") , (4.41)
0 0 T 0 0

1

where for g7 > 0, T used xy/ = 21 — 24 and for ¢* < 0, T used xy/ = 21 + 4. Therefore, the integral

(4.40) becomes,
' 1
/ d$4/d2axe_t(x%+x§)a2 I, (4.42)
0 4

which represents both integrals from Eq. . The integral over x4 ranges from 0 to z1 or 1 —x;
but only the lower limit is important. Note, that here the factor that is problematic is 1/x4 which
is always positive and not 1/¢*, which may be positive or negative. Therefore, the principal value
prescription does not work here and I has to vanish when x4 — 0 (and a™ is kept fixed), because
otherwise the integral is divergent and the eigenvalue equation ill-defined. The leading term of I
in expansion around z4 = 0 is,

1 /x4

I __H/ra
? a? + pi? /x4

(4.43)
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The behavior of I and, hence, the well-definiteness of Eq. (4.17)), depend on the behavior of
the gluon mass ansatz u? when x4 — 0. First of all, if u? were zero, then Iy would also be
zero in the limit x4 — 0. When p? is introduced it cannot be a constant, but if it behaves like

pul ~ xi—m“ with d, > 0 for small x4, then it regulates small-x region of dynamics. Another

. . 1+6
example of acceptable behavior near zero x4 is u? ~ 29 k2 = z 42 The parameter §, may be
p P 2 4 Ry 4 p H y

regarded as a phenomenological parameter, however, the oscillator potentials that are implied by
the gluon mass ansatz, see below, do not depend on the details of the gluon mass ansatz. To be
sure that eigenvalue Eq. is free from small-x divergences when p? vanishes properly with
x4 one needs to check also M?t The analysis is even simpler than for the exchange interaction
kernel UQQ(12§ 1'2). Tt turns out that the same behavior of gluon mass ansatz near x4 = 0 that
regulates the gluon exchange interaction, regulates also the self interaction terms M?t

For baryons, it is also possible to choose the behavior of gluon mass ansatz that regulates
small-x divergent factors in both interaction term and self-energy terms. In baryon, the gluon

mass ansatz can depend on the gluon momentum relative to all three quarks Hi‘. Examples of

behavior of gluon mass ansatz near x4 = 0 are again u? ~ x}f&“ and p? ~ mi“ x3. The notation is
the same as for quarkonia but the definition of x4 and x4 in baryons is different than the definition
of k4 and x4 in quarkonia. For example, in baryons, x4 = pf/(p{ + p3 + p5), while in quarkonia
x4 = p; /(p +p3). However, p? ~ xj“/ﬁi implies that p? ~ 33?12’@21/12 near x4/19 = 0, where x4/,
and "&/12 are relative momenta in pair 12. The kernel in Eq. 1) depends on 4,15 and Ki/m in
the same way as the interaction kernel Eq. depends on k4 and z4 in quarkonia. Therefore,
the analysis I presented for quarkonia applies also for baryons.

4.3.3 Coulomb potential and harmonic oscillator
Definition of the nonrelativistic limit

In the previous sections I presented the effective eigenvalue equations for mesons and baryons
and showed that they do not posses small-x divergences if the gluon mass ansatz vanishes properly
when gluon +-momentum fraction goes to zero. In order to estimate solutions to these well-defined
equations, one can take advantage of the fact that quarks are heavy to simplify these equations
even more. Large masses of quarks in Egs. and , formally much larger than A, imply
that the quark-antiquark or three-quark system is nonrelativistic, which means that the relative
momenta of particles are small compared with masses. Term “relative momenta” needs a precise
definition because +-momentum fraction x of a particle is not usually used in the nonrelativistic
quantum mechanics. In meson systems I use the following nonrelativistic momentum of the quark
relative to the antiquark [5§],

kiy = iifz AT (4.44)
L = fﬁi (m1 +ma)(z1 — f1) , (4.45)

where L= 2,y and 8 = m;/(my + my). It is convenient to write ko = (k¥y, kY, k%,). The
nonrelativistic limit is defined as,

k
— M2 0. (4.46)
mi + mo
In that limit
ko= kiz (4.47)
z
1 = [+ — 12 (4.48)
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In baryon systems I distinguish pair 12 and define the nonrelativistic momentum of quark 1
with respect to quark 2 [5§],

1—

Kiy = (|2, (4.49)
1—

Ki, = M(ml + ma) (951/12 - 51/12) ) (4.50)

where 3; = m;/(m1 + ma +m3), 21,12 = 21/(z1 + 22) and By/15 = B1/(B1 + B2). Moreover, the
nonrelativistic momentum of quark 3 with respect to pair 12 is,

1-—
.Tg(l 1’3)
[ Bs(1 — Bs) 53)
— 4.52
2a(1 = 23) (m1 +ma +m3)(zs — B3) . (4.52)
It is convenient to write Kjy = (K 5y Ky, Kfy), ), Qs = (Q%,QY,Q3). The nonrelativistic limit is
defined as,
2 ~
o Be @ g (4.53)
m1 + mo + ms m1 + mo + ms

In the nonrelativistic limit

Hi_/12 = Kiz, (4.54)
KFy — B1/12Q3

- s Rt 455

e b m1 + meo + ms ( )

kg = Q3 , (4.56)

r3 = [3+ @5 (4.57)

m1 + mg +mg3

Schrodinger equation for mesons

Having introduced suitable variables I can now present the eigenvalue equations for masses and
states of mesons and baryons. To write the interaction kernel, Eq. (4.34)), one needs to know that
in the nonrelativistic limit,

@ = —q°, (4.58)
G = —q°, (4.59)
where ¢ = Elg — El/gl. Therefore,
1 ff12.1/2')

F(12,12) = —— <1 _ 12127 4.60
( ) q? S22 ( )

1
R(12;1'2") = — 4.61
21%) = ——mmy (1.61)
L =0, (4.62)

2

7
I, = - . 4.63
2 Z1 (4.63)

Additionally,

g#ijll.;QV’Q = 4m1m250101/50202/- (464)
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These give,
lof S22 1 1 I
UQQ(1271 2) = Cr 4mimy 50101/50202/ {_ (72 — M2 |:(qz)2 - q—»2:| ,Uf2 +q»2} s
(4.65)
where
(kP — k2y)?
iz = exp [_tmﬁ%@%? ) (4.66)
S9N\ 2
q
ffi212r = exp [—t(m% +m%) <qz> ] . (4.67)

The effective self-interaction terms are

d? 1 1 2 72\
Mit = m% +m1gt20F/ q [ _ } 2'i 5 €Xp [—2tm% (?ﬁ) ,  (4.68)

@2m)? [(¢*)* ¢ p?*+4q

d3q 1 1 112 T 2
M2, = m? 20/ E—— —2tm3 | = . (4.69
2,t my +mag; CF R Y e exp ms p= (4.69)

where ¢'is the nonrelativistic momentum of the gluon and is defined differently than ¢ from quark-
antiquark interaction. Here, ¢= = s and ¢* = xm;. Moreover, the integration measure in the
nonrelativistic limit is,

~ By 1
12 Ptoyy p = /12 — 4.
/[ ] 12.P 1) 2 (4.70)

where p19 = myma/(mi + me) is the reduced mass in the quark pair 12
After division by 2(m; + ma) Eq. (4.17)) in the nonrelativistic limit is,

Kt d*q Wi (@) + Waa(7)] =
= [ G vtk
d3 2 R .
—C’F/(%gg |:§»t2f12.1’2’ + Wm(@)} (k2 —q) = E ¢(k2) , (4.71)
where,
1 1 2 -9\ 2
Wold) = 6| ] e [—t<m3+m§> (%) ] . )

and the eigenvalue E of Eq. (4.71) is related to the eigenvalue M of Eq. (4.17)) in the following
way,

M? — (m1 +m2)2

E = . 4.73
2(m1—|—m2) ( )
Furthermore,
Wk —) = V) — g otv(hie) + S0 — (e + (474
12—9q) = 12 q 8k§2 12 2qq 819{2(%{2 12 sy .

where 7,7 = x,y,z. The first term combines with the self-interaction terms. The term linear in
¢ integrates to zero. Term quadratic in ¢ is nonzero for ¢ = j and produces harmonic oscillator
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force. Assuming that higher-order terms in expansion into powers of relative momentum are small,

I omit them. The term in Eq. (4.71)) that comes from the third term in Eq. (4.74)) is,

d’q 1oy & 7
~Cr [ i Winl) 5 (e (1.75)

I can approximate Wi by assuming u2/(u? + ¢?) =~ 1, because |7| ~ apuiz < p in the dominant
region of integration. Moreover, this assumption implies that the coefficient in front of derivatives
in each direction is the same, which is not guaranteed by general form of Wis in Eq. (4.72).

Therefore, Eq. (4.71]) becomes,

2 2
k1o o p12win A

Y+
2p12 2

. 3 2 R R
} W(k12) — Cp / (;lﬂ‘)’g %fm.w (k12 —q) = E(kiz), (4.76)

where A} is the Laplacian in momentum space, which corresponds to harmonic oscillator potential
in position spaceﬂ The frequency of the harmonic oscillator potential is,

3
o A2
w = , 4.77
SN (W) e

where a = g7 /(4r), depends rather strongly on the RGPEP scale A. Note, that Coulomb potential
1/@? is multiplied by the RGPEP form factor fi51/o/, see Eq. (4.66)), which makes the interaction
nonlocal. The relativistic expression for the mass of a bound state in terms of the eigenvalue E

implied by Eq. (4.73) has the form,

2F
M = (mg+mo) /14— 4.78
(m1 +ma) R, (4.78)

which in the nonrelativistic limit is M ~ m; + ma + E. However, since Eq. (4.76) is derived from
the FF Hamiltonian of QCD I use Eq. (4.78).

The universal shift ¥ of masses of eigenstates of Eq. (4.76)),

Y = % 2/dsq[ 1 _1] qu'uz e_tm%(%f)Q —e_tmg(%z>2 (4.79)

g ~ - :
2 70 ) (2m)3 [(¢®)? % p2+q2

comes from the difference between self-interaction terms M%t and the gluon-exchange interaction
term, in which wave function is approximated by a constant, see the first term in Eq. . It is
zero if mq = mo. However, if m; # ms, then ¥ depends on precise form of ,u2, because in Eq.
one cannot approximate u?/(u? + ¢2?) ~ 1 — that would make the integral divergent. Assumed
behavior of u? for || ~ 0 guarantees that ¥ is finite but depends on dyu- It is possible to make X
smaller than the harmonic oscillator frequency w2 or even on the order of splittings introduced by
spin-dependent interactions (which I neglect in this thesis). But ¥ can be on the order of wia or
even much bigger than wis. That would imply large shifts of energies of B, mesons. Because for
charmonia and bottomonia > = 0, in Chapter [5]I calculated spectrum of B, assuming that ¥ = 0
also in this case and the results agree well with experimental data. That fact together with strong
dependence of ¥ on the gluon mass ansatz suggests that this term will be substantially corrected
in a study that uses the renormalized Hamiltonian H; calculated up to terms of order g}. On
the other hand, formally, no dependence of wis on the gluon mass ansatz suggests that harmonic
oscillator potential with frequency wis is a result that will also appear in the future calculations.

3Position here is defined as a variable conjugate to relative momentum k.
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Schrédinger equation for baryons

For baryons the derivation of the Schrédinger equation is analogous to the derivation for mesons.
Quark-quark gluon-exchange interaction between quarks ¢ and j can be most easily written in
terms of nonrelativistic momentum of one quark relative to the other. Therefore, in addition to
Egs. f I define two new sets of momenta: Kgg, @1 and Kgl, @2. Appropriate formulas
can be obtained by using Egs. and as a template and changing every index in a
consistent way, e.g., 1 — 2, 2 — 3, 3 — 1. Relations between different sets in the nonrelativistic

limit are,
R = g lg ke G (4.80)
G = Ru- g5 Gs. (451
and
Ko = _53%51[?12 " (B3 + ﬁlféﬁl + B2) Qs (4.82)
Qr = —Kip— 51%62 Qs . (4.83)

The formulas for various objects in the nonrelativistic limit are almost the same as for mesons,
but one has to change ¢ in favor of AK;; = K;; — Ky . Hence, the interaction kernels are,

- C
UQQ(Z];Z/]/) = N, — £ 4mimj 50'7;0‘1-/50‘]'0']-/
1 1 ,u2
x SLL [y -— __ 4 (4.84)
{ ARy~ [ BREE T ARY | s AR
where,

(R} - K
fiiiir = exp |—t—2 J , 4.85)
i B (

_ AR;?\

2 2 ij

The effective self-interaction terms are given by formulas exactly like Eq. (4.68), but with proper

quark mass and with formally different definition of the gluon mass ansatz.

measure in the nonrelativistic limit is,

/ [@'§') P biryr s
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After division by 2(m1 + ma + m3) Eq. (4.28) in the nonrelativistic limit is,
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The integration

(4.87)

(4.88)
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where I put N. = 3, p13(12) = (2m1)ms/(2m1 + mg3) is the reduced mass of quark 3 with respect to
pair 12 and the arguments of wave functions in interaction terms are written in a simplified way.
The eigenvalue E of Eq. (4.88) is related to the eigenvalue M of Eq. (4.28) in the following way,

M2 _ 2
E = (1 +ms + mg)” (4.89)
2(mq + mg + ms3)

Expansion of the wave function in the interaction term where quarks 1 and 2 interact is,

L L 9 L
¢(K1/2/, Q3) = ¢(K1/2'7 Q3) - AK%QWQp(Kl’T’ Q3)
12

o? L
+ fAK AKL ———— (Ko, Q3) + ... | 4.90
12 6K128K{2¢( 1’2 Q3) ( )

where i, j = x,y, z. Like for mesons the first term combines with the self-interaction terms, the term
linear in AK 12 integrates to zero, and the term quadratic in AK 12 produces harmonic oscillator
force. Assuming p?/(u? + AK 1, 2) ~ 1, I obtain, three harmonic oscillator potentials between
quarks of each pair. The terms in Eq. that correspond to those harmonic oscillators are,

i1 () o () o (5 ) | v
— w2 | —= +woz | —= +wsy | — Y(K12,Q3) , 4.91
1 (8Km 0K OKs (K12, Q) (4.91)
where
3/2
wy = N X / (4.92)
Y 18y \m2 + mj2 ’ '
Using w31 = weg and relations between Kgg, K 31 and K 12, Qg I rewrite Eq. 1} to the following
form,
1 1 0 \? o\  ~ =
= —= w12 + w23) ( — ) + 2wo3 <_,> P(Ki2,Q3) . 4.93
4 [( e O0K12 Qs 1z Q) (499

Therefore, the three oscillators between quarks in each pair of quarks can be written as two

oscillators: one oscillator between quarks 1 and 2, and the second one between quark 3 and pair
12. The eigenvalue Eq. (4.88]) becomes,
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where the frequencies of the harmonic oscillators are,
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In case of the equal masses of quarks,

V3 a N\
Wiz = Wi2) T W= 5 18v/2r m?

(4.97)

The relativistic expression for the mass of a bound state in terms of the eigenvalue E has the form,

2F
M = (m1+m2+m3)\/1+m1+m2+m3. (498)
The mass shift term 3 is zero for baryons with equal masses of all quarks. For baryons with two
different kinds of quarks and m; = mgy # mg it is given by the same Eq. but with mo
replaced with ms. Therefore, as for mesons, this term is likely to be an artifact of the gluon mass
ansatz and I omit it when I compute the spectra of heavy baryons built from quarks of different
flavors. Further discussion of this term is in Chapter



Chapter 5

Spectra of heavy mesons and baryons

Derivation of the approximate Hamiltonians for mesons and baryons in the previous chapter relies
on the assumption that in heavy-flavor QCD the dynamics of the effective gluons inside ground
states and lowest excited states of heavy hadrons can be approximated by including only one
such gluon but supplied with an ansatz for its mass, which is a function of relative momentum of
gluon with respect to quarks. The simplest test of the ansatz is the calculation of masses of doubly-
heavy mesons and triply-heavy baryons. The obtained mass spectra do not include any spin effects
other than those due to antisymmetrization of wave functions in identical quarks. Therefore, the
purpose of this calculation is to check if the spectra are qualitatively acceptable rather than to
compute precisely the masses. Hence, we make crude approximations. Nevertheless, the same
approximations are made for baryons and quarkonia. Therefore, fitting masses of quarkonia to
experimental values fixes free parameters of the theory, and the masses of baryons that we arrive
at can be treated as rough estimates of yet to be observed heavy baryons. The results for ground
states and low-lying excited states are consistent with estimates produced by other known methods.
Especially interesting and encouraging is qualitative agreement between our results and Lattice
QCD simulations for ground states and excited states spectrum of ... and (pp, baryons.

5.1 Introduction

If we could solve QCD exactly then no calculated quantity would depend on the renormalization
group parameter A, and there would be no point in introducing the family of effective Hamiltonians
H;, because only one renormalized Hamiltonian would suffice. In an approximate calculation one
can and should choose A\ that has value related to characteristic scales involved in the problem.
The frequencies of the oscillators obtained in Chapter [4] depend quite strongly on renormalization
group parameter A\. Therefore, the masses of bound states can be accurately described using
our approximations and assumptions only in a limited window of values of A [59, [60]. The basic
assumption that we make about A is that the best choice for its value scales with the characteristic
mass of the system m and coupling constant a as A ~ \/am. We make this choice because it implies
that the frequencies of the harmonic oscillators scale as a?, which means that the characteristic
momentum of the harmonic oscillator p ~ /mw scales as a. The characteristic momentum in the
Coulomb potential (Bohr momentum) also scales as a. Hence, all terms: kinetic energy, Coulomb
potential (neglecting the form factors) and the harmonic oscillator potential scale with the coupling
constant as . Therefore, the binding energy also scales as a®>. Moreover, the RGPEP form factors
that multiply the Coulomb potential formally do not differ much from 1 because their arguments
being momentum over A to the forth power scale as o2, hence, are formally small. Therefore, I
omit the RGPEP form factors in approximate calculations of masses of heavy hadrons. The exact
formula for A that we use to calculate masses of heavy mesons is,

Mg = Val(amgg+b) (5.1)

43
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where m, is the average mass of the quark and the antiquark. The analogous formula for baryons
is,

Mg = valaimgg+b) . (5.2)

where m3q is the average mass of the three quarks. The coupling constant o is assumed to be
known and running [3],

1
Bolog(N*/Agcp) (5:3)
where fy = (33 — 2ny)/(12m). We fix the number of quark flavors to ny = 2, and a = 0.1181 for
A= Mz = 91.1876 GeV [2I]. That means Aqcp = 371 MeV. Variation in the number of flavors
does not change significantly the mass spectra. The quark masses are assumed to be independent
of A\, because their dependence on the scale can be first studied using the renormalized Hamiltonian
H; computed up to the fourth order in perturbation theory.

The unknown masses of quarks my and m. and constants a and b have to be fitted to exper-
imental data [2I]. We use masses of charmonium states J/1, 1¥(2S) and x.1(1P) to get the best
values of Az and m.. And we use bottomonium states Y(15), Y(25) and x1(1P) to get the best
values of \;; and m;. Using Eq. , we necessarily obtain the only possible values of constants
a and b and we compute \yz that is used to for the calculation of masses of B.(15) and B.(2S5)
states.

A comment is due about the method of estimating solutions of the eigenvalue Egs. and
(4.94). For the purpose of estimation of the mass spectra of heavy hadrons it appears sufficient
to account for the Coulomb potential in perturbation theory. We assume that the “unperturbed”
parts of the approximate Hamiltonians for mesons and baryons consist of kinetic energy and
harmonic oscillator potentials, while the Coulomb potential constitutes a “perturbation” and is
treated in the first order perturbation theory. My check of the quality of that calculation for
zero-angular-momentum states in bbb and cce systems is in App. A more accurate calculation
gives mass of the bbb ground state that is shifted by less than 50 MeV from the result of the first
order perturbation theory. The analogous shift for ground state of ccc is about 30 MeV. Shifts of
excited states are smaller, as expected, because Coulomb potential is strongest in the center and
the ground state has the biggest values of the wave function in the vicinity of the center. Shifts of
this magnitude or even larger are already expected to come from spin interactions that we neglect.
Therefore, treating Coulomb potential in the first order of perturbation theory appears justified.

5.2 Mass spectrum of mesons

Using the basis of eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator one can classify states according to its
excitations. If there is one oscillator, i.e., for mesons, the successive excitations are denoted 1.5,
1P, 25, 1D, and so on, where 1S is the ground state, 1P is the p-wave excitation (the first orbital
excitation), 25 is the first radial excitation and 1D denotes the lowest-energy d-wave state. Wave
functions of s-wave states are denoted g, 129, and so on. P-wave states come in multiplets of
different projections of the orbital angular momentum on z axis, 1¥1p_,, ¥1p,, Y1p,,. The general
oscillator eigenstate with definite angular momentum and its projection on z-axis is,

Vp, (7) = N e L2 20p) oY () (5.4)

where k is the radial excitation number, [ is the orbital angular momentum number, m is the
projection of the angular momentum on the z axis, v = 1/(2uw), Yy, are spherical harmonics and
L} (x) are generalized Laguerre polynomials. The first two polynomials are L§(z) = 1, L{(x) =
1+ a — z. The normalization factors are

203 2k+2l43 1,1
N, = 222 T ()32 ,
K \/\/ R OV R TICCO (5:5)
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so that
d’p
W%zmﬂ}k'%, = gk O Oy - (5.6)
The energy of an eigenstate is
3
E = w 2k:+l+§ . (5.7)

The ground state has E = 3w/2, 1P states constitute so-called first band of the harmonic oscillator
with energy w above the ground state, while 25 and 1D states are degenerated and constitute the
second band with excitation energy 2w. Combination of momentum wave functions with spin wave
functions is simple when spin-dependent interactions are absent. Quark and antiquark may form
only spin-0 singlet or spin-1 triplet. Then the orbital and spin angular momenta are added using
well-known Clebsch-Gordan coefficients tabulated for example in Ref. [2I]. In Chapter [6, where
I calculate electromagnetic form factors, I need to include also leading relativistic corrections to
wave functions induced by motion of particles with spin to obtain satisfactory results for magnetic
properties of hadrons.

The binding energies E of mesons, including first order Coulomb corrections to the harmonic
oscillator levels are,

3 4 2
) 8 2
Eip = Sw—cay] = .
S R R (5.9)
7 10 2

In App. [C] there are listed binding energies of other states that also appear in Fig. The
masses are given by Eq. . For bottomonium we fit m; quark mass and A\,j to obtain the best
agreement between masses computed using E1g, Fag, F1p and the experimental masses of T(1.5),
T(2S), xp1(1P). The best fit is,

my = 4698 MeV and M\ = 4258 MeV . (5.11)

Using the above Az and Eq. (5.3 we have a()\;;) = 0.2664. The harmonic oscillator frequency is
wpy = 268.8 MeV. The best agreement between masses of states computed using Eig, Eas, E1p
and experimental masses of J/v, 1(2S5) and x.1(1P) is,

m., = 1460 MeV and Mz = 1944 MeV . (5.12)

Aee and me imply a(Aez) = 0.3926 and wez = 321.6 MeV. Knowing the values of Ay, Acz, mp, and
m. we can calculate the coefficients a and b from Eq. (5.1)),

a = 1589, (5.13)
b = 783 MeV . (5.14)

Using again Eq. (5.1)), this time for b¢ system, we have,
Ae = 3134 MeV . (5.15)

Using Eq. (5.3) and the values of my, m. and Ay, we have a(Ap.) = 0.3047 and wp. = 261.1 MeV.

Figure presents spectra of all three systems, bb, c¢b and cé. The states that were used
for fitting free parameters are close to the experimental data. Also 1D states of charmonium
and bottomonium agree well with experiment. States of the third and fourth band of harmonic



46 CHAPTER 5. SPECTRA OF HEAVY MESONS AND BARYONS

bb Bc cc
10.8 7.6 4.4
__________ a
10.6 Y (45) 7.4 4.2 4 14150
P
Xp (3P) »(4040)
10.4 Y(3S) . 7.2 4 4.0 RosTIP)
Xp(2P)
_ (3823)
10.2 - xao) | 7.0 3.8 ey o T
= res) 7 Be(25) o(25) e
(% np(25) e E. ..... 2 —_— e, 1e(25) ¥ (29)
= 10.0 1 6.8 3.6 (1P
@ x6(1P)  hy(1P) Xe(P) . 1P
@
s 0 =
9.8 6.6 3.4 —
9.6 - 6.4 (1) 3.2 1eiS)
Ta8). N == | i i
np(1S) (18
9.4 - 6.2 3.0 4715
9.2 6.0 2.8
0t 17~ gt 1= 27~ 0~ 1~ 0t 17~ Jtt 1+- 27~

Figure 5.1: Results of our fit to bb and c¢ low-mass states, are shown by dotted blue lines on
the background of data for heavy quarkonia and B, mesons. The dashed green line represents
an average of various predictions for B mass [61]. Dashed lines across a panel represent
thresholds. We include the states 3S that appear at the level of observed states that are
interpreted as 4S5. Such highly excited states may contain an important component with
effective gluons, not properly accounted for by the perturbative calculation in our pilot study.
(Plot and caption first published in Ref. [7])

oscillator are too high, e.g., our Y(35) has the mass of the state experimentally presented as
Y (4S5). The discrepancy may be explained by the fact that we include gluonic degrees of freedom
implicitly by using perturbative reduction to the quark-antiquark Fock sector. For highly excited
states the perturbative reduction probably breaks down because Fock sectors with gluons are likely
to provide important contributions to such quarkonium states. In that case an eigenvalue equation
like Eq. , with at least two Fock sectors instead of just one, should be solved to obtain
reliable results. The standard quark model of charmonium and bottomonium [24] reproduces
T (3S5) well because it employs the linear confining potential instead of the harmonic one. There is
a correspondence between linear potential in the instant form and the quadratic potential in the
FF of Hamiltonian dynamics [30]. In Eq. for large E compared to mi + my the mass M
behaves like a square root of E, hence, gives smaller values for masses than mj; 4+ me + FE would
give. However, this effect is too small for bottomonium or charmonium to shift masses of Y(3.5)
or 1(3S5) down enough. The problem with proper description of Y(3S) and quite good agreement
of our estimates with other, low-lying states suggests an interesting conclusion that already Y (3.5)
contains an important gluonic component and that, maybe, the usual linearly rising confining
potential between constituent quarks can be derived from QCD in a calculation that properly
includes gluons in the dynamics of the system.

Comparison of experimental masses of B, and B.(2S5) with our estimates also shows quite good
agreement if the ¥ term of Eq. (4.79) is neglected.

5.3 Mass spectrum of baryons
In baryons there are two oscillators: between quarks 1 and 2, and between quark 3 and pair 12.

The basic building blocks to construct the eigenstates of the system are tensor products of wave
functions of the two oscillators. The notation is to write the excitation state of both harmonic



5.3.  MASS SPECTRUM OF BARYONS 47
States L® S J
1S1S 0®3 3t
1 1+
0@()g 5
1IP1S 1®(3), 5 @}
18S1P 1®3 el e;
1 3= o 1—
1@ (3)g g @5
IDIS 2®3 e ol el
1 5% 371
2® (3)g 2 @y
1S1ID 2®3 e ol el
1 5+ o 371
2@ (3)g 3 @3
IPIP 20 (1), Tl
1 3t 17t
l® (?)A ?Jr D3
0®(3)4 3
Table 5.1: Summary of oscillator basis states for systems ccb and bbe [7].
oscillators: first the oscillator 12, then the oscillator 3(12). For example,
1py1s(K12,@3) = ip,, (K12)t1s(Q3) (5.16)
where in ¢1p+1(1212) the parameter v = v19 = 1/(2v12w12), while in ¢1S(Qg) the parameter

v = v3019) = 1/(2v3012)w3(12))- 1 am interested only in states that can be built from the ground
state 1515, the first band 1P1S, 151P, and the second band 2515, 1525, 1D1S, 151D, 1P1PE|
Because the Coulomb potential is central it conserves the total orbital angular momentum and its
projection on z axis. Therefore, it is advantageous to work with states that have these quantum
numbers definite. The only states of interest that do not have definite orbital angular momentum
are 1P1P states. The appropriate combinations of 1P states can be constructed using Clebsch-
Gordan tables [2I] and are denoted 1P1P;—y, 1P1Pr—; and 1P1P;—5. To produce states of
physical particles orbital angular momentum has to be coupled with spin. Spins of three quarks
combine to spin-3/2 quadruplet that is symmetric in all three quarks,

‘+;’> = 1) ‘+;> =, (5.17)
spin-1/2 doublet, called (1/2)g, that is symmetric in the first two quarks,
'+;s> = 5 (2 — 1) — 1) (5.18)
'_;s> = ﬁ (=211 + [110) + 1) (5.19)
and spin-1/2 doublet, called (1/2)4, that is antisymmetric in the first two quarks,
‘+;A> - \/g (141 = [411)) (5.20)
’—;A> - ﬁ (1) — 1) - (5.21)

The symmetry of the spin wave functions is important because for bbc and ccb systems the first
two quarks are identical and combined spin-momentum wave function has to be symmetric in

!The term “band” makes sense only if w1y = ws(12), because then, e.g., 1P1S and 1S1P states are degenerated
and indeed form one “band.”
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States Wave functions Baryons

0w  1515®32 3t

1w 1P1S® (3) , —151P® (3), es

A 2518, ® 3 3t

B 2515_® ()4~ 1P1Po® (1), &7

C 1D15, © 3 ToiteiTol”
D 1D1S_ @ (3), —1P1Prs @ (3), 37 @i’

Table 5.2: Summary of states for systems ccc and bbb [7]. For example, 1D1S_ ® () 4 means
that we use |1D,,15)_ states and (1/2)g spin states to obtain one of J = 5/2 or J = 3/2 states
according to the rules of adding angular momenta, i.e., using the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.
1P1P;—5 ® (%)A means that we combine 1P1P_o states and (1/2)4 spin states to obtain
a state with the same quantum numbers. We then subtract the latter from the former, as
indicated in the table, and normalize the result to obtain the final expression, such as in
Egs. or (A1), where the states with J = 5/2, J, = +5/2 and J = 3/2, J, = +3/2 are
written explicitly.

the first two quarks (because the color wave function is antisymmetric in the first two quarks).
For example, 1P1S is antisymmetric in K12 and therefore can be combined only with (1/2)4 to
produce a 12-symmetric function. The complete list of states is provided in Table

Baryons with three identical quarks require some extra care, because combined spin-momentum
wave functions need to be completely symmetric with respect to permutations of quarks (the color
wave function is completely antisymmetric). The problem is how to combine wave functions with
different symmetry properties (symmetric and of mixed symmetry) to form a completely symmetric
spin-momentum wave function [62]. The prescriptions for appropriate combinations of the wave
functions are listed in Table These prescriptions differ in sign from the prescriptions given,
e.g., in Refs. [63, 26], because our momentum Qs is a momentum of quark 3 with respect to pair
12, instead of pair 12 with respect to quark 3. Table uses also the following combinations of
momentum wave functions (written in ket notation),

12515) +[2515)
2518), = : 5.22
2515) 7 (5.22)

|1D,,15) + |1D,,15)
1D,,18), = 7 . (5.23)
The symmetric baryon wave functions listed in Table are given in App. [A]

The masses of all baryons in our approximation scheme are already determined, because quark
masses are fitted to reproduce quarkonia states, Egs. and , and we use the interpolating
formula Eq. that fixes the values of A for each baryon and, hence, also the frequencies of
harmonic oscillators in baryons. The analytic formulas for masses are given in App. [C| Here, I
present the resulting mass spectra of bbb and ccc bound states in Fig. [5.2] and mass spectra of bbc
and ccb bound states in Fig. [5.3] assuming that > = 0. The collective plot of excitation spectra of
all four systems is presented in Fig.

Although experimentally triply-heavy baryons are difficult to produce and detect over the years
there have been quite a few theoretical calculations we can compare with. Masses of bbb and ccc
baryons agree rather well with model calculations [64) (65, 66} (67, 68, 69] [70l [71], quark-diquark [72]
and hypercentral approximations [73, [74], bag models [75] [76, [77], Regge phenomenology [78], [79],
sum rules [80}, 81l [82], [83], pNRQCD [84], Dyson-Schwinger approach [85] [86] and lattice studies [87,
88, 89, 00, 911, 92, 93], where comparison is available. Especially interesting seems comparison with
lattice calculations. Different lattice calculations report the cce ground state mass from 4733 MeV
to 4796 MeV, with mean value of 4768 MeV. Our result, 4797 MeV, differs by 29 MeV from the
mean. The lattice results for the bbb ground state mass are 14366 MeV in Ref. [87], and 14371 MeV
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Figure 5.2: Single-flavor-baryon mass spectra

in Ref. [88], with uncertainties bigger than the difference between the two results. The simple mean
is 14369 MeV and our result, 14346 MeV, differs by only 23 MeV from the mean. The splittings
between the excited states and the ground state that we arrive at are generally smaller than the
same lattice splittings, however, for bbb the difference is on the order of 10 %, while for ccc it is
not greater than 20 %. It is worth noting that in a more accurate calculation that goes beyond
first order of perturbation theory, which is presented in App. |B|the splittings between the ground
and excited states grow — the splitting between state A and the ground state grows by about 7 %
for bbb and by about 4 % for ccc. The most surprising result is a qualitative agreement between
the splittings among A, B, C, D states and analogous states on the lattice. It is true that in the
first order of perturbation theory the energies of the states that form the second band of harmonic
oscillators in baryons split in a fixed ratio that is independent of the perturbing potential [63].
The energy differences Ep — F¢o, Ec — Ep and Ep — E4 are in ratio 2 : 1 : 5. Interestingly the
author of Ref. [88] presents the results for these splittings with spin interactions switched off, and
the ratio 2 : 1 : 5 turns out to be a property of the spectrum computed in such a way (up to
theoretical uncertainties). All of the above, suggests that RGPEP with gluon mass ansatz works
very well for the single-flavor baryons, and encourages to perform more precise calculations.

For the mixed-flavor baryons the situation is a bit different than for single-flavor baryons.
Here, the lattice results are limited to the ground states only. Assuming > = 0, see Eq. ,
the ground state of bbe, 11218 MeV, is very close to the lattice result 11229 MeV [87]. For this
comparison I used the lattice result for the mass of €, ., which is a 3/2% state, because its spin
structure, [111), is similar to the spins structures of J/v and Y(1S), |11), which were used to fit
free parameters of our calculation. Even if ¥ = 0, the ground state of ccb is about 300 MeV higher
than the lattice result. This may be due to large frequency of the oscillator between quarks 1 and
2 (between ¢ quarks), which implies large zero-point energy. Such large frequency follows from
large ratio A.p/m. and suggests that ¢ quarks form a diquark, because it is hard to excite them
in motion with respect to each other.

The situation is somewhat reversed for bbc, where ratio Appe/myp is small and the frequency wi
is small. That would suggest a configuration in which ¢ quark is between b quarks. The presence
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Figure 5.3: Mixed-flavor-baryon mass spectra

of the ¥ term in the baryon eigenvalue equation also presents a problem because, it could shift
the bbc ground state too high and it would make the ccb ground state even more distant from the
lattice calculations.

The appearance of the ¥ term may be due to insufficiency of the gluon mass ansatz. Apart
from the gluon mass term, a lot of other terms may appear in Eq. as a result of elimination
of sectors with two and more gluons, and we do not know which of them may be important. The
Y-term may also be caused by the presence of two different scales in the problem, m; and m,. with
the bottom quark more than three times heavier than the charm quark. In such systems choosing
only one A may be not enough for the leading approximation of the Hamiltonian to correctly grasp
the physics. For example, interactions in the Hamiltonian related to one quark might be best
approximated by an interaction vertex that has Aq, while interactions related to the other quark
may be better approximated with Ao # A;. To resolve the problem more precise calculations of
the effective Hamiltonian are needed, and are certainly encouraged by the results of bbb and ccc
spectra. Note that the term X that in our approximate calculation differs form zero only when
quarks differ in mass, could instead vanish in that case also if the RGPEP vertex form factor
arguments in Eq. obtained corrections that would scale ¢ inversely to the mass squared.
Such corrections may also change the harmonic oscillator frequencies, which depend on the form
of interaction form factors. Therefore, the spectra of ccb and bbc systems should be treated with
caution.



5.3.

MASS SPECTRUM OF BARYONS

cce cch bbe bbb
1D1S
2518
1000 -
800 | _
L=1 1P1P
L=2 /: 1S1D
= L=0 1528
g
=3
8 600 D 1P1S 1P1P D .
g —— -1 / O ——
g - a =17//
% B L=2 B A
2 L=0
<
= 400 — 1S _1S1P —
181D ——— o
—_— 2818
1P18, 1S1P 1525 1P18, 1S1P
1P1S
200 |- __181p -
0 1518 1818 1518 1518
4797 MeV | 8300 MeV | 11218 MeV | 14346 MeV

Figure 5.4: Qualitative picture of triply heavy baryon mass spectrum implied by the second-
order RGPEP in heavy-flavor QCD and our gluon mass ansatz [7]. The figure shows excitations
above the ground states 1515, whose absolute masses are written at the bottom of each column.
The ccb spectrum displays extraordinarily large mass excitation for states 1P1S, 2515 and
1D1S. Such high excitations are associated with formation of cc-diquarks, bound by a harmonic
force that is strong because the charmed quarks are much lighter than the bottom quarks. Much
less pronounced splittings appear in the bbc baryons. See the text for further discussion.
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Chapter 6

Form factors

6.1 Introduction

One of the nice features of studying hadrons in the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics is that as a
result one obtains wave functions, which may be then used to compute various observables that
in the instant form of Hamiltonian dynamics are hard to obtain because they require preservation
of Lorentz symmetry. In this chapter I compute electromagnetic form factors of the mesons and
baryons with spins equal one or smaller whose states have been approximately calculated in the
previous chapters. Electromagnetic form factors of a hadron are defined as some scalar functions
that parametrize relativistic scattering amplitude, e.g., of an electron off that hadron. Because the
scattering amplitude factorizes in the leading (one photon exchange) approximation into a part
that depends only on the properties of the hadron and the rest, the form factors carry information
about the electromagnetic properties of the hadron. For a scalar particle, the most important
small-momentum-transfer quantities that characterize it are the charge and so-called mean square
charge radius. For a spin-1/2 particle one can also define magnetic dipole moment, and for a
particle of spin 1 there is also the electric quadrupole moment. In hadronic physics measurement
of form factors is possible only for long-lived particles, like proton and neutron, or particles that are
experimentally abundant, like pions. Form factors of heavy mesons and triply-heavy baryons that
have not been observed yet may still be of interest because they provide intuition and estimates
about the properties of these particles sizes that may be important,e.g., in complex systems like
dense hadronic matter.

From the theoretical point of view, FF calculation of form factors constitutes a challenge
because it is sensitive to the direction distinguished by the the front. Due to nonrelativistic
approximation for the relative motion of quarks only results for Q < M, where (@ is the momentum
transfer from electron to the hadron of mass M, may give reliable estimates for the form factors.
Charge radii are defined in the limit ) — 0, therefore, the estimates for hadron radii should be
reliable. The construction of fully relativistic scattering amplitudes of bound states is a difficult
task that has to account for the dynamics of the binding mechanism, and the issue has no definite
solution that would apply in the case of QCD [94]. The results that I obtain here confirm that
conviction, because the matrix elements that I compute do not have the expected, relativistic form.
But the deviations I obtain are small. They are of the order of the binding energy divided by the
mass of the hadron. At the level of approximations and assumptions we used in the previous
chapter, one should expect violation of rotational symmetry. The smallness of obtained violation
is an important result, because more accurate calculations using the same method, i.e., including
higher order terms in the RGPEP evolution and more Fock sectors in the bound state equations,
may nearly restore rotational symmetry.
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Figure 6.1: Tllustration of the J,/,(P’, P) matrix element for a quarkonium and a baryon.

6.2 Hadronic matrix elements of the electromagnetic current op-
erator

Calculation of form factors starts with the computation of matrix elements of the electromagnetic
current between states of a hadron with different momenta and, in general, in different spin states.
I define,

Jh (P, P) = (Pd|J0)|Po), (6.1)

where the electromagnetic current operator at ¥ = 0 is,

Z Qf/ ,71/1 5c101/bf1/bf1 + Z Qf/ 552/ 60202/d}2/df2 ) (6-2)
f=bc f=b,c 22

where Qy is the electric charge of a quark of flavor f and Q)7 is the electric charge of an antiquark
of flavor f. For b and ¢ quarks, @, = —Qj = —1/3 and Q. = —Qz = 2/3. |P, o) denotes a state of
a hadron with momentum P and FF spin . One defines,

¢" = P Ppr, (6.3)

which to some extent may be interpreted as the momentum of the virtual photon exchanged
between the electron and the hadron. It is advantageous to compute matrix elements with ¢* =
0 because then the calculations simplify. Since particles have positive plus component of the
momentum, creation of pairs by the exchanged photon is impossible.

According to Eqgs. and ( -,

P, o)

Q

(1 S R> lest) + R [les) - (6.4)

where R is order g;. Similarly |I/s) denotes the effective state in the lower sector with momentum
P’ and spin o’. Therefore, up to terms order g7,

A o 1 o 1 -
JEL (P P) = (g <J“ + RIJ'R — 5RT RJF — 5J“RT R) |lefr) - (6.5)

The terms that involve R cancel each other in the nonrelativistic limit, which one can verify by
explicit calculation in the case of states 1, and 7.. Therefore, in the following I calculate only the
leading term in Eq. 1' where only J* is kept.

Formulas for quarkonia

The effective state |lof) for quarkonium is given in Eq. . Here, I need to change a bit the
notation: instead of ¥, 5,4, I Write ¢7, ;,, where o is the spin projection of the hadron on z-axis.
The electric charge of the quark is @), and the electric charge of the antiquark is 3. Assuming
that only quark is active (that Qg = 0),
" / + 5 o’ * ]{L’l o
B (PP) = Q3 [120P dier (e krye) B g (k) (66)

010207/

dacld K1 o’ *.7/ o
= Y [ Vo) W ) (6

167321 (1 — 1)

010207/
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where in the first line I explicitly indicated that for k1, the parent momentum is P’ and for x1/ the
parent momentum is P. Longitudinal momenta do not change, P’ = PT and p}, = p]" because
g™ = 0. The relative transverse momenta are related,

ki = ki +(1—x1) g . (6.8)
In the nonrelativistic limit,
d k?lg o - * ] / =
T, (PLP) = QY / Gt Yo (Fra) 75 06,0, (F) (6.9)
010207/
where
ko = kio+ (1-051)7, (6.10)

7= (g*,0), and ¢ is normalized according to Eq. (5.6)). Including also the antiquark the current
matrix element is,

d®k U ~ . Jv
JEPP) = Q3 / 2 e (Rua)® YL e ()

010207/ /8
d k12 o’ _’ * .;M/ o e
010207/
where
ki = ki—(1-B)7. (6.12)

It is convenient to express the current as a matrix whose components are enumerated by spin
indices, and to combine wave functions into a similar matrix (this way of writing current matrix
elements is especially convenient for baryons, see below). The current matrix elements then take
the form:

Iy, (P P) = Qq/ (dg];;g ﬂllTr(mgfaj“)JrQq/(dSl; ﬁl r(p2070 ) (6.13)

where
it = (QIST 221+>, (6.14)
i (pHpg—iq? p%+p?,+iq2>’ (6.15)
P (pgﬂ%ﬂql p§+p§,—iq1>’ (6.16)

and
[Pro'oloro, = Zwm (K12)t 01,02(131/2), (6.17)

[p20/0]0—20—2, = Z/l/}(]]_o’g k12 1/10‘10'2/ (klZ,) . (618)
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Formulas for baryons

For QQQ' baryons the effective states are given in Eq. . I change notation: instead of
Y1QQQo10905 1 Write ¥y ., where o is the spin projection of the baryon on z-axis. The electric
charges of the quarks Q and Q' are Q, and @, respectively. The current matrix element is the
sum of three terms — one for interaction with each of the three quarks. The first two quarks are
indistinguishable, therefore, two terms are identical,

JL(PLP) = 2Q, > [123] P 0193 95 f s (1 23) - L Z s (123)

01020307/
] /
+ Qr > [123] P*d103.p 010203,(123) 33 ¢Jla203(123) . (6.19)
01020303/
where
ki = ki +(1—x1) ¢, (6.20)
Ky = k3 +(1—x3) qF 6.21)
In the nonrelativistic limit,
d3K12 d Qs N L L
Tg(PLP) = 2Q4 3 / 5 Voo Rz, G5) Tt 0500, (Rra G)
01020307/ 1
d3K12 d3Q3 = = vy oo 2 A
+ Z 3 ¢0'10‘20'3/ (K127 Q3,) ,8‘ wdlo‘gdg (K127 QS) 7(622)
01020303/ 3
where
. . 1.
Kvz = Kip+3d, (6.23)
Qs = Qs—fs7, (6.24)
Qs = Q3+ (1-8)7, (6.25)
7= (¢*,0), and % is normalized in such a way that ‘1(;55)132 21237?)% Sraos Voiopos = 1

Equation (/6.22]) contains a lot of spin indices. To write it in a simple form I write currents
ji and j5. as matrices j§ and j§ whose components are enumerated with spin indices. I define
similar matrices p1,/, and ps.s, constructed from the wave functions.

dk 1 k1 )
Jg/o.(P”P) = QQq/ ( ) /6 —Tr Plo’c Jl + Qq /(271_)3 @TI‘ P3c'c .]'g , (626)
where
[plU,O']UlUl/ = Z ¢glo'20'3 (KlQ?Q_'g)wg;ka'ggg,(‘[_('llz)@é) ’ (627)
0203
P3orolosoy = > UGopes (K12, Qs)lﬁgiiwy (K12,Qy) , (6.28)
01092
and
X 2p7 0 )
+ 1
i = , (6.29)
1 < 0 Zp;r
1 1 _ .2
a4 _ (pitpy—ig 0 ) 6.30
J1 ( 0 p%+p%,+iq2 ) (6.30)

2, 2 4
2 _ (Pitpytg 0 > 6.31
J1 < 0 p%+p%/ _qu ) ( : )
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. 2pJr 0

+ 3
1 1 . 9

a4 _ (P3tpy—g 0 6.33

J3 ( 0 p§+p§,+iq2> ) (6.33)
2 2 -1

2 _ p3 +p3/ + Zq 0

Js = < 0 p?), +p§/ . iql . (634)

For baryons composed of three identical quarks Eq. (6.26]) is valid, however, since the quarks
are indistinguishable, instead of two terms it is easier to compute just the second one and multiply
the result by three.

6.3 Definitions of form factors, charge radii and momenta

6.3.1 Spin 0

For a spinless particle the situation is most simple. There is only one current matrix element (with
o/ = 0 =0), whose form expected from relativistic covariance is,

JHP',P) = (P*+P") F(Q%, (6.35)

where spins ¢’ and ¢ are omitted from the notation. The sole form factor F' depends on the square
of the transferred four-momentum,

Q* = —¢"qu = (¢H)?, (6.36)

where the second equality follows from ¢+ = 0. The form factor is normalized to the charge of the
particle, F'(0) = Qqq, and is used to define mean charge radius squared,

2 = ——6-——5(0). (6.37)

That definition, however, does not apply to charmonia and bottomonia because they have zero
charge. Moreover, the form factors computed using Eq. are zero, because the contribution
from the quark is cancelled by the contribution from the antiquark. Therefore, it is customary to
separate contributions from the quark and from the antiquark,

FQ) = QuFM(Q)+QpFP (@), (6.38)

where 1 and 2 denote the quark and the antiquark, c¢f. Fig. These new form factors are
normalized to unity, FM(0) = F®(0) = 1 and T define mean radius squared related to the
constituent i,

) B dF®

Ty g

: 6TQQ(0) . (6.39)

6.3.2 Spin %

Spin-% particle possesses two form factors, F} called the Dirac form factor and F5 called the Pauli

form factor, that are related to the current matrix elements in the following way,

it q,

Q) |0 (P) (6.40

Tyy = U (P) 7' FI(Q%) +

where M is the mass of the particle. Special combinations of these form factors are called Sachs
electric, Gg, and magnetic, Gy, form factors, and are defined as follows,

Gr(Q*) = F(Q%) —TFR(Q?%) , (6.41)
Gu(Q%) = F(Q%+ F(Q%, (6.42)



o8 CHAPTER 6. FORM FACTORS

where
Q2
The normalizations of these form factors are,
Ge(0) = Fi(0) = Qqqq (6.44)
Gm(0) = fiqqq » (6.45)

where QQ4qq is the charge of the particle (baryon in my case) and jiqqq is the magnetic moment of
the particle. Moreover, the charge radius is,
6 dG
2 = - —2(0). (6.46)
Gg(0) dQ
Similarly as for the scalar particles it is convenient to separate contributions from each of the
quarks,

F = 2Q,FY + QY | (6.47)
Gr = QQfngl) +Qf3G§3) ) (6.48)

where ¢ = 1,2 and I = E, M. The terms on the right hand side represent contributions from
the quark 1 (multiplied by two, because quark 2 is identical with 1) and from the quark 3. The

normalization is F 1(1)(0) = F1(3)(0) = 1. The charge radii related to each of the quarks are,

(1)

dG

2 E

o= —6 a0 (0) , (6.49)
a3

2

ra = —6 dQE; (0) . (6.50)

I find it good for practical purposes to write the collection of Jc‘: /, matrix elements in a form of
four 2 x 2 matrices for four values of u where the elements of the matrices are,

Jh Tt
JH = [JE JE] (6.51)

For g™ = 0 the form of these matrices expected from Eq. (6.40) is,

)

F; -4 _F
Jto=opt| ) van 2| (6.52)
—%MFQ Fi
1 _ Pl P/1 L 2 F F 1 0
2 _ (p24 pn Jr oy 10
Jo o= (P4 )2P+ +iq (F1 + Fh) 0 —1| (6.54)
wherd]
1_ ;2
¢® = o~ (6.55)

V2

IThe idea for that particular definition of ¢*) comes from the standard form of spherical harmonics, which for
[ = 1 may we written in the following form,

3 p®) EN

Yl,il(ﬁ) = HW s
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The minus current matrix J~ is irrelevant, because the current operator J~ does not enter the
Hamiltonian of QCD coupled to QED (due to the choice of gauge AT = 0). Again, it is convenient
to separate quarks’ contributions,

JE= 2Qp Qb (6.56)

6.3.3 Spin 1

For spin-1 particle there are three form factors that are related to the current matrix elements in
the following way,

Jho (P, P) = —(P"+ P")(e" &)1 (Q%)
+ [ q) — M 9)] Q%)

EDED e (6.57)

+ (P4 P
where € = ¢, denotes the polarization vector of spin-1 particle with momentum P and spin o,
and & = e,/ is the polarization vector of particle with momentum P’ and spin ¢/. The ¢ = +1
polarization vectors are the same as those given in Eq. , while eff may be obtained from the
conditions, eg- P =0, e9-e41 =0, g - g9 = —1 and sg > 0. One then defines charge, magnetic
dipole and electric quadrupole form factors in the following way [95],

Go(@) = R(Q)+2Ga(@?). (6.5%)
Gu(Q*) = F(Q%), (6.59)
Gol@) = R(@) - R(Q)+(+n)E(@). (6.60)

Charge radius squared, magnetic dipole moment, and electric quadrupole moment are,

6 dGc
o= “Go) a2 (661
jz Gu(0), (6.62)
Q = Gl0). (6.63)

The form factors and the mean charge radii squared are then separated according to the same
pattern that was used for spin-0 and spin-1/2 particles. Spin-1 particles considered here are
quark-antiquark bound states, hence,

F o= QuFY +QuF? (6.64)

G = QG+ Qe (6.65)
)

r? = 6 ; Qg ), (6.66)

where ¢ = 1,2,3 and I = C, M, Q, j = 1,2 and the normalization is Fl(l)(()) = F1(2)(O) =1.
Similarly as for spin—% I define matrices,

St Jro -
7= A Jos T Joo| (6.67)
T Jo J_
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where + means 0 = £1. The form that follows from Eq. (6.57]is,

(=) (=)12
Fy +7F; e F S 3
Jt o= 2Pt | LOF  (1-9n)R +2rFR—2%F LF | (6.68)
()12 (+) =
LRy ¢ F Fy + 7F;
Jt+ i 1 (12(7]\}) 0 ]
JU o= (P + P’l)mT+ —i?F |40 0 -1, (6.69)
)
[0 -4 -1 ]
— q(7> —
Jr (1+> 2 O(—)
o= (PP PR il B Y 0 4 (6.70)
+)
0 4 1
where ¢ = 0 is assumed and
F = 2F —F+27F; . (6.71)
The matrices separate into sum of quark and antiquark contributions,
J = QpJ +QpJy (6.72)

6.4 Mesons

6.4.1 Wave functions

To compute the electromagnetic current matrix elements I need to use wave functions of the
hadronic states. Wave functions of mesons that were discussed in Chapter [5| are constructed from
harmonic oscillator eigenstates, Eq. and spin wave functions added according to the rules of
adding states with definite angular momenta to obtain spin-0 states 1 and xg and spin-1 states
T or v. Since we neglected spin-dependent interactions, the spin structure of a state did not
influence the energy of the state. For the calculation of magnetic properties of particles, however,
such approximation is insufficient. Note, for example, that for a slowly-moving electron, described
using Dirac equation with an external magnetic field, one needs to take into account the small
components of the spinor to obtain the magnetic dipole interaction term [96]. To obtain corrections
necessary to fix the problem with magnetic observables it is desirable to perform more precise
calculations that involve fourth order Hamiltonian terms in Eq. . However, for the purpose
of illustration of the method and its capabilities, which is the intended purpose of this thesis, it is
sufficient to estimate the corrections using free spinors. It is not very difficult to propose the form
of corrections. They have to be written using relativistic objects, spinors defined in Egs. and
, and the expressions should have the correct properties under action of discrete symmetries.
Below, I list the wave functions of mesons that include the leading relativistic corrections.

For pseudoscalar quarkonia, n(nS), the form of the wave function that includes relativistic
corrections is,

5y .y A NNl NV A B ;
Ql)crloz (k) - NPS U7y v2 @Z}nS(k) - \/§ 2”12|TT> + 2/112|J/\L> Ql)nS(kj) 3 (6'73)

where Nps = —1/1/8mymsg is the proper normalization constant and, for example, |1]) means that
o1 =+1/2 and 03 = —1/2. Neglecting the terms that are linear in momenta, 14, , (k) reduces to
spin singlet wave function times momentum wave function, as required. Moreover,

1 k(=) ')

1 o
po= 5 (o Y s (B)0s () (6.74)
V2p12



6.4. MESONS 61

Only diagonal terms matter when one computes the trace in Eq. , hence from now on I
will neglect off-diagonal terms in matrices p. The fact that the diagonal of p; is not corrected
with terms linear in momenta means that the form factor F' is also unaltered. It is not surprising
because the purpose of correcting nonrelativistic wave functions was to properly describe magnetic
effects, but spin-0 particles do not have magnetic moments.

For scalar quarkonium, yo(1P),

1

V3

119 vapa F) = P g ) 1) e ()]
(6.75)

where Ng = —+/B182/(8m)Np1 and Ny is given in Eq. 1) The terms linear in momenta that
come from vy produce the desired momentum wave functions of fixed L and L?, that is ¢1p, , (1_5 )

—

and 11 p, (k). It is worth noting that Eq. 1) is exact, i.e., has no corrections of higher powers
of momentum, which is an effect of the choice of nonrelativistic momenta Eqs. (4.44) and (4.45)).

Using wave function of Eq. (6.75) I get,

1 (wlplwfpl + Sip¥ip,
3 .

o (k) = Nstvy ek

0102

p1 = (6.76)

Yip¥ip,, + %1/}1P01/}TP0> ’
where 1 p, depend on k while Yip,, depend on K.
For vector bottomonium, Y(nS), or vector charmonium, 1 (nsS), the wave function is,

wgla'g (E) = NV al’Y#UQgUu wnS(E) y (677)

where Ny = 1/4/8m1ma, and €5 is the polarization vector of the hadron. The o = 0 vector should
have 3 = 1 in the rest frame of the hadron (where PT = M). It turns out that this leads to
problems, because u17"v2¢,,, does not reduce to the expected spin-1 triplet wave function. To be
more precise it reduces to spin-1 triplet only in the limit of hadron mass equaling the mass of the
quarks, M — mj + mao, or in other words if the binding energy is vanishingly small. To solve this
problem I use €4 that has 58 = 1 in the rest frame of the quarks (where P = my + ms). The
other polarization vectors, ¢/, are independent of the frame and present no problem. Therefore,

k() L(+)
o ™)+ Tom

-

77/};_1102( ) = ¢n5(

ol

) [IT1) — 1 \H>] ; (6.78)

0 7y gy | ERERD (RO RO )
Voros(K) = tns(k) 7% tlom  2m M+ G = 3y | 0|+ (679)
L 7 [ k() k() 0
010 = n + — . .
There are nine p; matrices, one for each combination of ¢’ and o
e (1
PLALAL = %S(k)%s(k/)(, 0>7 (6.81)
. L[R2 RO kO .
pre10 = Uns(k)ng(k) <2m1 . 2mz _k/(_)) : (6.82)
2mq
TNk (T 0
PLl-1 = %S(k)%s(k)(, 0)7 (6.83)
. A SO RN (GO I CD '
PLO4+1 = ¢ns(k)¢23(k/)< 2 ' e _,_k:(*)) ) (6.84)
2m1
. - (/1
poa = ns®uis® (2 1) | (6.35)
2
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. . k(=) .
PL0-1 = wns(k)%s(k’)(m (=) k()k’()) ; (6.86)
T 2mi 2mo
S = 0 .
pern = wns@uis@ (0 ) (6.57)
. _E®H )
P1,-1,0 %Z)ns(k)ﬁs(k’)( e k/<+>k<+>> ; (6.88)
’ +2m1+ 2mo
. (0 -
peacn = wns@uis@ (0 ) (6.50)
6.4.2 Form factors

Using the formulas provided in Sec. I compute the hadronic matrix elements given in
Eq. neglecting the contribution from the antiquark. Therefore, I present the results for
form factors F(M) and FZ-(I), and matrices J!', ¢f. Secs. and The contributions from the
antiquark are easily obtained by replacing index 1 with index 2.

For pseudoscalar and scalar mesons the current matrix elements reproduce Eq. with the
following form factors,

n(18): FU(Q?) = e 3(-mn@t (6.90)
n28): FO@Q?*) = [1 - 2(1 — B1)vQ? + 1(1 - 51)41/2@24} e 2(1-A7Q% (g.91)
Xo(1P):  FO@Q*) = [1_(1—ﬁ1) vQ?| ez (1AQ (6.92)

where, for the record, v = (2u12w12)_1.

For the vector meson Y(15) (the results for J/v and B} have the same form but with appro-
priate quark masses),

1 ) mi—my 0
+ + o —2(1-p1)%2wQ? | ¢ my—m e ¢ mi—m
JS = 2Pt e R N 1 S e | (6.93)
0 fpmem
_ - _
1 AN 0
J:r 1 _14_52,02 &) M (-)
Ji (P! + ]3/1)21[1)Jr lq2Ee 3 (1-B1)°vQ 2qu2 O(H _Qqu ’ (6.94)
L 0 72qM12 -1 |
- - -
1 | 0
Ji 1 o | g M -)
J2 (P2 + P’Q)”ﬁ-FW 7 o2 (1=8)%Q 2qM12 0(+) 2qM12 ’ (6.95)
L 0 _2qM12 -1 |

where Mja = my + ma. For the vector meson Y(2S) the results for J; L

Comparison of the computed .J;*

+,1
J1 % (2s)

1— §V(1 - B1)?Q* + éﬂ(l — m)‘*@‘*]

are almost the same as
those in Eqgs. (6.93)-(6.95)), except they are multiplied by a polynomial in Q?:

+,L
I3 Y(18) °

(6.96)

L matrices with Egs. |)|) reveals that their forms differ,

even though I included corrections to the wave functions. This is a known problem that formulas
for scattering amplitudes calculated in the FF of dynamics depend on the direction distinguished
by the front [94]. Therefore, the extraction of form factors is ambiguous, because one has to
decide which of the scattering amplitudes are computed correctly, and which depend on physics
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not included in the calculation. For example, for spin-1 particles it is argued that J* current
should be used but the matrix element JJB is sensitive to physics of zero-modes, hence should
be ignored unless zero-modes are correctly accounted for [97]. One may also argue that since eff
depends on dynamics, see discussion below Eq. , it is not to be trusted unless the binding
mechanism is relativistically well described.

The form factors extracted from J;~ (ignoring Jfroo) are,

T(lS) . Fl(l) (QQ) = ¢ % ﬁl)QVQ2 (697)
POy = (M _ M= M12 e 31-Q? (6.98)
2 my Mz ’

(
res): AUQ) = |i-
(

(1= BPQ + (1 AR e HHE (6a00)

M M-M
QY = e 212>F1(1)(QQ), (6.101)
FOQY = o. (6.102)

Using the above form factors and Eq. one would expect Jl 00 =1+ aQ?/M?, where a is of
order one. From Eq. Jl 00 = L. Hence the two values do not match. However, the relative
difference is of order Q2 /M? and is small for Q < M. Due to nonrelativistic approximations
that I made this is an acceptable agreement. How about the perpendicular components of the
electromagnetic current? For Ji- not only 00 but also 0+ and +0 components cause trouble.

Ignoring them I obtain Fg(l) = 0, as before, F} () that is the same as in Egs. and 1' and
=(1/ 61) . The results obtained using the two ways of extracting the form factors differ

only for FQ( ). The difference depends on M — Mo and vanishes when M = M;js. Therefore, the
extraction of the magnetic form factor Gy = F5 is ambiguous and probably depends on proper
inclusion of higher-order correction in the bound state problem.

6.5 Baryons

6.5.1 Wave functions

For the same reason that was given in the beginning of Sec. the use of wave functions discussed
in Sec. and listed in App. [A]is not sufficient to properly describe the magnetic properties of
baryons. To include appropriate corrections in the wave function I need an expression that is
written using relativistic objects and has proper quantum numbers. I limit the discussion to
the ground state of 2 .+ and I choose the following wave function [98] inspired by

cch, 5 bbc,%+'
Ioffe currents [99] that includes the nonrelativistic wave function of Chapter [5| and relativistic
corrections,

VT paos(K12,Q3) = N (017"Cad)) 37,7 unns (P, o) Yr1s15(Ki2,Q3) (6.103)

where the normalization constant N = —1/\/96m%m3M123, Mio3 = m1+mo+mgand C' = —i'yO'yQ
is the charge conjugation matrix. For vector quarkonia I had to take polarization vector that was
at rest in the rest frame of quarks, instead of at rest in the rest frame of the quarkoniumﬂ Here,
similarly, I take the spinor of the baryon, ups,,, (P, o), that is at rest in the rest frame of quarks,
which means that the mass that is distinguished for the spinor is m = Mjo3, c¢f. Eq. .

2Rest frame of the baryon is defined as the frame in which the baryon has P = 0 and PT = M. Rest frame of
quarks is defined as the frame in which quarks have P+ =0 and PT = M3 &~ Mjas.
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Expansion of 97, ,,,, up to terms linear in momentum gives,

- = Ki2,Q (+)
O [2|m>—|m>—|m> f“?’ I + 2
+) D (+) <+)
K3 K1 K3 Ko
- V2 (m - m1> ) — V2 (2m3 ) m>] (6.104)
Ve oAy tisis(Kie,@s) | \f/-ﬁ kS
PH(Ki2,Q3) = 7 2[00 + ) + 1) — |¢u> ﬁmlw
I I C
+ V2 (3 - 1) 1) + V2 (3 - 2) m>] , (6.105)
2ms my 2ms3 my
where
1
Ri = Kijg— TRy = Kﬁ—iQﬁ, (6.106)
1
Ky = hypy—aiany 2 —Ki— SQy (6.107)
Ky = Q3 . (6.108)

The spin structure in the limit of zero relative momenta reduces to spin (1/2)s wave function,
Egs. (5.18) and (5.19)), as required. The p matrices constructed from the baryon wave function up
to terms linear in momentum are,

5
6
’iY) i Kéf)_,@;(ﬂ B Kz(;lg_né(f) '
= A 3my 6m1 ms3 _ _ _ 6.110
P11 1 . _,{/1<—> Kg—)fﬁ; ) B Hg Lnf,f ) ) ( )
3m1 6m1 12m3
_,{/1<+> H;“—FJ;*) - né“—ng*) '
= A 3my 6m; 12mg 111
P11 1 H§+> n(2+)7n/2(+) B Hé+)7ﬁé(+) ) (6 )
3mi 6mq 12ms3
1
P = A (6 5> ; (6.112)
6
1
psyy = As (z_% 2) , (6.113)
3
s N KR N Hg—;w;(—) '
= A 6ms Gmy mi 6.114
P31y 3 ' ,43(4 Rg—)_ﬁflm Rg)_,{;(f)  ( )
6ms 6mq 6my
,;é(+) _ Hfl(+6>_ﬁg+) B H/2(+6)_Hg+) .
= A m3 1 mi 6.115
P31 3 H(3+) H/1<+>_H§+> H/2(+)_,§é+) ) ( )
6ms 6m1 - 6m1
2
psy, = Az (3 1) ; (6.116)
3

where off-diagonal elements are irrelevant and

Ay = hisis(Kiz, Q3 )isis(Kis, Q) (6.117)
As = Pisis(Kig, @3 )is1s(Ki2, Q3 )" - (6.118)
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6.5.2 Form factors

Using the wave functions given in Sec. I calculate the current matrix elements for the ground
states of ccb and bbe. The results for quark 1 and quark 3 are, c¢f. Eq. (6.56)),

)
1 _ 4 (L_1>
e Ve ) | it atiaon)@® - (6119)
— = — 1 1
V2M123 (351 )
Pl 4+ pt 2
Jio= %J;_iQQm [(1) _01] e 3 0n2H102)Q" (6.120)
2 /2
o= Pz_;fJHz'q%; [(1) 01] e~ s (124 4080502)Q” (6.121)
) _
and
1 _ q(7> (;1_1)
Ji = 2p* e 1 VaMizs \36 e 310 vs00Q% - (6.122)
_ =1 1
V2Mi23 (363 )
Pl P/l -1
W= il [é _01] e300 @ (6.123)
2 /2 _
5 _
Therefore, from J;" and J3,
Fl(l)(QQ) _ e—%(u12+4,3§1/3(12))c227 (6.125)
2M M
F2(1)(Q2) - <3m1 _M123>e—é(u12+4B§u3(12))Q2’ (6.126)
Fl(B)(QQ) 675(1*53)21/3(12)@2 , (6,127)
M M 1 2 2
F® 0?2y — <__ >e—2(1—/33) v312)@° 6.128
2 (@) 3ms Mo ( :
and
my 123
G@Y = <_3M _MJ\}MIQ?))6‘5(1‘63)2”30%@2. (6.130)
ms3 123

Similarly as for the vector quarkonia, currents Ji- and J:f; do not have the expected form of

Egs. (6.53) and (6.54). Using only the diagonal terms of Ji- and J;-, the magnetic form factors

are, G%}[)(O) = 2/(361) and Gg\?}[)(O) = —1/(3B3). Therefore, the extraction of the magnetic form
factor is ambiguous, but the ambiguity goes away when M — Mjo3.

6.6 Summary of charge radii and moments

Using the form factors of scalar and pseudoscalar quarkonia, Eqs. 7, the charge radii

are,

n(1S) : ri = 3(1-p5)%, (6.131)
n(2S) : ri = 7(1-p)%, (6.132)
Xo(1P) : ri = 5(1-p)%. (6.133)
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cc

ne(15) | Xeo(IP) | ne(25) | J/¢ | ¥(29)
NGAY 0.249 | 0.322 | 0.381 | 0.257 | 0.385
BLFQ [97] | 0.207 | 0.265 | 0.386 | 0.212 | 0.387

CI [100] 0.210 0.261

Lattice [101] | 0.251 | 0.308 0.257

DSE [102] | 0.219 0.228
bb

m(LS) | xeo(1P) | mp(25) | T(1S) | T(25)
V73 [fm] | 0.1521 | 0.1963 | 0.2323 | 0.1535 | 0.2331
BLFQ [97] | 0.126 | 0.192 | 0.237 | 0.126 | 0.239
CI [100] 0.110 0.195

ch
Be(15) | xbe0(1P) | Be(25) | BZ(1S) | Bi(25)
r2 [fm] 0.337 0.435 0.515 0.342 0.516
72 [fm] 0.105 0.136 0.160 0.106 0.161
V72 [fm] 0.282 0.364 0.430 0.286 0.433

Table 6.1: Summary of charge radii of mesons. The number of digits that I provide is adjusted
to make visible the difference between radii of vector and pseudoscalar particles.

The charge radii of vector quarkonia, based on Egs. (6.97)—(6.102)), are

M—M
T(1S) : 2 3(1— )2 mr 12 134
( S) 1 3( /81) v+ mq Mg M M12M2 ’ (6 3 )
M—M
T(2S) : 12 = 71— Bp)+ —2 12 (6.135)

m1M12M B M12M2

The above formulas apply also to ¢ and BY mesons. To obtain formulas for 73 the exchange
of indices 1 <> 2 is necessary. Table presents the results for charge radii of mesons and
baryons respectively. I used the values of quark masses, and other relevant parameters, that
were found in Chapter |5, The results are compared with Basis Light Front Quantization (BLFQ)
calculations [97], Contact Interaction (CI) calculations [100], Lattice [10I], and Dyson-Schwinger
equations [102]. Where comparison is possible my results agree rather well with the literature.
The agreement is surprisingly good with lattice QCD calculations, where relative differences are
smaller than 5% (in case of 7. and J/v they are much smaller).

Using Eqgs. (6.125)—(6.128)), the baryon charge radii are,

v m1 + 2m

2 12 2 1 3

= — 43 —_— 6.136

Ty 1 + 3B5v3012) + oy MigsM ( )
mi + 2mg

7”:% = 31— 53)2’/3(12) T msMigaM (6.137)

where vi3 and v5(19) are defined below Eq. (5.16). Furthermore, in accord with Eq. (6.48), the
total radius squared is a weighted mean,
2 2Qp,717 + Q3

e T (6.138)

For bbe system, which is electrically neutral, I define r? in the same way, but without dividing by
the total charge. The result for such 72, in principle, could be negative, but it turns out positive,
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Qccc Qccb bec beb

72 [fm] 0.31 | 0.35 | 0.32
72 [fm] 0.18 | 0.20 | 0.19
V72 [fm] 0.31 | 0.39 [ 0.20 | 0.19

Lattice [93], v/(rg)c [fm] | 0.29

Table 6.2: Summary of charge radii of baryons.

@1 | BLFQ [97] | CI [I00] | Lattice [101] | DSE [102]
J/b | 24+013 ] 1.952(3) | 2.047 2.10(3) 2.13(4)
W(25) | 24054 | 2.05(2)
T(1S) [ 2+0.02 | 1.985(1) | 2.012
T(25) | 24+0.14 | 1.992(1)

Table 6.3: Summary of magnetic dipole moments of charmonia and bottomonia and compar-
ison with some results available in literature. My estimation of error is py - (M — Mjs)/Mjs.

therefore, I can take the square root. Table presents the results for the radii r1, r3 and r of
ground states of all four systems bbb, bbc, cchb and ccc. For single-flavor baryons I use Egs.
and , but I drop the last terms (proportional to mj + 2ms3), because they depend on the
spin structure of the state and I do not know them, however, they are rather small, see radii of n
and T states for comparison. The agreement of ccc radius with lattice calculation is quite good,
even though I used only the approximate formula.

The magnetic dipole moments of vector quarkonia (the contribution from quark 1), using

Egs. (6.98)) and Eqgs. (6.101)), are

M M — M12 mi — my
= ——2———= =2—-—— =M. 6.139
= my My my Mo ( )
For baryons Egs. (6.129) and (6.130]) are used and give,
2M M — M123> ( M M — M123>
= 2 — +Qu | — — . 6.140
s o <3m1 M3 @ 3mg M3 ( )

Additionally, I give uncertainties that are related to the ambiguities of extraction of form factors.
I assume fixed relative uncertainty that is the ratio of binding energy to the sum of masses of
quarks. Tables and summarize my results and compare them with literature. The com-
parison shows that magnetic moments of charmonia and bottomonia agree very well within the
uncertainties of my calculation with other theoretical approaches. For mixed-flavor systems my
results have systematically bigger magnitudes, which is an indication that calculation for these
systems probably needs to be improved.

7 03] | [04] | [I04] | [05] | [106, 107
BI*(15) | 325+0.07 | 2.88 2.57
B*(28) | 324+0.35 | 2.65
Qe 5.16 + 0.46 449 | 462 | 4.69 4.03
Qe | —2.77+0.09 —245 | —2.39 | —2.39 | —2.24

Table 6.4: Summary of magnetic dipole moments of cb particles and baryons and comparison
with some results found in literature. My estimation of error is - (M — Mi3)/M;s for mesons
and p - (M — Mja3)/Mias for baryons.
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Chapter 7

Structure functions

7.1 Introduction

In this chapter I study deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of electrons off heavy quarkonia and triply-
heavy baryons. Experimental study of such processes is presently not achievable because of short
life times of such hadrons and difficulty in their production (especially for the triply-heavy baryons,
which have not been observed yet). Therefore, my theoretical investigation is intended to be a
short review of possibilities that front form of dynamics, complemented with renormalization group
procedure for effective particles, offers in this field of studies.

Figure(7.1illustrates the DIS process to be described [108]. An electron with four-momentum k
scatters on a hadron with four-momentum P and transfers to the hadron very large four-momentum
q (illustrated as an exchange of a virtual photon). As a result of the interaction, electron acquires
four-momentum &’ and the hadron is most of the times disintegrated into a lot of particles in the
final state X. The analysis is inclusive and only the electron momenta k and k' are measured (I
limit the discussion to scattering of unpolarized particles). Therefore, the cross section includes
the sum over all possible X and it is described using two variables,

Q= —¢ (7.1)
and
Q2
p— .2
0= o (72)
or x and
P-q

Conventionally, one introduces also v, which is the loss of energy of the electron in the frame, in
which the hadron is at rest, so that P-q = Mv. In one-photon-exchange approximation the cross
section factorizes,

do 2TY Qe
dedy TLWWW7 (7.4)
y
k
q
P
X

Figure 7.1: Deep inelastic scattering

69
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where aep, is the electromagnetic coupling constant, L,, is the leptonic tensor and WH" is the
hadronic tensor. The leptonic tensor has a known form [21], while the hadronic tensor is unknown
and depends on the internal structure of the hadron. Formal definition of the hadronic tensor is,

S

W 251+1 3 % / d2e(P.o| [J#(2), J(0)] |P.o) (7.5)

=—S8
S

- zslﬂ 2. ﬁZ@w)%(‘”(Pw—Px><P,orfﬂ<o>|X><er”<o>\P,a>7 (7.6)
o X

=—S8

where s is the spin of the hadron and the sum over X is the sum over all possible intermediate
states X, with momentum Px. The Dirac delta in the second form of W#" expresses the energy-
momentum conservation condition for the scattering process. In the calculations that follow I will
always assume that g™ = 0. Conservation of electromagnetic current implies,

g W = W =0. (7.7)

The standard parametrization of the hadronic tensor is,

v v q,u,qu P'q v P’QV W2
= _<gu_ q2>Wl+<Pﬂ_ ¢? qu><P_ q2q>W’ (7

where real functions W7 and Wy depend on the invariants of the deep inelastic scattering and are
called structure functions. Bjorken [I09] predicted that in the limit of very large momentum and
energy transfer, Q% — 0o, v — oo, but with ratio Q?/v fixed (called the Bjorken limit), one can
define structure functions,

Fi(z) = lim Wy, (7.9)

Q2 —00, V—00

. v

Fy(z) = QQHCISOI,HZ/HOO MW2 , (7.10)
which depend only on x — the result known as Bjorken scaling. The scaling was confirmed ex-
perimentally, but it was also realized that in QCD these functions obtain corrections that depend
logarithmically on Q? [43] 44) 45, [46].

In the process one can distinguish two vastly different momentum scales. The scale of the
probing photon is @ and it is very big. The Compton wave length 1/Q is very small and the
photon sees the structure of the hadron at these small distance scales, hence, the scattering is called
“deep” [110]. On the other hand, the scale of the bound state is Apadron and it is small. For heavy
quarkonia it is given in Eqgs. and . For representing a proton as a state of just three
quarks it should probably be on the order of the scale of strong interactions Aqcp. To describe the
process comprehensively one needs to be able to describe physical pictures that correspond to these
scales in one framework. The RGPEP provides necessary tools. Equation may be written
in terms of different degrees of freedom, particles with different effective sizes s = 1/A (not to be
confused with the total spin s of the particle, which is used in this chapter). The exact solutions
would not depend on A, but approximate calculations need the proper choice of the degrees of
freedom. Therefore, given a particle one should ascribe to it a size that is relevant for that particle
in the physical process of interest. For example, the effective constituent quarks that form a bound
state in a simple way, such as quarks b or ¢ in heavy quarkonium in Chapter [ move slowly and
are large, i.e., they correspond to small A = Apadron. On the other hand, very energetic photon has
very small Compton wave length and should have A ~ @, hence, size s ~ scompton = 1/Q. Because
it is so small it cannot interact with big constituent quarks. However, in RGPEP one can express
degrees of freedom at one scale in terms of degrees of freedom at another scale. Using Eq. ,

bo = Ugbsllly = UUib UL, = Wrba W, (7.11)
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Wa Nya
1 2 / |
(a)

(b)

Figure 7.2: (a) The leading contribution to the hadronic tensor of quarkonia in DIS. (b)
Example of a scaling violating contribution. The thick lines represent effective big quarks at
the small scale A of the bound state formation. Thin lines represent small particles at large
scale @ relevant to the scattering process. The two kinds of particles are related with each
other by the RGPEP unitary transformation W represented by the small blob.

u

=
~
[

Figure 7.3: Quark 1 contribution to the hadronic tensor.

where I use the momentum scale to label the operators instead of ¢, hence, by, is the point-like
quark operator. Transformation Wgy expresses particles of size 1/Q in terms of particles of size
1/X [58, I11]. Therefore, in Eq. one can express the hadron state |P,o) in terms of big
quarks with A = Apadron, while the current operators with small quarks with A = (). Then the
quarks of one kind are expressed in terms of the other quarks using W, see Fig This is an
exciting line of research, because the bigger ) the more small particles could “fit” into the big
constituent-like quarks, hence, allowing for the description of scaling violations with simultaneous
description of bound states. It is also conceivable that phenomenon of exhausting the available
volume by increasing the number of partons, called saturation, can be addressed. In addition, it
is argued [58] that large Q2 evolution could be connected with evolution in z [47, 48]. In view of
that I present rather modest results, in which I assume W = 1.

7.2 Quarkonia

I limit the discussion to pseudoscalar and scalar quarkonia, however, the same results apply also
to vector quarkonia — the spin structure of the state practically does not matter. The sum over
intermediate states in Eq. should in principle be performed over the physical particles that
come out of the interaction, that is, in terms of hadrons. That would very much complicate the
analysis of DIS. However, in the Bjorken limit I replace,

Z ‘X><X’ 5(4)(P+ q— PX) - /1‘/2/ bi/d;"0><0’d2’b1' 5(4)(P+ q—pv _pQ/) ) (712)
X

where instead of hadrons I sum over quarks, see Fig. The replacement Px — py/ + py is
valid only approximately in the Bjorken limit when the struck quark takes all of the large photon
momentum and masses of particles can be neglected. The electromagnetic current operator is

defined in Eq. (6.2) and the quarkonium state in Eq. (4.15). Equation (7.6) may be imagined as
the square of the scattering amplitude. In the Bjorken limit the interference term between quark
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and antiquark vanishes, and one can consider contributions from quark and antiquark separately.
The quark contribution is, see Fig. [7.3]

y Q; < -
wH = 4—61 [1/2,] Z Z Z 51/2/'P(27T)5(P +q — by — p2/)
i 0110y 0] O1
Jt 1IN
X ¢0102/(x17’§1)* 1];13% ¢0102/($17H1) b (7]‘3)

where @), is the electric charge of the quark and I split the four-dimensional Dirac delta into
momentum conservation delta and FF-energy conservation delta. I define,

[ﬁl]o‘lai = Z ¢0102/ (xla Hl)quiUZ/ (xla '%1)* ) (714)

Oy

which differs from Eq. (6.17)) in the momentum of the wave functions that build the matrix. Using
the matrices defined in Egs. (6.14)—(6.16) and p; the hadronic tensor takes the form,

v Q2 N
| 47‘;/[12]512,13

1

$%Tlf[ﬁl(j“)ti”] (2m)o(P™ + 4~ —py —p3) - (7.15)

In the Bjorken limit, the FF-energy conservation delta simplifies,

oz pt
Q2

For n(1S) and n(2S) the matrix p; is proportional to unit matrix (neglecting small, relativistic
corrections), see Eq. . For xg the matrix p; is not diagonal, however, off-diagonal elements
of p1 are not relevant, because the current matrices j* are diagonal and in Eq. I compute
trace. Moreover,

(2m)6(P™ +q —py —py) — 0(xy —x) . (7.16)

wlpﬂ(g)wqu(]z)* = wlPﬂ(E)wlPﬂ(E)*? (7-17)

hence, effectively, p; is also proportional to unit matrix, cf. Eq. (6.76)). Therefore,

et ey 1 ~
Telpr(3)3] = Sf @RV (7.18)
where
‘¢ns(x17 RI)P bl fOI' T,(ns) ?
f(xla'%l) = {21/; z1,61) |24+ x1,01) |2 (719)
| 1P+1( - 1)‘3 | 1P0( L) 3 for XO(lP)a
and
v = (15 = TR, ma)r” () +m)] (7.20)
= 4[php + ik — g (1 - p1 —md)] (7.21)

Algebraic manipulations lead to,

M v

SNy v 914 p1-q1 v P1-q1 ,

V= 2q] (g“ —1qgl>+8<p‘f— 5 qi‘) (pl— 5 Q1>a (7.22)
1 1

where

@' = o -pl. (7.23)
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Four-vector ¢f differs from ¢* in the energy component only, ¢; # ¢~ . This is because P~ #
p; + py. Both contractions, g1, V#*” and q1, V" are zero, but for the hadronic tensor to be
conserved contractions with ¢ are required to vanish, while

g V" #0# q, VI . (7.24)
To guarantee that the conditions of current conservation are satisfied one can redefine currents [112],

J-q

T (7.25)

The redefinition implies substitution V# — V& where

. . TR v v
Ve = VHV_Vowqag _Vuﬁqﬁg +Va6qa(]ﬁq g , (726)
q q q
and fulfills ¢, V* =0 = ¢, V*. For ¢t =0,
WV
VR — 2q2 <g,uz/_ q g >
q
b1-q b1-q1 b1-q b1-q1
oo (plf el Uu) (plf el UV) ’ (720
where
o = g —q¢", (7.28)

| VA — 8(p1+)2 ’ (7.29)
Vo= 8pf (p‘i—plq'qq’) : (7.30)
Vi = _9g? (5” + 23) +8 <pi - p1q2qq’> <pi - p1(12qu> : (7.31)

These expressions already resemble Eq. (7.8)), except they have p; instead of P. Using the relative
momenta, I have, p{ = 21 P+ and,

‘ - . P.g . L kTgt

The part that contains /ill integrates to zero in W*¢ components (because the rest of the integrand
is a function of x?). For W% components under integration sign one can replace,

1L , 1oL i g
i ka4 i Fia L ofaj, 44
- = 1) 7.33
<’%1 + q2 q ) <I‘$ + qg q ) 2’%1 =+ qg ) ( )
where, in order to derive that rule, one has to remember that ¢ = —(g)>2.

Collecting the above manipulations of V#¥ 1 arrive at the expression for W#¥ that for 4+ and
L components has the form of Eq. (7.8]) with,

Q3 : 26 —¢° -t — o — o
Wl = E {12](512.PT’]0($1, Hl) (27T)5(P + q _pl/ - p2 ) ’ (734)
1
Wo Q;

i = ot [12ee 4 ) @OIPT + 0 by - p) (7.3
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Figure 7.4: Structure functions Fj(x) and Fy(z) for (a) bottomonia, (b) B. particles, (c)
charmonia. On each plot, the highest curve (blue) represents the 15 state, the curve with the
widest top (orange) represents the 1P state, and the curve with steps (green) represents the
2§ state.
Therefore, the structure functions from Egs. and ( - are,
Fl(x, Qz) = 2@2/[12]P+(§12,p f(l’l,/il) (5(%1 - a:) 5 (736)
By, Q) = 2Q? / (12]P 610 f(z1, 1) 61— 2) | (7.37)

where f is defined in Eq. (7.19). These Fy and F, do not depend on @2, as expected in the
leading approximation, where Bjorken scaling should hold. Moreover, they are related through the
well-known Callan-Gross relation [113],

Integrating over x; first and then taking the nonrelativistic limit of the integral, I obtain,

d?k+ Mo -
F ) = - k)2 .
0.0 = 30 [ Gy WOP| (739
where, M12 = mj + mg and in accord with Eq. (4.45)),
z _ 61/32
k(z) = -1 (my +ma)(z — B1) - (7.40)

Using the eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator, Eq. (5.4]), the expressions for the structure
function F for different quarkonia states are (only the contribution from quark 1 are shown for
contribution from quark 2 one has to exchange (31 <> f2),

18: F(z) = %Qg A VT +m2)2\/§, (7.41)
z 2
1P : Fl(;[;) = 5@3 e—?uk (x)? (3 + yk‘Z ) \/ vV ml —{—mg \/7 (742)
1 P 4
25: Fi(x) = 5@2 e 2k (@) (Z - gukz(:v)Z 8 vk (z > Vv(mi +ma) \/7 (7.43)
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Figure 7.5: Leading contribution to the hadronic tensor of baryons in DIS.
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Figure 7.6: Contributions to hadronic tensor from quarks 1 (left) and 3 (right).

Figure presents plots of the structure functions for mesons. For ¢b mesons the left peak is due
to the charm quark contribution and the right peak is due to bottom quark contribution. The
individual quark contributions include squared charges of the quarks, therefore, the left peak is
higher. The flat tops of F} for 1P states arise because wave function is zero at \IZ | = 0. The steps
of Fy for 25 states are an effect of zero of the wave function at some ]E\ > 0.

7.3 Baryons

Similarly as for quarkonia, the sum over intermediate states in Eq. (7.6) is replaced with the sum
over final quarks, and the delta function is approximated by the delta of free quarks instead of free
hadrons,

1
STIX)NX] 6D (P +q—Px) — ~ / bl,bb,bL,10)(0]b3rbarbyr 6B (P + g — prv — par — p3)
X . 1/2/3/

(7.44)

where n is the number of identical quarks. Baryon states are given in Eqs. (4.25) and (4.26). I
focus on mixed-flavor baryons, but the results apply for single-flavor baryons too. Contributions
from separate quarks add on the level of the scattering amplitude, which is then squared to obtain
cross section, see Fig. In the Bjorken limit the interference terms vanish, and quarks contribute

separately, see Fig. From Eq. (7.6)),

]. Q2 .]y /jV/
wo o * wq 45(4) _ 11711 o
W = 9 Z 2 A / 1 2 3 Z Z 27T (5 (P + q — pr Por — D3/ ) 010'2/0'3/ l‘% 01051031

0’110'2/0'3/ 0'10'1

Qz b J33
—+ — Z / 1 2 3 Z Z 27T 45(4 P + q — Pp1r — P2 — P3 ) 0-1/0'210'3 33 2 31/0'2/0'3 )
T3

011041031 0503

(7.45)
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where all wave functions are functions of xy,12, k1,12, 23, and 3. To simplify the notation I define,
matrices whose components are enumerated with spin indices,

[510’0]0101 = Z w0'10'2/0'3/’(/10'10'210'3/ J (7.46)
09103/

[:530/0]0303 = Z ¢01,02/03 01102/03 ) (7.47)
1109/

which differ from Eqgs. (6.27) and (6.28)) in momentum arguments, which here are the same for
each wave function on the right hand side. Using Egs. (6.29)—(6.34)),

v Q2 -
W = in /[123]5123p 5 Tr[p1 g0 (1Y) (2m)8 (P~ + ¢ oy —py —p7)
Q2
+ o [(128]01.p— Tr[pg oo G351 2mM6 (P~ + 4~ —py —py —py) . (T.48)

Because current matrices j1 and j3 are diagonal, only diagonal terms of p1 s, and p3 s, matter.
Furthermore, p1 44 + p1,4, and p3 4 + p3,1| are proportional to unity matrix. Therefore,

1 St 1 -

5 > Trlprec(D)] = 5!1/11315(%1/127f€1/1275637'€3)|2 Vi, (7.49)

1 - Nt ep 1 ~

3 ZTI"[p:s,aa(Jg)TJg] = §|¢1515(9€1/127H1/127$37/€3)|2 Zo (7.50)
g

For spin-3/2 ground states of baryons, the left hand side changes, 1 is replaced with + 1, and the
sum goes from 0 = —3/2 to o = 3/2, but new p matrices sum up to value twice as big as for spin
1/2 and the right hand side is exactly the same. From here on, the reasoning and calculations
continue in a way very much resembling the calculations in the quarkonium case. Therefore, I
already write the results,

Q2 2K2 — ¢? L
W, = /[123](5123 P71x2 q f (27T)(5(P +q — Dy — Py —pg)
1
Q2 2K2 — g2 _ _ _ _ _
b 5L [12300p ™5 md(P g =g - ). (15D
3
W Q2 L
ﬁz = /[123]512313 4f 2m)o(P™ +q~ —py —py —Dp3)
QZ
+ . /[123]5123P 4f 2m)0(P~ +q~ —p] —py —Dpy) (7.52)

where
o= W1815(331/127/‘01/12’3637/‘63)’2- (7.53)

Energy conservation deltas simplify in the Bjorken limit, e.g., (P~ 4+ ¢~ — p] — py — py) =
6(¢ — py) = (z*P*/Q*)d(z3 — x). The structure functions are then,

Fl(ac,Q2) = 2 %Qg /[123]P+(§123_P f (5(3?1 — HJ) + %le /[123]P+5~123.p f (5(1‘3 — x) s (7.54)

Fy(r.Q?) = 2-2Q2 / 193] P by p f 6(z1 — 2) + 2Q2 / (123] P+ 195 p f O(ws — ), (7.55)

Again, these Fy and F, do not depend on Q? and fulfill Callan-Gross relation. In the nonrelativistic

limit,
1 d? d3Ko3 M
F1(SU,Q2) — 2'2Q3/ Q1 / 23 V1123 ‘¢1515|

(271')2 (271') 2 Qz Qz( )
1 d? d3> K19 M-
™ QZ’/ Q?;/ 222 i) , (7.56)
2 (2) (2m)? 27 Q3=Q3(z)




7.3. BARYONS 77

1.5 3.0 20 25
25 1.5 2.0
1.0 20
F Fiys Fiiio F 18
05 10 1.0
05 08 05
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 08 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
1.0 20 0.8 1.0
08 s 06 08
F 0.6 Fo 0 F’[]/] F, 0.6
04 0.4
02 0.5 02 02
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(a) (b) (c) (d)
Figure 7.7: Structure functions Fj(z) and Fy(z) for (a) bbb, (b) ccc, (¢) bbe, and (d) ccb
particles.

where in the first integral wave function needs to be expressed in terms of ffgg and C_jl through,

— 1- 1 -
Ko = —§K23 + m@l , (7.57)
- .
Qs = —Ko3 3 +53Q1 ; (7.58)
and
(1 — 5
Q7 (x) /MMI%(DC - Bi) - (7.59)

The final result for the ground state of QQQ’ (and QQQ) is,

8r12v3(12) 2 2
1 — - [Qi (2)] V12V3(12) 2
F — 92.202 ¢ vi2tirgaz ! 2IM il Sec? MY Bl
1() 2Qq € 123 vr2+ dvgay) Vo

1 oy P 2
+ 5@2/ 2 3(12)[@3(1)]2]\4123\/%\/; i (7.60)

Figure[7.7 presents the results for the structure functions of baryons. The left peaks in mixed-flavor
baryons correspond to charm quarks and are usually higher than right peaks that correspond to
bottom quarks, because charm quark has electric charge twice as big as the bottom quark (up to
sign). The structure functions of single-flavor baryons are peaked in the vicinity of z ~ 1/3 as
expected, because on average all three quarks share momentum equally.

Approximations I adopted are too crude for my results to reproduce qualitative features like
logarithmic evolution in Q? and other. For example, the structure functions that I calculated fall
off exponentially near x ~ 1 instead of according to a power law [I14]. However, x ~ 1 means
large momentum )?, while baryon wave functions in nonrelativistic approximations are supposed
to be good only for momenta small compared to hadron mass. Similarly for z ~ 0 the description
needs to include more Fock sectors to aim at reproducing data.
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Chapter 8

Conclusion

8.1 Summary of theory and results

The thesis presents a study of bound states of heavy quarks in heavy-flavor QCD (a theory with-
out light quarks). The theory is written in the FF of Hamiltonian dynamics, with the canonical
Hamiltonian as a starting point that needs regularization and renormalization. It is renormalized
using renormalization group procedure for effective particles. The RGPEP operates with the con-
cept of effective particles whose size is a scale parameter of renormalization group transformation.
The renormalized Hamiltonian, written in terms of creation and annihilation operators for effec-
tive particles, is finite when the regularization cutoff on transverse momenta is sent to infinity.
Asymptotic freedom follows and allows one to compute the renormalized Hamiltonian in pertur-
bation theory at hadronic scales. I limit the calculation to the terms that are of second order in
the effective coupling constant. The renormalized Hamiltonian eigenvalue equation, written in the
whole Fock space of effective particles, is replaced by the eigenvalue equation written in terms of
only two sectors of the Fock space — one containing the minimal quark content (QQ for mesons
and QQQ for baryons), and the other one that in addition to the quarks contains also just one
effective gluon. The replacement is made plausible by the additional step, which is the assumption
that in the reduced eigenvalue equation the gluon has mass, which is allowed to be a function
of the gluon momentum relative to the quarks. In contrast to sectors with gluons, sectors with
extra quark-antiquark pairs may be safely omitted because the renormalized Hamiltonian does
not allow interactions to change invariant masses of states by much more than the RGPEP scale
parameter. The sector with one massive gluon is then eliminated using the perturbative procedure
of Bloch. The resulting effective Hamiltonians for QQ and QQQ states contain the RGPEP form
factors in interaction vertices and can be approximated by the form they take in the nonrelativistic
limit. Finally, the effective approximate Hamiltonians turn out to contain the Coulomb potentials
and harmonic oscillator potentials between quarks. Using the effective Hamiltonians, approximate
masses and wave functions of heavy hadrons are found.

I calculated the mass spectra of mesons and baryons and I derived formulas for their electromag-
netic form factors in elastic scattering and their structure functions in the electron deep inelastic
scattering off them. Masses of quarks at the corresponding RGPEP scale parameters were fitted to
the masses of the three lightest spin-1 states (excluding 17~ states) in each of the meson families
— bottomonia and charmonia. The coupling constant was evaluated using the leading asymptotic
freedom formula for two flavors. The results for masses of ground states of bbb and ccc baryons
contain no free parameters and they agree well with predictions of other theoretical approaches.
The excitation spectrum is in a qualitative agreement with lattice QCD studies. Therefore, these
results constitute a firm foothold for future studies of bound states in QCD with one flavor of heavy
quarks using our method. The results for ccb and bbc baryons, as well as ¢b and bé mesons, bear
some theoretical uncertainty due to the universal mass shift that appears because of significant
scale difference between bottom and charm quark masses. The shift depends strongly on the gluon
mass ansatz and may be of the order of spin-splittings. This suggests that systems with two differ-
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ent mass scales probably need more complicated renormalization-group scale setting than the one
we used. There may also be some other terms than the gluon mass in the effective Hamiltonians
that become important when masses of quarks in a bound state differ significantly. These other
terms will have to be found and one needs to check if they cancel the ansatz-dependent universal
mass shift for hadrons built from different quarks. Future studies will provide the required insight.
Present calculations predict that in ccb the two charm quarks form a tight diquark, while in bbc
the bottom quarks are bound with each other more loosely than with the charm quark.

I calculated the form factors of the hadrons I found and I used them to compute the radii of
these hadrons. My results for the radii agree well with results found in literature and especially
good agreement is obtained with the lattice calculations wherever comparison is possible. 1 also
calculated magnetic moments of baryons and vector quarkonia. Comparison with literature shows
that for systems that involve only one flavor of quarks my results agree with other theoretical
predictions, and for systems that involve both charm and bottom quarks the moments are larger
than those predicted using other methods.

The hadron structure functions I computed in a simplified way. I neglected the huge difference
between the scale of quark binding and the scale of the virtual photon in deep inelastic scattering
(formally infinite). My calculations show interesting features, such as dependence of the structure
function shape on the wave function nodes. However, my calculations of the structure functions can
be considered merely a demonstration of potential utility of the method, because I approximated
the transformation that connects effective particles at two different RGPEP scales, that of DIS and
that of bound-state formation, by identity. Corrections due to scale evolution are not included.

8.2 Foreseeable corrections

One direction of future studies, which I am convinced are necessary, is the fourth-order calculation
of the renormalized Hamiltonian. They could allow us, I believe, to remove the gluon-mass ansatz
or move it to the sector with two effective gluons. The resulting effective Hamiltonians will contain
all interaction terms that are of order k?/m? with respect to the Coulomb potential, including all
the Breit-Fermi spin-dependent interactions, and improving the accuracy of calculations. Wave
functions obtained from effective Hamiltonians accurate to fourth order of perturbation theory, and
third-order photon-quark vertex, should provide more realistic results for elastic form factors of
heavy hadrons than my calculations. However, to construct fully relativistic scattering amplitudes,
it is also necessary to study the full set of renormalized operators that form the Poincare algebra.
The full set includes the spatial rotation operators that are needed for rotating the states in a way
that properly includes interactions.

Another line of foreseeable research concerns nonperturbative calculations that involve Hamil-
tonians acting on spaces composed of at least two Fock sectors. Such calculations are needed to
obtain reliable results for highly excited states. Such states may have large components in sectors
with gluons, and hence, may be not describable using perturbative elimination of sectors with glu-
ons. For example, in the bottomonium family of states already Y(35), whose mass is by 895 MeV
larger than the mass of T(15), may be considered highly excited.

The serious problem that one probably has to face is that gluons in QCD are massless. In
perturbation theory this fact implies that sectors with gluons have norms that diverge with the
small-x cutoff. The gluon mass ansatz that I adopted is not sufficient to guarantee that the
nonperturbative eigenvalue problem in two sectors does not depend on the ansatz. Depending on
the exact form of the gluon mass ansatz, either the one-sector effective eigenvalue equation is free
from small-x divergences or the norm of the higher component of the eigenstate (the one with
the one massive gluon) in the two-sector problem is free from small-x divergences, but not both.
However, this conclusion, based on perturbative calculation of gluon component, does not take into
account other interactions that are present in the sector with the gluon. The nonperturbatively
calculated norm is not known.

An important direction of future studies is a calculation of structure functions that uses trans-
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formation Wgy, which relates particles at the scale of the momentum transfer () to the particles
at the scale of quark binding A. As explained in Chapter [7] such calculation would aim to establish
the evolution of structure functions in the framework of renormalized Hamiltonian dynamics of
effective particles.

Renormalization group procedure for effective particles can in principle be applied to describe
also light particles like proton. However, substantial development of the method is needed in the
area of nonperturbative solutions of the RGPEP equation, since at the mass scales of light quarks
the coupling constant is not small. Moreover, the quantitative explanation of chiral symmetry
breaking in the FF of Hamiltonian QCD is still missing.
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Appendix A

Symmetric wave functions of baryons

In the case of three identical quarks wave functions of baryons have to be fully antisymmetric and
because the color wave function is fully antisymmetric, the spin-momentum wave function needs
to be fully symmetric. The prescriptions of how to construct fully symmetric spin-momentum
wave functions from spin and momentum wave functions are given in Table Here I list their
explicit forms, but only for the states of highest angular momentum projection on the z axis in
each multiplet. The ground state is,

3+
‘0&),2 ,Jz> = [1518)|.L.) , (A.1)

where J, = +3/2,+1/2,—1/2,—3/2. The states of the first band of harmonic oscillator are,

3- 3 1 1 1 1
1w, = -y = —n1p ZAY— —|1S1P, = A2
‘w,2 ,+2> \/5‘ 1S>‘+2 > ﬂys 1>+25>, (A.2)
1- 1 1 1 1 1
+ 1|1SlP>+lS>—l|151P>—1S> (A3)
Nl B V3 TR '

The symmetric states of the second band of excitations of harmonic oscillators are,

Ag+,+2> — [2515), +2> , (A1)
B§+,+;> _ ;5|251s>_‘+;5> - \2|o,o>‘+;4> , (A.5)
cg+,+;> — [1D15), +g> , (A.6)
cg+,+;> _ —\/311)115»+ +;’> + \/gyu)gm+ +;> , (A7)
cg+,+§> - \/;wow)+ +2> - \/g\1pl1s>+ +;> 4 \/gu)gm+ _;> . (AS)
C%+,+;> - —\/gllDﬂSh +§> + \/g|1DolS>+ +;>

- \/311)113)+ 2> , (A.9)

1 2
—= —[1D51
2>+\/;| 215) |
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5 1 1 1 1
‘Dg+7+2> = ﬁ|1D21S>_)+25>—ﬁ|2,+2>‘+2A>, (A.10)
3 [1 1 2 1
'Dg+7+2> = - 10’1D115>‘+2S>+\/;\1D215)|—25>
1 1 2 1
+ \/;\2,+1>’+2A> - \/;]2,+2>‘—2A> : (A.11)

where
2515) £ (152
2s515), = 122 s>\/§| 525) (A.12)
1 1 151
1D,1s), — Pm S>\2’ S1Dm) (A.13)

For the purposes of App. [B|I list also L = 0 states of the fourth band of excited states of the
harmonic oscillators in baryons [62],

<\/§|351S>+ + \/§|2SZS>) '+‘;> , (A.14)
Py = <\/§|351s>+ - \/;|2525> + @1D1DL=0>> ’+?2’> , (A.15)

1 1 1 1
IG) = \/5‘351S>‘+2S> — E]QPlPL:oﬂ +2A> : (A.16)

1 /3 ) /4 1

5
|

- \2|2P1PL:0>_’+;A>, (A.17)

where
3515), — ]3SIS>:/_L§|1S3S)’ (A15)
2P1P—g), = [2P1F—0) £ [1P2Fr—0) (A.19)

V2



Appendix B

Test of magnitude of Coulomb
interactions in baryons

In Chapter I solve Eq. by treating Coulomb interactions as perturbations and I do it in the
first order of perturbation theory. The unperturbed wave functions are constructed from harmonic
oscillator wave functions. To test if such approach is justified, I calculate the effective Hamiltonian
in the basis of all states that have zero orbital angular momentum, L = 0, and whose unperturbed
energies reach 4w, and diagonalize it. I compare the resulting energies with the first order results.
The states that I have to take into account are the ground state, the second-band states A and
B, and fourth-band states listed in App. I group those states into two groups: spin-3/2 and
positive parity states |Ow), |A), |E) and |F'), and spin-1/2 and positive parity states |B), |G)
and |H). Hamiltonian matrix elements between any state from one group and any state from
the other group are zero, because we neglect spin interactions. Furthermore, in each group, there
are no interactions between states with different spin projections on z axis, they are degenerated
and Coulomb potential cannot introduce splittings between them. Therefore, I can restrict my
attention to subspaces composed of states with the highest possible spin projection on z-axis. The
Coulomb interaction in the subspace of the 3/2% states is described by the Hamiltonian matrix,

3/2+ ~ 2 2mw ~3/0+
VLLO,IJ = (I|VelJ) = _ga\/TVLio,Uv (B.1)

where I,J = 0w, A, E, F', and

131 169 T 1
192 1926  48v3 8 F
169 329 23 V3 E
384
v g _192‘{6 _ 23 ﬁﬂ _8£ (B.2)
L=0 = BV3 a2 12 23 A '
1 V3 1 1
8 82 243 Ow

F E A OQw

0.6823  0.3593 —-0.0842  0.1250
_ 3 0.3593  0.8568 —0.3388  0.1531 (B.3)
N —0.0842 —0.3388  0.9167 —0.2887 | ° '

0.1250  0.1531 —0.2887  1.0000

The Coulomb interaction in the subspace of 1/2" states B, G and H is described by the Hamilto-
nian matrix,

1/2+ - 2 [2mw ~1/9+
VLLO,IJ = {{|Vel|J) = —504 TVLLO,IJ’ (B.4)
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where I,J = B,G, H, and

1821 L 5ol g
o RIS O 0.6880 0.01562  0.06988
VA= | B s |G Z 3 001562 07521 01770 | . (B.5)
2 s u 1B 0.06988 —0.1770  0.7917
H G B
The unperturbed Hamiltonians are
(0) ” w (0) m
0 0
Hyp, = - . Hpp, = Tw : (B.6)
dw
3w

where off-diagonal elements are zero. In the zeroth order the eigenvectors are |0w), |A), |E), |F) and
|B), |G), |H), and their energies are given by the diagonal elements of unperturbed Hamiltonians.
In the first order of perturbation theory only the diagonal elements of the interaction Hamiltonian
are taken into account, with the exception of states that are degenerated in the unperturbed
Hamiltonian. States F, F', G and H are degenerated, therefore, the first order perturbation
theory is equivalent to diagonalizing the following matrices,

roo131 169
1e3  'Ry°
n  _ 0 2mw 381
Hyppr = Hypp =204/ —— Ve B ’ (B.7)
12
i 1
- 1321 1
1) _ (0) 2mw | 1920 p
H1/2+ = H1/2+ — 20[ 771_ 4 30 " . (B8)
L 24

As a result, I obtain energies that are listed in Table The eigenstates of the fourth-band
subspace are |E'), |F'), |G') and |H’). Quark masses and harmonic oscillator frequencies are taken
from the fits presented in Chapter |5 A better estimate for eigenstates of Eq. is obtained
by diagonalizing the full Hamiltonians,

+

Hyppr = Hyh + Vil (B.9)
0 1/2+

Hype = HOb + Vi (B.10)

The results for the energies are listed in Table which presents comparison between the two
methods of calculating the energies. The difference is small enough to justify applicability of
the first order perturbation theory. It is also worth mentioning that the energies of the states
would shift further if one included states from higher and higher bands of harmonic oscillator,

however, these shifts quickly become very small because of RGPEP form factor that accompanies
the Coulomb potential in Eq. (4.94).

Energies of states [MeV]
Ow A E’ F’ B G’ H'
First order perturbation theory, bbb | 253.8 756.5 1123 1452 | 812.0 1294 1325
Diagonalization of Hamiltonian matrix, bbb | 207.0 747.9 1172 1458 | 797.9 1302 1331
First order perturbation theory, ccc | 436.0 1026 1494 1790 | 1076 1648 1676
Diagonalization of Hamiltonian matrix, ccc | 404.6 1019 1528 1794 | 1066 1654 1680

Table B.1: Comparison of the two ways of computing energies of bbb and ccc baryons.



Appendix C

List of masses of mesons and baryons

Here I provide the complete list of formulas for masses of heavy mesons and baryons that are

plotted in Figs. and

The masses of mesons are computed using the following equation,

2F
M = 14+ — Nl
(mq +m2)\/ + pp— (C.1)

where FE for different meson states are,

3 4 /2
E = = - 2
15 2 3a v (C.2)
7 10 2
E = = — .
S S R Vi (©3)
11 89 / 2
5 8 2
E = = — .
1P 2“7 9N (C-5)
9 4 2
E = = —at — .
2P 2 5a v (C.6)
7 ~ 32 2
E = = .
1D ST p— (C.7)
11 208 2
E = — —ay/— . .
2D 2¥ 315"V (C-8)
The masses of baryons are computed using the following equation,
2F
M = + ma + m: \/ 14— C.9
(m1 + mg + m3) eI (C.9)
where E for different baryon states are,
3 3
E = wio|2ki2+ 112+ 5 ) Twsa) 2k3(12) + l3(12) + 5t Vi, (C.10)

and V is the expectation value of Coulomb interaction terms computed in the harmonic oscillator
eigenstates. For example, state 1P1Pr—¢ has k3(12) = k12 = 0, I3(12) = l12 = 1, and the binding
energy F is,

_ ) )
Eiplp = JwWi2 T 5waz) + Vitip - (C.11)
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It is convenient to define,

2 2 -
- _Z 12
Vv 3¢ 7me (C.12)
and
4u.
g = B0 _ @i (C.13)
V12 53W3(12)

For the states composed of three identical quarks listed in Table

Visis = 3, (C.14)
~ 5
~ 11
~ 19
~ 23
Vo = — C.18
c 10 (C.18)
~ 43
= — 1
Vb 50 (C.19)
For states with only the two first quarks identical listed in Table
Vi _ 4 (C.20)
- 2 43z +2)
Vi = -+ ——a C.21
1P1S 3T 31+ 2)2 ( )
- 4(2x + 3)
Vi = 14+ —%, C.22
1S51P 3(1 T $)3/2 ( )
I 2 4222+ Tz +2)
L=0 _ =
~ 2 8
VL = S 4 ——, C.24
1P1P 3 3\/ﬁ ( )
- 2 8(5zx? 413z +5)
viks: = =2 C.25
1P1P 3T Bt 12 ( )
- 8  4(152% + 20z + 8)
V] = — C.26
1D1s 5 Barap? (C.26)
- 4 (82% 420z + 15
Visip = 1+ ( ) (C.27)

15(1+2)5/2

- 5 2(62%+8z+5)
Vasis = st RS (C.28)

~ 2 (5562 —i—8x—|—6)
Vi = 1 . C.29
1528 + 31+ 2)7° ( )
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