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Abstract

The main work of the thesis is devoted to the study of heavy flavored mesons using a QCD
potential model. Chapter 1 deals with the brief introduction of the theory of Quantum Chro-
modynamics (QCD), potential models and the use of perturbation theory. In Chapter 2, the
improved potential model is introduced and the solution of the non-relativistic Schrodinger’s

equation for a Coulomb-plus-linear potential, V (r) = —430;5 + br + ¢, Cornell potential has

been conducted. The first-order wave functions are obtained using Dalgarno’s method. We
explicitly consider two quantum mechanical aspects in our improved model: (a) the scale
factor ‘c’ in the potential should not affect the wave function of the system even while
applying the perturbation theory and (b) the choice of perturbative piece of the Hamiltonian
(confinement or linear) should determine the effective radial separation between the quarks
and antiquarks. Therefore for the validation of the quantum mechanical idea, the constant
factor ‘¢’ is considered to be zero and a cut-off 7 is obtained from the theory. The model
is then tested to calculate the masses, form factors, charge radii, RMS radii of mesons. In
Chapter 3, the Isgur-Wise function and its derivatives of semileptonic decays of heavy-light
mesons in both HQET limit (m¢g — o) and finite mass limit are calculated. In Chapter
4, the leptonic decay constants of various D and B mesons are studied both in coordinate
and momentum space. The graphical variations of the meson wave functions are compared

with that of the hydrogen atom distributions. The calculated results of Chapters 3 and 4 are



viii

compared with available experimental data and also with the predictions of other models. In
Chapter 5, we outline the method how group theoretical tool of Young Tableau of SU (3),
is used to find the maximum number of constituent gluons in an experimentally observed
scalar glueball. In Chapter 6, we have summarized our work including its limitations and
the plausible renovation of the model for future study.

The thesis then ends with a detailed list of References consulted during the work and

with the Appendices where calculations are shown.
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Introduction

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is a modern theory of the strong force which describes
the interaction between quarks and gluons. This non-abelian gauge field theory of symmetry
group SU(3) has two essential characteristics: one is confinement, which means that the
force between quarks does not vanish as they are separated i.e. quarks and gluons cannot
be identified as isolated particles, they are present only in color-singlet bound hadron states
such as protons. Another important fact is asymptotic freedom. At very high-energy scales
or at the short distance, quarks and gluons interact very weakly i.e. as the energy of the
interactions goes to infinity, the effective coupling between quarks and gluons vanishes. Thus

without interactions at very high energy, the theory can be regarded as a free theory. The
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theoretical physicists well understand the asymptotic behavior of QCD. The perturbation
theory can be used to describe the small interactions between the quarks and gluons. But
the theory fails for the interaction with soft particles where the coupling strength is large.
Though the theory can explain asymptotic freedom, but fails for confinement phenomenon
of quarks. Confinement is thus non-perturbative and requires a non-perturbative approach.
Lattice gauge theory is a non-perturbative regularization of field theory. It was proposed
by Wilson [1] in 1974 which provides a non-perturbative quantization of gauge fields by a
lattice. Lattice QCD clarifies the comparison between the theory and the experimental data.
The significant advantage of it is, in lattice QCD calculations (done on a computer) where
lots of data can be obtained and can be treated as experimental data and then further used to
test the other phenomenological models. One of such model is QCD potential model. At
non-perturbative low energy regime of QCD, lattice QCD gives us the information about the
structure and energy spectrum of mesons. The other way to proceed in the non-perturbative
regime of QCD is the postulation of a QCD inspired quark model using non-relativistic
Schradinger equation for light and heavy flavored pseudoscalar mesons. The present work of

the thesis is devoted to such a possible model.

1.1 Phenomenological models

The phenomenological model approach is a highly efficient tool to understand the properties
of physical observables like hadrons (mesons and baryons) and glueballs (a bound state of
pure gluons). A great variety of models e.g. the Constituent Quark Models (CQM) [2], light
cone QCD [3] and various effective field theories such as Heavy Quark Effective Theory
(HQET) [4] and Chiral Perturbation Theory (ChPT) [5] besides QCD Sum Rules [6, 7] have

been developed during forty years of QCD.
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In Constituent Quark Model (CQM), the strongly interacting particles, the hadrons
(baryons(ggqq) and mesons(gqg)) are made up of fundamental particles called quarks and
gluon fields. These six quarks (u,d,s,c,b,t) are called flavors. Quark model describes the
hadronic properties of the wave function of a hadron. Among CQM, the non-relativistic
constituent quark models (NRCQM) [8] are successful in describing the mass spectrum of
hadrons, where the constituent quarks are assumed to be non-relativistic and interact through

QCD potential provided by gluons. However, one can introduce relativistic dynamics as well.

The present work of the thesis is dedicated to one of the successful phenomenological

models called potential model.

1.2 Potential models

Depending on the concepts of ‘quark confinement’ and ‘asymptotic freedom’, to find the
phenomenological form of the static potential, a lot of work has been done which are available
in the literature [9-12] for modeling mesons. Among those, in the potential model we follow
a non-relativistic potential of the type

—4(X5

V(r)= 3 +br+c, (1.1)

where ‘r’ is the inter-quark separation of the bound state, o is the strong running coupling

constant and the factor % arises from the SU (3) color factor

NZ2—1
Cr=—<
F 2NC,

(1.2)

where N¢ is the number of colors and Cp is the casimir operator A<.A¢ = Cp, A€ is the

generator of SU (N¢) group. For SU(3), N¢ = 3, therefore, Cr = %.
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The parameter ‘b’ is called confinement parameter. The phenomenological value of ‘b’ is

considered to be ~ 0.183GeV? [13, 14].

This Coulomb-plus-linear non-relativistic confinement potential, called Cornell potential
[10] is an essential ingredient of QCD to study quarkonium physics. It has achieved a lot of
consideration to describe the systems of quark and antiquark bound states in the context of

meson Spectroscopy.

In equation (1.1), the Coulomb part of V(r) represents the shorter-range part of the
potential and is due to one gluon exchange contribution which is flavor independent. The
second term of the potential associated with the longer-range part and is responsible for the
confinement of the quarks in the model. In QCD, both the potentials play a decisive role in
the quark dynamics, and their separation is not possible. The third term ‘c’ in the potential
is a phenomenological constant required to be fitted on the spectrum. The term ‘c’ can be

regarded as the free-parameter in the theory.

Fig. 1.1 and 1.2 show the graphical representation of potential (1.1) with o, = 0.39,
b =0.183GeV? [13, 14] and with ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 0.5GeV respectively. In the same graph we
have also shown the variation of Coulomb and linear potential separately with inter-quark

separation r (GeV ™).
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0 1 2 3 4 5
r(Gevh

Fig. 1.1 Variation of potential (1.1) and its parts with inter-quark separation r with oz = 0.39,
b =0.183GeV? and ¢ = 0.

V()

_1'07““““\““\““\““\7

r(Gev

Fig. 1.2 Variation of potential (1.1) and its parts with inter-quark separation r with oz = 0.39,
b=0.183GeV? and ¢ = 0.5GeV .
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The energy of the potential can obtain by solving the corresponding Schrodinger’s

equation,

Hy(r)=Ey(r), (1.3)

where the Hamiltonian operator H acts on the wave function y(r) of the bound system.

Hamiltonian,

h2
H=——V>4+V(r). 1.4
TAERALG (14)
The exact solution of Schrodinger’s equation is not possible mostly [15]. These exist

only for a few idealized systems e.g. the harmonic oscillator, the hydrogen atom.

To solve real problems, one uses approximation methods. A variety of such methods are
available in the literature which has its area of applicability, e.g. perturbation theory [16, 17],
the variational method [16], and the WKB method [16]. In our present work, we have used

the perturbation theory for our analysis.

For the potential of type (1.1), one of the significant advantages [10] based on the
Coulomb and linear term of the potential is that it naturally leads to two choices for the parent
Hamiltonian. Also, there are no appropriate small parameters so that one of the terms of the
potential can be made perturbative within a perturbation theory.

In perturbation theory, we make small deformation to the Hamiltonian of the system,

H=Hy+H, (1.5)
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where H is the Hamiltonian of the unperturbed system and H' is the perturbed Hamil-
tonian. The approximation method is most suitable when H is close to the unperturbed

Hamiltonian Hy, i.e. H' is small.

The Schradinger’s equation corresponding to the unperturbed Hamiltonian is

Hoy' O (r) = Eoy O (r). (1.6)

In the method, it is assumed that the Schrodinger’s equation can be solved for Hy, i.e.,
the unperturbed eigenfunction l,l/(o) and energy eigenvalue Ej are known to us. To obtain the
perturbed eigen function l;/( D) corresponding to Hamiltonian H’, one can apply the Dalgarno’s

method [18] of perturbation.

The wave functions obtained by using Dalgarno’s method of perturbation are used to find
the various properties of mesons. In this thesis, the study of meson properties include the
masses, [sgur-Wise function of heavy-light mesons and their derivatives. Root Mean Square
(RMYS) radii, form factors, charge radii and decay constants are also studied here. The results

are compared with available experimental data and also with the predictions of other models.

1.3 Weak decay of mesons

In the standard model of particle physics, the quark and antiquark of the mesons are bound
together by the strong interaction. Mesons are classified according to their quark/anti-quark

composite and in J7€

multiplets too, where J is total angular momentum, parity P is given
by (—1)!*!, where I is the orbital angular momentum, C is charge conjugation (—1)/*S. The

C-parity can also be generalized to the G-parity (—1)/*/** for the mesons made of quarks
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and their own antiquarks, where I is the isospin quantum number.

The [ = 0O states give the pseudoscalar (0~ ") and vector (17~ ) mesons.

According to the quark and antiquark combination of the mesons, they are classifying

into three categories:

Light-light mesons: both the quark and antiquark are light (u,d or s only). e.g. 7w(ud /di)

and K (u5/ds) mesons.

Heavy-light mesons: one quark or antiquark is heavy (c, b or ¢) and the other is light. e.g.

D(cd/cit) and B(ub/db) mesons.

Heavy-heavy mesons: both the quark and antiquark are heavy. e.g. 7.(c¢), 1, (bb)

mesons etc.

Mesons undergo weak transition via charged W+ boson. Depending on the decay
products, there are three types of weak decays which are extensively studied in the literature.
They are leptonic decays, semileptonic decays and non-leptonic decays. However, the thesis
does not involve the non-leptonic decay. Leptonic and semileptonic decays are studied here

only. In Table 1.1, we tabulate the three types of weak decays and their product particles.
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Table 1.1 Weak decay of mesons and their products.

Type of weak decay Products Examples
Leptonic decay Leptons only Dt — [Ty
nt — Iy

K* — [*v etc.
Semileptonic decay Leptons and hadrons B™ — DItv

B~ — v

B, — J/ylv etc.
Non-leptonic decay Hadrons only B — D rm"

B — Dtp~

B — KJ/y etc.

1.3.1 Leptonic decay of mesons

As an illustration in Fig. 1.3, we consider a pure leptonic decay process of DT (cd) meson,

which decays to a lepton-neutrino pair via a virtual W boson.

DF W

d Vv
\
Fig. 1.3 Annihilation of D™, a pure leptonic decay process.

Similar annihilation processes can also occur in 77, K™, D; and BT mesons.

For a pseudoscalar P meson, the lowest order decay width is [19]

GIZV 22 mz2 2
F(P—> lV) == %fpmlMP 1— ]7% | Vqlqz ’ s (17)

where Mp is the mass of P meson, m; is the mass of lepton, | Vi | is the Cabibbo-

Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix element between the constituent quarks g; and ¢, in
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meson P. The standard notation of 3 x 3 CKM matrix in terms of quark flavor is

Vud Vus Vub
Vekm = | Veg Vs Ve

Vie Vis Vi

From PDG2016 [2], we can express Vegas as

0.9741740.00021  0.224840.0006  (4.0940.39) x 1073
Vekm = 0.22040.005 0.99540.016 (40.5+£1.5) x 1073
(82+£0.6) x 1073 (40.0+£2.7) x 1073 1.009 4-0.031

In equation (1.7), Gf is the Fermi coupling constant (= 1.166 x 1075GeV ~2) [2]. The
decay constant fp is the “wave function overlap” of the quark and antiquark of the mesons
(e.g. the overlap of the wave function of ¢ and d in D in Fig. 1.3) which is proportional to

the matrix element of the axial current between the P-meson state and the vacuum:

O qivu¥sq2 | P(p)) = ipufp- (1.8)

Particle lifetime, 7 = 11" is one of the important characteristics of meson which depends
on the available decay modes or channels, which are subjected to conservation laws for ap-

propriate quantum numbers, coupling strength of the decay process and kinematic constraints.

For particles which are associated with multiple decay modes, the total decay rate (I';za7)

will be the total value of the rates of the individual modes (I7),

n
Tiora = Y. T (1.9)
i=1
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When the mass of the elementary particle is measured, the total decay rate appears as the

irreducible “width" of the distribution, hence called “decay width".

Another interesting parameter in decay processes is their branching fraction (B;) which is

the probability of the decay by distinct modes. Thus the branching fraction of mode ‘i’ is

I

B; = :
Ftatal

(1.10)

Measurements of branching fraction and lifetime allow an experimental determination
of the product | Varg | fp. Once decay constant fp is known to us, one can obtain the
corresponding CKM element. On the other hand, taking the value of | V4, | assuming CKM
unitarity, one can infer the experimental measurement of the decay constant which can later

be compared with the theory.

Purely leptonic decay processes are considered to be the simplest and cleanest decay
modes of the pseudoscalar charged mesons. The decay amplitude can be written as the prod-
uct of the well-understood leptonic current for the system and a more complicated hadronic
current for the quark transition. The hadronic current, however, cannot be so easily evaluated,
since the quarks in the hadrons are not free and so non-perturbative strong interaction effects

become important in describing the physical states.

Mathematically, the amplitude for a leptonic decay can be written as [20]

Gr

V2

where the leptonic current L* can be defined in terms of the Dirac spinors ; and v, as

A (P—1V) = —i—=V, L Hy, (1.11)
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L =@y (1— ) vy (1.12)

and the hadronic current is

HY = (0| qiv" (1 —%)q2 | P) = ifpq", (1.13)

which is simple, since the only four vector available to be constructed with the leptonic

2

current is g*. Here the momentum transfer ¢g> = m? is constant and hence the form factor

which is a function of ¢> becomes a constant fp, the decay constant of the meson.

1.3.2 Semileptonic decay of mesons

As an illustration in Fig. 1.4, we consider a semileptonic decay process of B° (db) meson,

which decays to a D**(cd) meson and a lepton-neutrino pair via a virtual W~ boson.

Vcb

C

a DT

/)

Fig. 1.4 Semileptonic decay process for B® — D*t[v.

Historically, the semileptonic process of nuclear decay opened the era of weak inter-
action physics and presented the physicists with the mystery of the electron’s undetected
partner, the neutrino [21]. In leptonic decays (P — [Vv), the hadronic current describes the
annihilation of the quark and antiquark in the initial state meson, whereas in semileptonic
decays ( P| — P»1v), it describes the evolution from the initial to final state hadrons. The

decay, P — [v, in the standard model proceeds via the axial-vector current ¢ ¥, Y592, whereas
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semileptonic decays Py — P»[v proceed via the vector current ¢ ¥, q>. Thus the determina-
tion of the CKM matrix element | V, 4, | from leptonic and semileptonic decays tests the

V — A structure of the standard model electroweak charged-current interaction [19].

For semileptonic decay of a meson P into a meson P», the amplitude takes the form

(22, 23],

Gr

o (Pl — Pl V)= —i\/dilqu“Hu, (1.14)
where the hadronic current is
HY = (P | V" (1= 75)q2 | P1). (1.15)

This is not calculated in a simple manner as is done in leptonic decay since ¢ is different
from event to event. Thus H,, can be expressed in terms of different form factors, which

isolate the effects of strong interactions on the amplitude.

As an illustration, for the pseudoscalar to pseudoscalar transition

B — DIV, (1.16)

a set of form factors F;(¢?) can be defined as [4]

(D(p")|ey*blB(p)) = Fi(q°) (p+p’)“—%q“ +Fo(q2)%q”, (1.17)
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where p and p’ are momentum of B and D mesons respectively and ¢ = p — p’. The form

factors Fy(¢q*) and Fi(g*) are subjected to the constraint that at g> = 0, Fy(0) = F;(0).

Again, for the pseudoscalar to vector transition

B — DIV, (1.18)

a set of form factors V(¢?),Ao(q?),A1(¢?) and A»(g?) can be defined as

2ighves

D*(p,e)|lev* (1 — y5)b|B(p)) = ————&5plpgV (¢*)—
(P e)ler (1= 1)blB(p)) = = —&vparpV (47)
(i -+ mp)e M AL (q) — — 0 (p+ piao(q?) —2mp S an(P) | (119)
mpg + mpx q2
£'q
—2mD* q2 quA()(q2>,

where € is the polarization of the D* meson.

The form factor A3(g?) is given by the linear combination of A1(g?) and A, (q?) as

mp + mp=

2
- TETD 4o (). (1.20)

As(q%)

At g*> =0, A0(0) = A3(0).

In the infinite heavy quark mass limit, mg — oo, a new heavy flavor symmetry appears
in the effective Lagrangian of the standard model which provides the model independent
normalization of the weak form factors and the necessity of HQET(Heavy Quark Effective
Theory) [4, 24] enters into the literature. In this heavy quark symmetry, the form factors (two

for pseudoscalar to pseudoscalar transition and four for pseudoscalar to vector transition)
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of heavy-light mesons in semileptonic decay can be expressed in terms a single form factor

which is termed as Isgur-Wise function [4].

1.4 Heavy Quark Symmetry and Isgur-Wise function

The bound states containing heavy quarks (mg >> Agcp) describing the strong interactions
are easier to understand compared to states containing light quarks only, wherein the standard
model u,d, s are light quarks (g) and ¢, b,t are heavy quarks (Q). For heavy quarks, the effec-
tive coupling constant (¢) is small. The length scale AQ% ~ 1 Fermi determines the typical
size of hadrons (Rj4q). Systems containing both the heavy quarks (QQ, e.g. cé-charmonium,
bb-bottomonium) have size ka—f << Rjaq, Where A is the Compton wavelength. For systems
which are composed of a heavy quark (Q), where mg >> Aocp, Ag << Rpqq and other
light constituents, a new symmetry arises known as Heavy Quark Symmetry [25-31]. In
the limit mp — oo, the heavy quark and the system which contains it have the same velocity
and the systems which differ only by the quantum number of their constituent heavy quarks
have the same configuration of the remaining light degrees of freedom. This means for
two bound systems containing two different heavy quarks Q and Q’, when their masses
mg, m’Q >> Agcp, the configuration of the light degrees do not change if we replace Q <+ O,
where Q and Q' are moving with same velocities. In heavy quark effective theory limit, the
heavy quark looks like a static color source for the light quarks, which is similar to the atomic

system.

The concept of a new flavor symmetry for hadrons containing a heavy quark was first
introduced by Shuryak in 1980 [32], who later studied many properties of heavy mesons
and baryons with QCD sum rules [6]. But an explicit model independent formulation of
the physical ideas of the spin-flavor symmetry was developed by Nussinov and Wetzel [27],

Voloshin and Shifman [28, 29], Politzer and Wise [30, 31], Isgur and Wise [25, 26] and
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Grinstein [33], until finally Georgi [24] reformulated the low energy effective Lagrangian for

a heavy quark in a covariant way in a theory called Heavy Quark Effective Theory (HQET).

The heavy quark is covered by a most complicated, strongly interacting cloud of light
quarks and antiquarks by the exchange of soft gluons. This cloud was sometimes called brown
muck by Isgur, and the properties of such systems cannot be calculated from first principles in

a perturbative way. The HQET applies to the hadron system containing only one heavy quark.

The inference of Heavy Quark Symmetry for the semi-leptonic decays of B mesons,
B — DIV and B — D*[V is that, if we consider that » and ¢ quarks are heavy enough to
satisfy the requirements of HQET, then the six real, independent form factors that define

these decays are expressible in terms of Isgur-Wise function & (y).

In the heavy quark infinite mass limit (mQ — 00), (1.17) and (1.19) leads to

Fi(q*) = V(q*) = Ao(q*) = Ax(q°) = E(y)

and Fy(q?) ~A1(¢*) ~0.

(1.21)

Thus, the HQET predicts that all the form factors that describe these decays are express-
ible in terms of the Isgur-Wise function, & (y). This is an important application of the HQET
in non-relativistic quark model (NRQM). In the NRQM, the initial meson is assumed to be at
rest, and after the transition moves with velocity v'. The Isgur-Wise function measures the
overlap of the wave functions of the light degrees of freedom in the initial and final meson

state, where one of the quarks is moving relative to the other and it takes the form

E0)= [ 1w P ey (122)
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The Isgur-Wise functions are normalized to unity i.e. £(y = 1) = 1 at zero-recoil point
(v =1"'), where y = v.v/, Lorentz boost. The condition £(y = 1) = 1 is a resultant of the
conservation of vector current and signify the complete overlap of the wave functions when

V:V/.

The method of application of HQET in NRQM was initiated by Close and Wambach
[34, 35].

Besides quark and antiquark systems, which are extensively studied in literature and
experimentally configured, there are particles like glueballs, pentaquarks and hybrid which
are also the prediction of QCD. The experimental status for these states is however not yet

been confirmed as that of meson and baryon systems.

We will outline briefly the theoretical and experimental status of glueballs which is a part

of our present work.

1.5 Glueballs: an overview

The non-abelian nature of SU (3)-color group allows the existence of purely gluonic bound
states called glueballs. These glueballs are pure QCD bound states and are hadrons without
valence quarks; they are bound state of gluons only. The experimental determination and
understanding properties of these pure glueball states are challenging because these states
can mix with nearby gg resonances. Though the potential model, which is so successful
to describe the bound states of quarks, is a bit controversial to use in case of a bound state
of pure gluons. But from the ongoing efforts on gluon propagator, it has been confirmed
that gluons may have a dynamically generated mass. In the early 80’s, Cornwall arrived

at such dynamical mass mg, = (500£200)MeV [36, 37] and the relativistic corrections are
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expanded in the powers of 2 [38]. Because gluons have an effective mass, so there is a
chance to use non-relativistic Schrodinger’s equation and hence the potential model to study
the bound state of gluons [37-39]. Theoretically, various models have been constructed to
study the properties and masses of glueballs [40]. In 1976, the MIT bag model was first used
to examine glueball properties, where it was assumed that the gluons are confined inside the

bag [41].

1.5.1 Potential for two-gluon glueball

Here the gluons are described as massive spin-1 particle interacting through one-gluon
exchange and breakable string [37, 39]. At the short distance, the effective coupling between
gluon-gluon becomes weak, and the interaction can be treated perturbatively. The short
distance potential is approximated by one-gluon exchange potential and at long distance,

gluons are confined non-perturbatively via a string potential [37],

Ve (1) = 2 (1 —e‘%) , (1.23)

where m, is the mass of gluon, ro = 0.6Fermi [37] and ‘r’ is the gluon-gluon separation.

The gluon-gluon potential for two-gluon glueball is [39]

B 1 1, 1 10 1 1oo) | e™
V2g(r)_ AHZJﬁS +2_mg,(L'S>;8r 2m2 ((SV) §SV r *

(1-38%) 20| +vertr)

(1.24)

where

2
A= % (1.25)
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is the adjoint strong coupling constant and S = S| 4 S is the total spin of the two-gluon

glueball.
The Hamiltonian for two-gluon glueball is

1
szmg—m—v2+v2g. (1.26)
8

Another simplest way of modeling a two-gluon glueball is the use of spinless two-body

Salpeter Hamiltonian (semirelativistic) [38],
Ols
H0:2\/p2+agr—3—, (1.27)
r

where, the kinematic part is the kinetic energy of two spinless valence gluons. The
potential includes a Coulomb plus linear form, Cornell shape. The linear term can be treated
as the static energy of flux tube linking the two gluons, where a, is the string tension. The
Coulomb term represents the lowest order approximation of the one-gluon exchange between
two gluons. o is the effective strong coupling constant (@ < 1). The factor 3 is the color
factor associated with a gluon pair in a color singlet. A relativistic correction can also be

introduced to the Hamiltonian of the system.

1.5.2 Potential for three-gluon glueball

For three-gluon glueball the potential is [42]

1
Vag =Y [Voce(rij) + Evstr(”ij)]a (1.28)
i<y

which is obtained by summing over pairs of two-body potentials, where Vogg is the

one-gluon exchange potential and Vy, is the string potential.
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1.5.3 Experimental status of glueballs

In lattice QCD, it appears that the lowest lying glueballs are C = + ones. Also, the bound
state of two-gluon glueball has C = +1 [43]. Therefore, it is natural to assume that the
two-gluon glueballs are the lightest. Increasing the number of constituent gluons increases
the mass of glueballs. The production reactions which are associated with glueball pro-
duction are glue rich and glue poor reactions. The glue rich reactions include J/y decays,
Pomeron-Pomeron exchange reactions and p — p annihilation. The latter include 2-photon

production and photo production.

The first of glue rich process is radiative J/y decay, J/y — yG (Fig. 1.5(a)). InJ/y
decay, the cc pair decays via annihilation and the intermediate state must have gluons in it.
The gluons interact and must form glueballs. The similar argument can also be used for p-p
annihilation (Fig. 1.5(b)) and y decays, where quark-antiquark pairs annihilate into gluons,
they interact and may form glueballs. Another glue rich process for glueball production is
central production. In central production, two hadrons pass by each other ‘nearly untouched’
and are scattered diffractively in the forward direction. The valence quarks are exchanged.
The process is often called Pomeron-Pomeron scattering (Fig. 1.5(c)). The absence of
valence quarks in the production process makes the central production a good place to search

for glueballs [44].

The mass of 0™ scalar glueball in bag model [41], for (TE)? gluons is 0.96 GeV /C?
and for (TM)? is 1.59 GeV /C?. Flux-tube model was carried out by Isgur and Paton [45, 46]
to calculate the mass of glueball, where the glueball is treated as a closed flux tube. The
mass of lightest scalar glueball 0** was found to be 1.52 GeV /c? in the model. Besides
that QCD sum rule predicts the lightest scalar glueball with a mass in the range of 0.3 to

0.6 GeV /c? [47]. Lattice calculations using a larger lattice and smaller lattice parameters
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J/PY .

G
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Q
(a) Radiative J/y decay. (b) p — p annihilation.
a d
G
b b

(c) Pomeron-Pomeron scatter-
ing.

Fig. 1.5 Processes favoring glueball production.
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yields the mass of scalar glueball to be 1.625 +0.094GeV / c? [48, 49]. The total decay
width of the scalar glueball was also calculated by authors in the process of decay of scalar
glueball to pairs of pseudoscalar mesons and was found to be under 0.2 GeV /c?. The Particle
Data Group (PDG) data suggest existence of five scalar glueball candidates: fy(500) or
o, 5(980), fo(1370), f5(1500) and f,(1710) with IJF€ = 00"+ in the energy region up
to 1.8 GeV [50]. Among them, fy(1500) and fo(1710) appears to be the strongest can-
didates for scalar glueballs since they are produced in radiative J/y decay and not seen
on vy collisions. The state fo(1500) has a mass of 1.505 GeV /c? and a width of 0.110
GeV/ ¢2 [51]. In 2004, BES 1II Collaboration [52], suggest the existence of the new resonance
fo(1790). There are several other resonances which are possible candidates of glueballs:
c(750),i(1440),G(1550),6(1710), & (2220), g7 (2050), g7(2300) and g7(2350) [53]. But
no definite conclusions can be obtained concerning the nature of these states. All lattice
simulations and experiments agree that the lightest scalar glueballs have mass in the range
1500-1750 MeV, while the tensor and pseudoscalar glueballs have mass in the range 2000-
2400 MeV [48, 54-5T7].

There are many new experiments planned, e.g. the PANDA Experiment at GSI in
Germany [58], BES III at BEPC II in Bejing [59], the GlueX Experiment at Jefferson
Laboratory in the USA [60], ALICE at CERN [61, 62], which will provide us more data on

this.

1.6 The work of this thesis

The primary motivation of the thesis is to study meson properties in a non-relativistic quark
model. Certain modifications are suggested to the model which expands its area of applica-

bility.
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In the model, the wave functions are obtained with Coulomb-plus-linear, Cornell potential
(1.1) using Dalgarno’s method of perturbation and relativistic correction is incorporated in a
free Dirac way. The wave function was obtained initially in ref. [63, 64] by considering the
Coulomb potential as the parent and the linear potential as the perturbation. The obtained
wave function was then used to study various static and dynamical properties of heavy
and light flavored mesons such as form factors, decay constants and charge radii, where a
negligible confinement effect (b ~ 0) and a large value of coupling constant o (¢ ~ 0.65)

could be incorporated.

Further in ref. [65, 66], the slope and curvature of Isgur-Wise function were studied
by using two loop V-scheme [67, 68]. However, application of V-Scheme was found to be
successful in studying the Isgur-Wise function of D and Dy mesons but was not so successful

in studying the B, By and B, mesons.

The wave functions are also obtained using a different perturbative approach, known
as Variationally Improved Perturbation Theory (VIPT) in ref. [69], where acquired wave
functions are used to find properties of heavy-light mesons, and the results for charge radii
are found to be very small for the Coulomb part of the potential as parent compared to the

linear part of the Cornell potential.

Overall it is to mention that in ref. [65, 66, 70], the properties of the mesons were studied
considering the Coulombic part of the Cornell potential dominant over the linear part. On
the other hand, in ref. [71], the Schrodinger equation is solved by considering the linear part

to be dominant over the Coulombic part of the potential.
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However, it is well known that at short distance Coulomb potential plays a more dominant
role than the linear confinement because while the former is inversely proportional to ‘r’,
the latter is linear. Similarly, for the large distance the confinement takes over the Coulomb
effect. Therefore if the inter-quark separation ‘7’ can be roughly divided into two regions
0 < r < rf for short distance and r* < r < rq for long distance effectively, where ¥ is the
point where one of the potentials will dominate over the other. Therefore in the present work
of the thesis we tried to incorporate both the short range and long range effect of the potential

in the construction of total wave function.

Also, it is already mentioned that the constant term ‘c’ in the potential (1.1) is a phe-
nomenological constant, which is needed to reproduce correct results for mesons. This
constant term is found to have a variety of numerical values including +ve [14] and -ve[72—
76]. Though this constant term is believed to behave like an energy scale parameter, it seems
that this term plays a crucial role in the analysis of meson properties. We would like to

criticize this here with few points:

Firstly, for hydrogen atom problem, if such a ‘c’ is added along with the Coulombic

potential (—43°ﬁ°'), it results only in a shift in energy scale and does not have an effect on

the wave function. However, in the case of Cornell potential, if ‘c’ is considered to be in
the perturbative term along with the linear confinement term (with the Coulombic term in
parent Hamiltonian), it has been found to have a significant effect on the total wave func-
tion [65, 66]. If instead of perturbation, ‘c’ is added to parent Hamiltonian along with the
Coulombic potential (confinement term in perturbed Hamiltonian), the term also shows its

effect.
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Secondly, if we consider the linear potential (br) with a constant term ‘c’, the wave
function is not affected, only there is an energy shift. But adding this constant term to the
Cornell potential either in the perturbed Hamiltonian along with the Coulomb potential
(confinement term in parent Hamiltonian) [71] or in the parent Hamiltonian along with the
confinement term (Coulomb term in the perturbed Hamiltonian), the whole wave function is

disturbed.

But in general, it is expected that a constant term ‘c’ in the potential should not affect the
wave function of the system while applying the perturbation theory. This means a Hamil-
tonian H with such a constant and another H’ without it should give rise to the same wave
functions, but only the energy eigenvalues are shifted by the constant. Since it is seen that
whether the term ‘c’ is in the parent or perturbed part of the Hamiltonian, it always appears
in the total wave function of the bound state. Thus the scaling factor ‘c’ plays a crucial role
in the analysis of meson properties while applying the Dalgarno’s method of perturbation.
Therefore for the validation of the quantum mechanical idea while using perturbation theory
like Dalgarno’s method in the present work of thesis, we have considered the scaling factor

¢ = 0 1n the potential (1.1).

Considering these two facts, we further improve the wave functions and revisited the

model and various properties of mesons are studied in chapter 2, 3 and 4.

In Chapter 2, we reported the use of Dalgarno’s method considering both Coulomb
potential as the parent (linear potential as perturbation) and linear potential as the parent
(Coulomb potential as perturbation) and obtained the wave functions with ¢ = 0. From
the wave functions, we compute the ground state masses of various heavy-light mesons

(D, Dy, B, B, and B,.) introducing a cut-off parameter *'. The results for charge radii of heavy
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flavored mesons (D1, D% D, and B+, B°, By) are reported. The analytical expressions for
form factors in terms of momentum transfer (Q?) are also obtained and studied graphically.

The root-mean-square (RMS) radii of mesons including c¢¢ and bb mesons are found.

In Chapter 3, we study the Isgur-Wise function and its derivatives for heavy-light mesons

using both infinite mass limit (HQET) and finite mass limit consideration.

In Chapter 4, the decay constant of mesons are studied in both coordinate and momen-
tum space. To study decay constant in momentum space, we transform the wave function
from coordinate to momentum space by using Fourier transformation. Here we introduce a
new cut-off pf in momentum space. The variation of the wave functions in both coordinate

and momentum space are studied graphically.

In Chapter 5, as a part of glueball physics, we outline the group theoretical method of
Young Tableau of SU(3), to find the maximum number of constituent gluons in an experi-

mentally observed scalar glueball.

In Chapter 6, we summarize the work in the thesis, presenting our concluding remarks

and the future outlook. We also critically analyze limitations of the work in the chapter.



The improved potential model and some

properties of heavy flavored mesons

2.1 Introduction

As mentioned in Chapter 1, the QCD potential model [77] is considered to be very successful
in explaining the static and dynamical properties of heavy-light mesons. Various heavy-light
mesons include in the study are D, Dy, B, By and B, mesons. Some of the important features

of the mesons contain their masses, form factors, charge radii and RMS radii. In this chapter,
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we obtain the analytic expressions of the Schrodinger wave functions for the Cornell potential
(1.1) with ¢ = 0. The first-order perturbed wave functions are obtained using Dalgarno’s
method [16, 18] of perturbation. The wave functions obtained are then used to study the
results for the masses, form factors, charge radii and RMS radii of the heavy-light mesons

(g0 or GQ), where Q/Q = c, b are the heavy quarks and ¢/§ = u,d, s are the light quarks.

In this chapter, we have suggested improvements to the perturbative procedure of ref.
[63—66, 69—71] by dividing the inter-quark separation r at a point ¥, where in the region
r < r¥ (short distance), the Coulomb potential is dominant and linear is small and in the

region r > r¥’ (long distance), linear potential is dominant and Coulomb is small.

The exact magnitude of 7 has explicit dependence on strong coupling constant ¢, the

confinement parameter ‘b’ of the Cornell potential.

In ref.[69], the charge radii of various heavy and light mesons were found to be very
small for the Coulombic potential as parent compared to the linear parent potential, where
Variationally Improved Perturbation Theory (VIPT) [10] was used. In ref.[78], charge radii
of mesons were obtained, where the results for light mesons were found to agree well with
the experimental values, but for heavy flavored B mesons, the results were large compared to
other theoretical models. Similarly, the confinement parameter ‘b’ could not be incorporated
in ref.[63, 78]. In this chapter, we take into account these limitations in the study of bound

states DT, D°, DY, BT, B®, B in perturbative approach and revisit the charge radii.

The RMS radii of various D and B mesons including c¢ and bb mesons are also studied
in the chapter, while the results for only charmonium and bottomonium are available in the

literature [79, 80]. RMS radii of mesons are of great interest for understanding the property
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concerning the average size of the bound state of the mesons. The relation between charge

radii and RMS radii of mesons are also shown in the chapter.

The obtained results are compared with the available experimental data and with the other

theoretical models.

2.2 Formalism

2.2.1 Construction of wave function in the model

The modeling of meson wave function is a challenge since the exact wave function is not
available in QCD mostly. The non-relativistic quark model which has been highly successful
for both the meson states containing heavy and light quarks starting from the origin of de
Rujula, Georgi and Glashow [81] has been improved in different manners. In the model,
series solution of the two-body Schrédinger’s equation for the Cornell potential is obtained
using Dalgarno’s method of perturbation. Though the model is non-relativistic in nature, the
relativistic effect is incorporated in a free Dirac way [82, 83] due to light quarks involved. In

QCD potential model approach, the general form of Fermi-Breit Hamiltonian [84] is

H(r) = H (r) + HPP(r) +- H (1), @D
where
o 3 3 =, =
H (r) = (——‘r(r) +3br+ Zc) (Fi.Fj), (2.2)
as(r) [8m 5 & VI3 e ve.n ¢ o
# () = 2 8555 0+ { 26055 || BE). @)
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HS.O(r) _ HS.O(cm)(r) —{—HS'O(Z'p)(r), (2.4)

where

HS0lem) () — ot(r) (i 4 L) (i + §> L(F;.F)), (2.5)

r3 ni; mj m; mj
) L. (2.6)

Here S; and § ; are the spins of the i"" and j"* quarks/antiquarks separated by a distance .

n; m

1 oHe (§ 8
HS.O(t.P)(r):_Z 5 <_’2+_12
J

However, for the ground state (I = 0), only the contact term proportional to &°(r)

contributes and the Hamiltonian takes the simpler form

4 1 8155,
Bl _2E200 30| 4 br e (2.7)

Now for the validation of the quantum mechanical idea as mentioned in Chapter 1, with
¢ = 0, the spin independent Fermi-Breit Hamiltonian with confinement has the simple form
as equation (1.1),

40

V(r)=— a +br. (2.8)

This Coulomb-plus-linear potential, called Cornell potential is the basis of the present
model under study. It is established on the two kinds of asymptotic behaviors: ultraviolet at

short distance (Coulomb like) and infrared at large distance (linear confinement term).

The Schrodinger equation is solved perturbatively, where the non-relativistic two body

Schrodinger equation (1.3) of Chapter 1 takes the form
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H|y) = (Ho+H')|y) =E|y), (2.9)

so that the first-order perturbed eigenfunction l//( 1) and eigen energy W(!) can be obtained

using the relation

HOII/(I) +H/ll/(0) — W(O) w(l) +W(1)W(O), (210)

where H is the free Hamiltonian for two quarks/antiquarks and is defined as

VZ
Hy=——+V(r (2.11)
0= (r)
and
WO =< yOHy |y >, (2.12)
W =< yOH |y© > (2.13)

As already mentioned in Chapter 1 that based on the Coulomb part and the linear part
of the potential (2.8), we can make two choices of ‘parent’ Hamiltonian (choice-I and II),

which can be usefully compared [10]:

) 2 )
choice-I: Hy = _g_u — ‘% as parent and H' = br as perturbation and

: 2 .
choice-1I: Hy = _ZV_,LL + br as parent and H' = —% as perturbation.

From choice-I and II, we can find the bounds on r upto which both the choices are valid.



2.2 Formalism 32

From choice-I,

— b 2.14
=22 > br| 214
and from choice-11,
4o
b - . 2.15
brl> =52 | 215

Inequality (2.14) and (2.15) will correspond to a particular point r, say ¥, where

P = ‘go,f such that for the short distance, i.e. » < r* Coulomb part is dominant over

the linear confinement term and for long distance, i.e. r > r* linear part is dominant over
the Coulombic term. Thus the point 7 measures the distance at which the potential changes
from being dominantly Coulombic (r < r*) to dominantly linear (r > r*). At potential level,

the continuity at a particular point of r is quite clear as is evident from Fig.1 of ref.[10].

The first-order perturbed wave function for the perturbed potential (br) of choice-I is

(Appendix A)

) —&
wz(l)(r) S Ubagr e (L) , (2.16)
2 7ra(3) ao

where  is the reduced mass of the meson defined as

mgimg

=470 2.17
H g+ mg (2.17)

my and mg are the masses of the light and heavy quark/antiquark respectively and

-1
ay = (guas> . (2.18)

€ is the correction for relativistic effect [82, 83] due to Dirac modification factor,

2
e=1—4/1- (%LOCS> . (2.19)
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The corresponding eigen function 1//(0) (r) for the unperturbed potential _glgs with rela-

tivistic correction is

wi%(r) = : (L> e i, (2.20)

ao

Thus the normalized wave function for choice-I is

N 1 &
oal (1) =yl (1) + y!V (1) = —— |1 = Zpbag®| (=) e, 2.21)
T vy vy 2.‘*‘ p
,/ﬂag 0
where the normalization constant is
1
N = - (2.22)

rP 4p2 20y € 2
[0 4—8[1—%Hbaor2} (%> e “Odr]

a

Similarly, considering upto O(r*), the perturbed wave function (Appendix B) for the

perturbed potential (— 43‘?) of choice-II is

1 —&
WI(II)(r) [Aoro_|_A1<I")I”+A2(r)r2+A3(l’)r3+A4(l’)r4} Al-[plr—i—po] (é) ;

r

where A;[r] is the Airy function [85, 86] and the co-efficients Ag,A1,As,... etc. are
appearing from the series solution as occurred in Dalgarno’s method of perturbation, which

are functions of o, U, and b:

Ag=0, (2.23)
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o
1:%, (2.24)
2p1k1 +piko
—2uw!
Ay = = (2.25)
2+4pki +piks
—2uWOA
A= 2L (2.26)
6+ 6p1ki +pik2
—2uWOA, +2ubA
PP e iy 2.27)
12+ 8p1ky + prka
The parameters:
1
p1 = (2ub)3 (2.28)
and
3n(dn—1)713
w\an —
poz—{T} . (2.29)

Po is defined as the zero of the Airy function, such that Ai[pg] = 0. In our case n = 1 for

ground state of meson and

ay —b1po

k —
b1p1

(2.30)

where a; = 0.355 and b; = 0.258 are the values at the origin for homogeneous Airy

functions [86] and

k
ki =1+-, (2.31)
r

ky = —. (2.32)
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The corresponding unperturbed wave function IV,(,O) for choice-II with relativistic correc-

tion is

1 _8
v )= Laipirp] (£ ) 233
r ap

Thus the total normalized wave function for linear potential as parent and Coulomb
potential as perturbation, considering upto O(r*) with the Dirac modification factor for

relativistic effect is

vl (r) =y (r) + i (r) (2.34)

N/ r —&
=—[ +Agr? + At 4+ Ay 4 Az 4 Ayt Ailpy r 4 po) (a—) : (2.35)
0

where the normalization constant N’ is

N = ! o (236)

-2 2
SR AT [+ Agr+ A1 (r)r -+ Aa (r)r + A3 (1) + Aa(r)r*) (Ailprr + po)) (L> dr}

ao

Even though the Airy’s function vanishes exponentially as r — oo [85] and is normalizable
too, the additional cut-off ry is used in the integration basically due to the polynomial approx-
imation of the series expansion used in the Dalgarno’s method of perturbation. And this is
independent of the property of the Airy function. The continuity of the wave functions at the
point 7 is checked in Appendix C and the sensitivity of the cut-off 7y and the normalizability

of the wave function (2.35) are discussed in Appendix D.

2.2.2 Ground state masses of mesons

The pseudoscalar meson mass (Mp) in the ground state [87] can be defined as:
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where m ¢ is mass of light (or heavy) quark and m, /0 18 mass of light (or heavy) anti-

quark constituting the meson bound state.

The expression (2.37) shows that to calculate the masses of mesons one needs to find

(H), so that

p
(H) = ()4 V() (2.38)
iy /0 TP (D H (P dr (2.39)
oo 2
—an [ (é’_ﬂw(r)) () P dr (240)

In the modified approach we redefine the above equation with the cut-off ¥ as

(H)y=4r

/Orp r (% +V(r>> | wi(r) |2 dr+ /PO r (g + V(r)) | () 2 dr] :
(2.41)

where y;(r) and yy;(r) are the total wave functions as defined in equations (2.21) and

(2.35) respectively.

2.2.3 Form factor and charge radii

The elastic charge form factor for a charged system of point quarks has the Q* dependent

form [88]
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2 oo
2y v ¢ 2 ().
F(Q )_;Qi /O ar | w(r) |7 sin(Qir)dr, (2.42)

where Q7 is the four momentum transfer square and e; is the charge of the ' quark/antiquark
and
Z . . m .Q
0 === (243)

i=11Mi
where Q; describes how the virtuality Q? is shared between the quark and antiquark pair

of the meson and m; and m; are the masses of the i and j* quark/antiquark respectively.

With the improved version of the model, we redefine equation (2.42) as

2 2, e ” 2
F)=Y & / ar | wi(r) |2 sin(Qir)dr
i=1 Qi Jo
y (2.44)
+ Z g ) dzr | i (r) \2 sin(Q;r)dr,
=1 =1 YT
F(Q*)=F(Q%) 1 +F(Q%) |u - (2.45)

To check the behavior of the form factor with momentum transfer square Q> we obtain
the analytic expressions for form factors considering the Airy function upto order r! as shown

in Appendix E and F.
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With Dirac modification factor:

The 1% part of the integration (2.44), F(Q?) |; is solved using y;(r), the Coulomb potential

as parent and linear as perturbation wave function (2.21) (as shown in Appendix E) with

relativistic correction which gives

2
1
F(O) 1=N*Y e;| ——v(2—2¢,/)(2—2¢
(Q°) Ii i—Z1€ 512 ) >(1+a54Q,-2>g_g

uba; 1
- 3,22-’}/(4_287’}))(4_28) 202
2 HQiN5—¢
(1+=5)2
u’b*ad 1

Oy(6—2¢,r") (6 —2¢)

+ 27728

(1+ ) 3e
where the Incomplete Gamma function y(s, ") is defined as

P

/ e ldr = y(s,rh).
0

(2.46)

(2.47)

From the reality condition of equation (2.19), as we get 0 < € < 1, hence the form factor

falls with the increasing value of Q2.

Similarly, the 2"? part of integration (2.44), F(Q?) |17 is solved using wave function (2.35)

(as shown in Appendix F), which gives

2 11
1
F(Qz) |][: 47'L'N/261(2)8 Z e |:Z Fkﬂ] s
=1 L= (0F) 7
where F;’s are defined in equation (F.5) of Appendix F.

The constraint on equation (2.48) is that for the term with k =1, € < 1.

(2.48)
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Without Dirac modification factor:

The 1% part of the integration (2.44) F(Q?) |; with € = 0 gives

2 1 ubal 1
F@) =N Y| 1) s = )
=l (1+5)2 (I1+5)2 (2.49)
3u?b?al . 1
+—7 V(6. )W'
(1+-5+)2

Similarly, with € = 0, F(Q?) |17 is

2 11
F(Q?) [y=4aN"Y e {Z F, , (2.50)
i=1 k=2

o

where F/’s are defined in equation (F.8) of Appendix F.

Including equations (2.46) and (2.48), equations (2.49) and (2.50) are also showing us the

i
02

that the parameter € doesn’t change the qualitative asymptotic behavior of the form factors.

behavior of form factors, which means at large Q” form factor falls. Thus we conclude

The average charge radii square for the mesons is extracted from the form factors at their

low Q? behavior using the relation [89],

d2
(r?) = —6d—Q2F(Q2)\Q220. (2.51)

2.2.4 RMS radii of heavy flavored mesons

The RMS radius [90, 91] of the bound state of quark and antiquark like meson is defined as

() = [ 7 1w) P dr 252
0
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having radial wave function y/(r).

With the cut-off parameters ¥ and ry, we modify the equation (2.52) to

" o
< s >= /0 2l Part [ ) P ar (2.53)

2.2.5 Relation between RMS and charge radius

The charge radii can be measured using the electromagnetic probe, but not the RMS radii
defined as in equation (2.52). The RMS radius is nearly the average < r> > of the quark wave
function, which presumably may be determined in Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP) experiments
presently studied at LHC [92]. However, a simple approximate relationship between the two

can be found from the following equation

(2.54)

2 3 3 2 i sl
<>+ [dp|® o
' +4m%/ Pl ()| (E,)

1’125 = Zei
i

derived by Godfrey and Isgur [93].

Here r% is the charge radius, < ri2 > is the RMS radius, e; is the charge of the ith
quark/antiquark, | and r; are the distances of the two quarks/antiquarks measured from the
centre of mass, m is the mass of the quark and E = /p? +m?. ®(p) is the quark momentum

distribution. The exponent ‘f can be determined in a semi-empirical way.

From equation (2.54) we obtain the inequality

g > Y e <ri>. (2.55)
i
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Making the transformation of the coordinates, we choose one of the quarks/antiquarks

located at the origin. It results in

rE>e<rt> (2.56)

where < r? > can be interpreted as the standard RMS as defined in equation (2.52) and

e=Ye,.

2.3 Calculation and results

2.3.1 Values of ¥

In Table 2.1, we have recorded the numerical values of the quantities to be calculated (in

Fermi) at charmonium and bottomonium scale.

Table 2.1 rF in Fermi with ¢ = 0 and b = 0.183GeV?

o,-value rP
(Fermi)

0.39 0.332

(for charmonium scale)

0.22 0.249

(for bottomonium scale)
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2.3.2 Ground state masses of mesons

To calculate the results we have used Mathematica version 7.0.0. The input parame-
ters in the numerical calculations are m, = 0.336GeV, my; = 0.336GeV, m; = 0.483GeV,
me = 1.55GeV, mp = 4.95GeV and b = 0.183GeV? and o values 0.39 and 0.22 for charmo-

nium and bottomonium scale respectively [94].

With these values, we calculate the masses of various heavy-light mesons using equation
(2.37). The results obtained are then compared with the experimental data [2] and is shown in
Table 2.2. For our calculations, we set the cut-off (r() in the range of 1 Fermi (5.076 GeV™h

[95] in getting the results with the wave function yy;(r) .

Table 2.2 Masses of heavy-light mesons in GeV'.

Ol Meson P (GeV~1) Mass (Mp) (GeV) Experimental Mass (GeV) [2]

030 De/ed) | o 2.378 1.869-+ 0.00009
=7 Dy(cs) ' 2.500 1.968- 0.0001
0oy B(ub/dD) 5.798 5.279+ 0.00015
% By(sh) 126 5.902 5366 0.00022

Be(bc) 6.810 6.275+ 0.001

From Table 2.2, it is clear that our mass predictions are off by more than 500 MeV for

both the open bottom and open charm mesons.

We have also tested the perturbative stability of the results for masses in the present model
in Table 2.3, where it is clearly seen that the contribution of the perturbed wave function is

less than that of the parent wave function.
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Table 2.3 Masses of heavy-light mesons in GeV from parent and total wave function.

Meson Mass (Mp) (GeV)
With parent With total
wave function wave function

D(cii/cd) 2.250 2.378
Dy(c5) 2.348 2.500
B(ub/db) 5.681 5.798
B;(sb) 5.780 5.902
B.(bc) 6.713 6.810

2.3.3 Form factors

In Fig. 2.1 we study the variation of form factor F(Q?) with Q? for charged mesons (D (cd),
D™ (c5) and BT (ub)) and in Fig. 2.2 we display the variation of form factor for neutral mesons
(D°(cit), B’(db) and BY(sb)) respectively, using equation (2.44) with Dirac modification
factor.

Fig. 2.1 shows the form factor F(Q?) decreases with the increase of Q? as it should.
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(c) Variation of form factor F (Q?) with Q? for B¥ (ub) meson.

Fig. 2.1 Variation of form factor F(Q?) with Q? for charged mesons
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(a) Variation of form factor F(Q?) with Q? for D°(cit) meson.
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(b) Variation of form factor F (Q?) with Q? for B°(db) meson.
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(c) Variation of form factor F (Q?) with @ for BY(sb) meson.

Fig. 2.2 Variation of form factor F(Q?) with Q? for neutral mesons.



2.3 Calculation and results 46

However, it is seen that while the form factor of the charged mesons decreases with the
increasing value of 2, but for neutral mesons form factor first increases for slight Q% than
decreases with the increasing value of momentum transfer square. A similar behavior for
neutral pseudoscalar Kaon is also suggested in ref.[96]. Our study also shows a temporary
rise in form factor does exist for heavy flavored neutral mesons near 0% ~ 1GeV? (Fig. 2.2).
This is presumably due to the non-dominant behavior of small Q% over the other parameters
involved. From the graphs, it is evident that the range of validity of the model is not beyond

~2.1GeV?2.

2.3.4 Charge radii

In Table 2.4, we present the results obtained for the charge radii using equation (2.51) for
various D and B mesons in Table 2.4 and compare them with the results of ref. [69, 78] and

with the prediction of other models [89, 97].

Table 2.4 The mean square charge radii of D and B mesons.

<r2> (Fermi?®)

Meson Present work Previous  Previous [89] [97]

with without work[78]  work [69]

Dirac Dirac

modification modification

factor factor
DT (cd) 0.260 0.265 0.134 0.011 0.184 0.219
Do (c@) -0453 -0.463 -0.234 -0.013 -0.304 -0.403
D} (c5) 0.216 0.222 0.126 0.010 0.124 -
B*(ul_y) 0.536 0.538 2.96 0.060 0.378 -
Bo(dl_y) -0.266 -0.267 -1.47 -0.030 -0.187 -
Bg(st_)) -0.214 -0.215 -1.37 -0.025 -0.119 -

From Table 2.4 we can see that our predicted results for D" (cd) and D°(cii) mesons are
in good agreement with those of ref. [97]. The present results for B mesons are found to be

very much improved than earlier analysis of ref. [69]. It is observed that the introduction of
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the Dirac modification factor doesn’t change the results significantly.

From Table 2.4 it is interesting to see that for all the neutral mesons the mean square
charge radius is negative. A well explanation for negative charge radius square of the neutral

meson can be found in ref. [98]. Here let us explain this for neutral D°(cii) meson.

We define a center of mass coordinate for the quark antiquark (Qg) bound state of meson,

R — Moot Mgl

(2.57)
mo -+ mg

where rp and r; are the heavy (Q) and light anti-quark (g) coordinates respectively.

The mean square charge radius of the meson can be written as the deviation from the
center of mass coordinate squared weighted by the quark and antiquark constituents of the

meson, which has the simplified form,

(Qomg + Qgm)(8%) po
2

2 _
(r*)po = (o ) : (2.58)

where Qg and Q7 are charge of the quark and anti-quark respectively.
0 = ro — rg is the relative coordinate.
For D°(cit) meson, mg = m, = m = 0.336GeV

and mg = m. = 1.55GeV = ym; y=4.61.
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Thus from equation (2.58),

227

= e @ (2.59)

<”2>DO

Since y =4.61 and (82) 5 > 0, from equation (2.59), it is clear that D°(cit) has a negative

square charge radius.

In Do(cﬂ) meson, a negatively charged light u-antiquark is orbiting around a heavier pos-
itively charged c-quark. Since the mass of c-quark is very large compared to the u-antiquark,
when we probe lightly into the charge distribution, we will see the charge of the light objects

which are in the tail of the distribution orbiting out at large distances.

The same explanation is valid for B®(db) and B?(sh) mesons also, where a light d-quark
is orbiting around a heavier b-antiquark and a light s-quark is orbiting around a heavier

b-antiquark respectively.

The perturbative stability of our results is also checked in the present model as shown in
Table 2.5.

Table 2.5 Mean square charge radii of D and B mesons.

Meson (r?) (Fermi®)
With Parent With Total
wave function wave function

DV (cd) 0.233 0.260
D%(cii) -0.406 -0.453
D} (c5) 0.205 0.216
BF(ub) 0.490 0.536
B%(db) -0.242 -0.266

BY(sb)  -0.207 -0.214




2.4 Conclusion 49

2.3.5 RMS radii

We obtain the RMS radii of various mesons using equation (2.53) as shown in Table 2.6.

Table 2.6 RMS radii (#,,,5) in Fermi.

Ol Meson Frms 1N Fermi 1y in Fermi
with Dirac without Dirac
modification  modification
factor factor

7r+(uaT) 0.989 0.948
K(us/ds) 0.992 0.950
0.39 D(cﬁ/cd_) 0.998 0.955
D/ (c3) 1.007 0.961
cC 1.046 0.990
B (Bc) 1.082 1.061
0.22 bb 1.141 1.116

In Table 2.7, we give the different model predictions of rms radii for heavy flavored
mesons available in literature [79, 80] for ¢¢ and bb.

Table 2.7 RMS radii (7;,,5) in Fermi from different model prediction.

Frms(Fermi)
Meson  pef[79] Ref.[80]
cC 0.4490 04530

bb 0.2245  0.2260

From Table 2.6, we see that our values of rms radii for ¢ and bb are higher than those of

Table 2.7.

2.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, we have used a cut-off ¥ which is obtained from the theory to predict the
results for masses, charge radii and RMS radii of various heavy flavored mesons. The results
for masses of D mesons are higher than those of experimental results. However, it is to be

mentioned that by changing cut-off parameters " and rq the exact value of experimental
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masses could be obtained. To modify the values of ¥’ we need to change the values of the
strong coupling constant (¢). From the Table 2.3 it is seen that the results based on the
unperturbed wave functions are better than those of the total ones. However, it is needed to
be mentioned that these tabulated values are shown to check the perturbative stability of the

results, such that the contribution from the parent part is more than the perturbed term.

We have also studied the graphical behavior of the form factors. Graphs for form factors
of the mesons are shown displaying the variation with momentum transfer square (Q?). From
the graphs, it is seen that the form factors for charged mesons decrease with increasing values
of @2, but for neutral mesons, a temporary rise in form factor is observed, a feature not
uncommon even for light neutral Kaon [96] also. At the lower scale, Q7 itself ceases to play

the dominant factor of the overall behavior in this particular model.

The mean square charge radii of heavy pseudoscalar mesons have not been measured
experimentally yet. In earlier cases in ref.[78], the model did not show good results for the
charge radii of B mesons, though the model was quite successful in the prediction of results
for light mesons and heavy flavored D mesons. We have improved the results of ref.[69, 78]
by introducing two cut-off parameters " and ry. In ref.[78], the confinement parameter ‘b’
was taken to be zero due to perturbative constraints. However, with the improved version of
the present work, we overcome such limitation by incorporating the value of confinement

parameter to be b = 0.183GeV?.

Also by changing the values of strong coupling constant for charmonium and bottomo-

nium scale, the results for RMS radii for bb and ¢ can be improved.
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The values of cut-off parameters 7, ry and masses of quarks which are input parameters

are kept fixed for the next chapters of the thesis.



Isgur-Wise function of heavy-light mesons

in the potential model

3.1 Introduction

The heavy hadron spectroscopy played a significant role in the foundation of QCD. In last
few years, it has sparked a renewed interest in the subject due to various data available from
the B factories[99], CLEO [100], LHCb [101] and the Tevatron [102]. In more recent times

the discovery of X-Y states [103] as possible charmonium and bottomonium hybrids have



3.2 Formalism 53

extended such study of the exotic heavy hadron spectroscopy. The most recent discoveries
of the charmonium pentaquarks [104] have further increased its importance. The simplest

systems of this area are the heavy-light and heavy-heavy hadrons.

In the last few years, the experimental study of heavy-light and heavy-heavy mesons
have renewed the theoretical interest towards HQET (Heavy Quark Effective Theory) and

Isgur-Wise function [105-107].

In this chapter, we will report a study of such heavy flavored mesons in QCD potential

model [77].

3.2 Formalism

3.2.1 Slope and curvature of Isgur-Wise function

Isgur, Wise, Georgi [25, 108] and others[4] showed that in weak semi-leptonic decays of
heavy-light mesons (e.g. B mesons to D or D* mesons), in the limit mg — oo all the form
factors that describe these decays are expressible in terms of a single universal function of
velocity transfer. This function is known as the Isgur-Wise function, which is normalized
to unity at zero-recoil. It measures the overlap of the wave functions of the light degrees of

freedom in the initial and final mesons moving with velocities v and v/ respectively.

The Isgur-Wise function is denoted by &(Y), where Y = v.v' and &(Y)|y=; = 1 is the

normalization condition at the zero-recoil point (v =1") [34].

The calculation of Isgur-Wise function is non-perturbative in principle and is performed

earlier [66, 71] for different phenomenological wave functions for mesons. This function
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depends upon the meson wave function and some kinematic factor as

§() = [ anrly(n)Peos(prdr (3.1)
0
where y(r) is the wave function for light quark only and

2.2 4 4

pre  p'r
— 127

cos(pr) > + 7

T (3.2)

with p? =2u?(Y —1).

Taking cos(pr) upto O(r*) we get,

E(Y) = /00047rr2|l//(r)|2dr— {47:“2/0% r4|1//(r)|2dr} (¥ — 1)+

) - (3.3)
St [ a0 12
0
In an explicit form, the Isgur-Wise function can be written as [4, 25]
E(Y)=1-p*(Y —1)+C(Y —1)%, (3.4)

where p? > 0.

The quantity p? is the slope of the Isgur-Wise function which determines the behavior of

Isgur-Wise function close to zero recoil point (Y = 1) is known as the charge radius:

0
p* = —%\H (3.5)
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The second order derivative is the curvature of the Isgur-Wise function known as convexity

parameter:

1 (9%
C= 3 (m) ly=1. (3.6)

Now from equations (3.3) and (3.4),

p>=amu? [ ()P (3.7)
0
2 4 ("6 2
C=Zmu / POl (r)2dr (3.8)
0
and
/oo47rr2|l//(r)|2dr: 1. (3.9
0

In the present work, we improve the equations for p? and C to

” o
p? = 4nu? [/O r4|l//1(r)|2dr+/P r“\w,,(r)\zdr] (3.10)
and
2 4| s 2 06 2
C=Zmu /0 S (r)| dr+/P Sy (7)[2dr| . 3.11)

Using these modified expressions for slope and curvature of Isgur-Wise function in
equation (3.4), we have computed the results. In equations (3.10) and (3.11), y;(r) and yy;(r)

are the wave functions as defined in equations (2.21) and (2.35) of Chapter 2 respectively.
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3.3 Calculation and results

In Table 3.1 and 3.3, we find the slope (p? and p?) and the curvature (C and C’) using
modified equations (3.10) and (3.11) respectively. The input parameters in the numeri-
cal calculations are m,, = 0.336GeV, my; = 0.336GeV, my = 0.483GeV, m. = 1.55GeV,
mp =4.95GeV and b = 0.183GeV? and ay values 0.39 and 0.22 for charmonium and bot-

tomonium scale respectively, which are same with the previous chapter.

The numerical results for p2 and C in the Isgur-Wise limit is shown in Table 3.1, where
we consider the mass of active quark/antiquark (in this case b-quark) to be infinitely heavy
(mg/ mg — o). In this infinite heavy quark mass limit, reduced mass [ becomes that of the
light quark/antiquark (m,/ni,) (in this case u-quark), i.e.
mgmo

lim g = lim

—— =my. 3.12

We have also compared our results with the predictions of other models [109-116].

Table 3.1 Values of p? and C in the present work and other works in the limit mg — .

p* C

Present work 1.176 0.180
Other work

Le Yaouanc et al. [109] >0.75 0.47
Rosner [110] 1.66 2.76
Mannel [111] 0.98 0.98
Pole Ansatz [112] 1.42 2.71
Ebert et al. [113] 1.04 1.36
QCD sum rule [114] 0.65 0.47

UKQCD Collaboration [115] 0.8371312 -
CLEO Collaboration [116] ~ 0.76+0.1640.08 -

However, in a generalized way we can also check the flavor dependence of the form

factor in heavy meson decays. We calculate the slope (p’?) and curvature (C) of the form
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factor of semi-leptonic decays in finite mass limit with the flavor dependent correction. In
Table 3.3, we compare our present results with ref. [65, 66], where the reduced masses of
the mesons are obtained in Table 3.2 using equation (2.17). The results in the present work

clearly show an improvement over the ref. [65, 66].

Table 3.2 Reduced mass of heavy-light mesons in GeV.

Meson Reduced mass (i)
(GeV)

D(cii/cd) 0.276

D;(c5) 0.368

B(uB/dB) 0.314

B (sb) 0.440

B.(bc) 1.180

Table 3.3 Values of slope (p’?) and curvature (C") of the form factor of heavy meson decays
in the present and earlier work with finite mass correction.

Meson p”? C
D(cii/cd) 0911 0.106
Dy(c5) 1.318  0.228
B(ub/db) 1.110  0.260
By(sb) 1722 0.721
B.(ch) 4.646  6.074
D(cii/cd) 1.136  5.377
Dy(c5) 1.083  3.583
B(ub/db) 12828 5212
B (sb) 112.759 4841
Ref.[117] B.(cb) 5.45 31.39

Present work

Ref.[65, 60]

From Table 3.3, a large variations for the values of p’> and C’ are observed with respect
to Table 3.1. This disparity is also seen from the predictions of ref. [65, 66] specially for
B(ub/db) and B,(sbh) mesons. This is because in Table 3.1, the slope (p?) and curvature
(C) of Isgur-Wise function are obtained in infinite heavy quark mass limit (mp — o). But
in Table 3.3, the values slope (p’?) and curvature (C") of form factors are obtained in finite

mass limit. Also in the present work we have considered the scale factor, c = 0. So, the scale
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parameter doesn’t have any affect in the wave functions of the system, while in ref. [65, 66]

the values were obtained for a non-zero value of ‘c’.

The graphical variation of Isgur-Wise function &(Y) with Y in the Isgur-Wise limit is
shown in Fig.3.1 (using Table 3.1), where the mass of the b-quark is considered to be infinitely
heavy and the reduced mass  is 0.336GeV (mass of u or d-quark/antiquark). In a similar
way, we draw Fig.3.2 (using Table 3.3) for finite mass and flavor dependent correction. For

comparison the results of ref. [110] and [113] are plotted in the same graphs.

To draw the graphs, we have used equations (3.10) and (3.11) in (3.4). £(Y) is found to
have the expected fall with ¥ = v./. Tt is seen from the figure that the computed results are

well within the values of the model [110, 113].

10F
09,

08"

IsgurWiseFunction &

07 ]

0.6 ; 1 L L L L 1 L L L L 1 L L L L 1 L L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ;
1.00 1.05 1.10 115 1.20 1.25
Y

Fig. 3.1 Variation of form factor with Y in the Isgur-Wise limit. The blue and red graph
correspond to the results of quark model in relativistic approach of ref. [113] and non-
relativistic approach of ref. [110] respectively.
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Fig. 3.2 Variation of form factor with Y with finite mass correction. The blue and red
graph correspond to the results of quark model in relativistic approach of ref. [113] and
non-relativistic approach of ref. [110] respectively.

3.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, we have calculated the slope and the convexity parameter of the Isgur-Wise
function considering the scaling factor ‘c’ to be zero by giving equal fitting to both the
Coulomb and linear part of the Cornell potential unlike in the ref. [63, 65, 70, 71, 117-119].
The values of slope and curvature of the Isgur-Wise function calculated in this chapter are
well within the limit of other model values (Table 3.1). Also our calculations provide a
measure of the slope and curvature of the form factors with finite mass corrections. From
our results, we can say that the modifications induced by mass effect are not so significant
for D(cii/cd), Dy(c5), B(ub/db), By(sb) mesons. However, for the mesons where light
quark/antiquark is not so light compared to the heavy quark/antiquark, the finite mass limit
do show a very strong dependence on the spectator quark mass, as for B.(ch) meson (Table
3.3). It presumably suggests that the finite mass correction approach is not effective for
mesons where the constituent light quark/antiquark is not so light compared to the other

heavy quark/antiquark constituent.



Leptonic decay constants of heavy-light

mesons 1n the potential model

4.1 Introduction

The strong interactions between the quark and the antiquark in a meson lead to the de-
termination of the wave function of the bound state. The study of the wave functions of
heavy-flavored mesons like D and B are important not only for studying the properties of

strong interactions between heavy and light quarks but also for investigating the mechanism
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of heavy meson decays. The wave function determines the momentum distributions of the
quark and antiquark in mesons, which is a significant quantity for calculating the amplitude,

form factors and decay constants of heavy meson decays [73, 120-123].

In this chapter, the modified wave functions using a short distance scale r. in analogy
to hydrogen atom are obtained in coordinate space. The decay constants fp, fp;, /B, fB, and
fB. are computed in both coordinate and momentum space and compared with the available
experimental data and other theoretical models. Here we introduce a new cut-off parameter,
pf in momentum space, in addition to r*. We also study the variation of the wave functions

with inter-quark distance r and momentum p.

4.2 Formalism

4.2.1 Definition of decay constant in coordinate space

In the non-relativistic limit, the pseudoscalar decay constant fp and the ground state wave

function at the origin y(0) are related by the Van-Royen-Weisskopf formula [124],

12

2
)P @)

fr=

With QCD correction factor the decay constant can be written as [125]

12 _
=4/ —|w(0)|2C? 4.2
fre= /37 WOPC @2
where
2 — _%{Z_MM@}, (4.3)
T mi+mj mj
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where Mp is the pseudoscalar meson mass obtained in Chapter 2 (Table 2.2).

Equations (4.1) and (4.2) show that we need to obtain wave function at the origin to find
decay constant. But with the Dirac modification factor <%) _8, the wave functions (2.21)
and (2.35) at r = 0 develop a singularity. Again with € = 0, though the wave function at
the origin for (2.21) survives, but for (2.35) the singularity remains. In this case, one has
to regularize the wave function at the origin [126] which has a quantum mechanical origin
in QED. It is well known that the relativistic wave function of the hydrogen atom has such

singularities too. However, such an effect is noticeable only for a tiny region [83],

1
1—

_ 16300

_ __2_
2mzorr < e ( 7) <e & ~10 # (4.4)

where z and m are the atomic number and reduced mass of the hydrogen atom respectively,
a is the electromagnetic coupling constant and y = v/1—2z2a2. In QCD, one replaces m, o
and 1 — 7, the hydrogen-like properties by u, %ocs and € respectively. Here o is the strong
coupling constant, € is as defined by equation (2.19) and (2mzor)(Y~1) changes to <%> _g,
which leads to a cut of parameter r. up to which the model can be extrapolated (r > r).

—&
Using the typical length scale for the relativistic correction term <%) < %, one obtains

re ~ ape :. 4.5)

With this cut-off r., the normalized and regularized wave function corresponding to wave

function (2.21) is

y/;‘”“l(r/) — N {1—%/,1[)410(1/)2} (i) e_%. (4.6)

| 3 ao

Similarly, for (2.35), the corresponding regularized wave function is
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/ N’ / / / / ] / N\
l}/ﬁml(l’): 7[1+A11’ —|—A2(l’ )2 —|—A3(l’ )3 _|_A4(r )4]Al[p1r —f—p()] (I’ ) ) 4.7)

ao

with
¥ =r4re. (4.8)

4.2.2 Definition of decay constant in momentum space

The decay constant in the momentum space [127] can be expressed through the meson wave

function y(p) as

12 d3p Ei+m; 3 Ej+m, 3 p2
= ATP/(zn)i( 2E; ) ( 2E; ) <1+/1P[Ei+mi][Ej+mj])W(p) *+9)

with

Ap=—1

and

E = p2—|—m~2

17

E;= 1/p2—l—m5.
p2

In the non-relativistic limit .- << 1.0, the expression (4.9) reduces to the Van-Royen-

Weisskopf formula (4.1) as shown in Appendix G.
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4.2.3 Wave functions in momentum space

The Fourier Transformation of the wave function (2.21) is

2 "
—2/0 rsin(pr)yi(r)dr, (4.10)

total __
) = -

vi(p

where the wave function y;(r) is as defined in equations (2.21).

Similarly, the corresponding wave function in momentum space for (2.35) is

mml 1/ / rsin(pr)yy(r)dr. 4.11)

where the wave function y;;(r) is as defined in equation (2.35).

The analytical form of the wave functions (4.10) and (4.11) taking Airy function up to

O(r") are shown in Appendix H and I respectively.

Now just as we have used a cut-off ¥ in r-space as mentioned in Chapter 2, here too we
introduce a cut-off parameter p” in p-space. This is done, since in the short range (p < p°),
linear potential is perturbatively compatible while for the long range (p” < p), the Coulomb

potential is.

4.2.4 Determination of cut-off p” in the model

The Fourier Transformation of the Coulomb part of the potential — O“ [128] is

for2)
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_ 1670 4.12)
3p?

On the other hand, the Fourier Transformation of the linear part br cannot be obtained
directly. One introduces a parameter € by defining a screened potential [128] and follows the
limit € — O as

bre "

82 e—sr

=bo s (4.13)

The Fourier Transformation of the above is

82 3 e &
_ pr
b882 /d re .

87h 32mbe?
=— . 4.14
(P +e? " (T e) 9

In the limit € — 0, equation (4.14) reduces to

_8nb
P

(4.15)

From perturbation conditions, we write:

for choice-I: (Coulomb potential as parent and linear potential as perturbation)

1670 N 8mh |
3p? p

| — (4.16)

and for choice-II: (linear potential as parent and Coulomb potential as perturbation)
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87:[9’ S| - 167a
3p?

B (4.17)

Inequality (4.16) and (4.17) will correspond to a particular point of p, say p’, where
P =4/ 230]? , such that for p < p” Coulomb part is dominant over the linear confinement term

and for p > p® linear part is dominant over the Coulombic term.

Now with the cut-off parameter p”, equation (4.9) will be modified to

[12 (7" &p (E;+my : Eg+myg 2 p?
=4/ — 1+ A4
Jr MP/O (2 3( 2E, ) ( 2E; ) ( - P[Eq+mq][Eq+mq‘])WI(p)+
[12 (0 dp (E,+m, 2 E;+my 2 p?
1+ A
/ z( ) ( 2E; ) ( " P[Eq+mq][Eq+mq‘])w”(p)

(4.18)

where y;(p) and yy;(p) are the wave functions in momentum space as defined in equa-

tions (4.10) and (4.11) respectively.

4.3 Calculation and results

The input parameters in the numerical calculations are m, = 0.336GeV, m; = 0.336GeV,
mg = 0.483GeV, m. = 1.55GeV, my = 4.95GeV and b = 0.183GeV? and o values 0.39 and

0.22 for charmonium and bottomonium scale respectively.

Values of p’:

In Table 4.1, we have recorded the numerical values of the quantities to be calculated at

charmonium and bottomonium scale.
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Table 4.1 p” in GeV with ¢ =0 and b = 0.183GeV?

o-value p" (GeV)
0.39

(for charmonium scale) 0838
0.22

(for bottomonium scale) L7

Values of r.:

In Table 4.2, we compute the numerical values of small scale r, using (4.5) for various B and

D mesons.

Table 4.2 Values of cut-off r, in GeV !

Meson re (GeV ™)
D(cii/cd) 0.0073
Dy(c5) 0.0055
B(bu/bd) 1.452x107°
By(bs) 1.038 x 10~°
B.(bc) 3.872x 10710

Decay constants in coordinate space:

We calculate the decay constants of various D and B mesons using equations (4.1) and (4.2)

as shown in Table 4.3 with the regularized wave functions (4.6) and (4.7).
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Table 4.3 Decay constants of D and B mesons using Van-Royen-Weisskopf formula with
regularized wave functions (4.6) and (4.7) and comparison with experimental data and other
theoretical models. All values are in the unit of GeV'.

Meson (this work) (this work) Experimental value &
fr fr. Other work
D(cii/cd) 0.293 0.274 0.205+ 0.085+0.025 [129, 130] (Exp.)
D;(c5) 0.368 0.335 0.254+ 0.059 [129, 130] (Exp.)
B(bu/bd) 0.206 0.203 0.207 4+ 0.014[73]
0.189 [131]
B (bs) 0.239 0.236 0.237+ 0.017 [73]
0.218 [131]
B.(bc) 0.410 0.389 0.433 (Rel), 0.562 (NR) [132]
0.470 [87]

Decay constants in momentum space:

The formula given by Godfrey as defined in equation (4.9) is sufficient to incorporate
relativistic effect for decay constant. Therefore, to obtain the results we have considered
€ = 0 in the wave functions (4.10) and (4.11). With cut-offs p” and py, the results in the

momentum space are as recorded in Table 4.4.

Table 4.4 Decay constants of D and B mesons with cut-off pf and comparison with experi-
mental data and other theoretical models. All values are in the unit of GeV'.

Meson (this work) Experimental value &
fr Other work
D(cii/cd) 0.107 0.205+ 0.08540.025 [129, 130] (Exp.)
D;(c5) 0.147 0.254+ 0.059 [129, 130] (Exp.)
B(bu/bd) 0.068 0.198+ 0.014 [73]
0.189 [131]
Bs(Bs) 0.076 0.2374+ 0.017 [73]
0.218 [131]
B.(bc) 0.101 0.433(Rel), 0.562 (NR)[132]
0.470 [87]

The maximum value of pg in equation (4.18) in obtaining the results of Table 4.4 can be

considered ~ 1.2GeV demanding the positivity of the decay constant.
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Table 4.3 and 4.4 show that the decay constant of mesons in coordinate space using
equation (4.2) agree well with the data than for the decay constants in the momentum space

using equation (4.18). In momentum space, the results are found to be smaller than those of

experimental data and theoretical values.

Fig. 4.1 and 4.2 show the graphical variation of wave functions y;(r) (equation (2.21))

and yy;(r) (equation (2.35)) with r respectively.
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Fig. 4.1 The radial wave function y;(r) for D(cii/cd) meson.
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Fig. 4.2 The radial wave function y;;(r) for D(cii/cd) meson.

The variation of probability density | 7y;(r) |> and | ryy;(r) |? with r for D(cii/cd) meson

are shown in fig. 4.3 and 4.4 respectively.
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Fig. 4.3 The radial probability density | 7y;(r) |? for D(cii/cd) meson.

Fig. 4.5 and 4.6 show the graphical variation of wave functions y;(r) (equation (2.21))

and yy;(r) (equation (2.35)) with r for B(ub) meson respectively.
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Fig. 4.4 The radial probability density | ryy;(r) |* for D(cii/cd) meson.
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Fig. 4.5 The radial wave function ;(r) for B(ub) meson.

The variation of probability density | ry;(r) |*> and | ryy;(r) |* with r for B(ub) meson

are shown in fig. 4.7 and 4.8 respectively.
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Fig. 4.6 The radial wave function yy;(r) for B(ub) meson.

0.14

0.12}
0.10-

0.08 -

Iy, (n)]?

0.06 |

0.04

0.02

oopl—" o o
0.0 05 10 15

r(Gev)

Fig. 4.7 The radial probability density | ry;(r) |> for B(ub) meson.

The graphical representation of the wave functions as well as the radial probability density
with 7 show similar variation as that of hydrogen atom [133] except that the scaling factors-
‘m’ the reduced mass of hydrogen atom, ‘a’ the atomic Bohr’s radius, ‘a’ the fine structure

constant is replaced by ‘i’ the reduced mass of the meson, ‘ag’ the QCD analog of Bohr’s
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Fig. 4.8 The radial probability density | ryy;(r) |* for B(ub) meson.

radius and ‘¢’ the strong coupling constant respectively.

Respectively in Fig. 4.9 and 4.10, we show the graphical variation of wave functions y;(p)

(equation(4.10)) and yy;(p) (equation (4.11)) in momentum space with p for D(cii/cd).
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Fig. 4.9 Wave function y;(p) for D(cii/cd) meson.
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Fig. 4.10 Wave function yj;(p) for D(cii/cd) meson.

Similarly, in Fig. 4.11 and 4.12 we show the graphical variation of wave functions y;(p)

(equation(4.10)) and yy;(p) (equation (4.11)) with p for B(ub) mesons in momentum space

respectively.
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Fig. 4.11 Wave function y;(p) for B(ub) meson.
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Fig. 4.12 Wave function yj;(p) for B(ub) meson.

The qualitative features of the heavy flavored meson wave functions (Fig. 4.9 to 4.12) are
similar to those of the model of ref. [73]. One can also study the corresponding probability

density in momentum space.

4.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, the results for decay constants of mesons found using equations (4.1) and (4.2)
are well consistent with those of experimental data and other theoretical models. Whereas
the decay constants of mesons obtained using (4.18) are lower than that of using Van-Royen-
Weisskopf formula, also the values are smaller compared to experimental values and other
theoretical models. Then the addition of the Dirac modification factor to the wave function
will further reduces the results. However, it is seen that the equation (4.9) takes into account
the relativistic effect up to any order of (¥) or (£) and additional effects are unwarranted.
Thus at phenomenological level it is observed that the equation (4.9) is not appropriate in

the present model to compare with the data. This is done to test the predictive power of the
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model in momentum space (p-space).

Decay constants of heavy-light mesons (e.g. D, D; mesons) are still not measured with
high accuracy compared to light mesons (e.g. 7, K mesons). However, the discrepancies are
reduced to a certain extent by updates from experiments [130, 134—138]. Reliable experi-
mental data for decay constants of D and D; mesons have been obtained for measurements
done in CLEO [130, 134, 135], Belle [136], BABAR [137], BES III [138] collaborations,
etc. Again, the decay constant fp, for B; meson cannot be measured experimentally due to
its charge neutrality. Hence it has to be determined from theory. For experimentalists, it has

now become a great challenge to extract the value of decay constant fz of B meson.



Constituent gluons in scalar glueballs: a

group theoretical analysis

5.1 Introduction

A glueball is a theoretical compound particle. It is composed entirely of gluons, without
valence quarks. Gluons carry color charge and experience the strong interactions. Therefore
glueballs are viable in QCD. Such states have not been an easy subject to study due to the

lack of phenomenological support and therefore much controversy has been associated with
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their properties. Also glueballs are tough to identify in particle accelerators because they
mix with normal meson states. Glueball is mainly produced in radiative J/y decay and
p — p annihilation processes as mentioned in Chapter 1. Theoretical calculations based on
non-perturbative methods like lattice QCD and QCD sum rules concur that the lightest glue-
ball should be a scalar resonance (J”¢ = 0" ") with a mass range 1600 & 150 MeV followed
by a tensor (271) and a pseudoscalar (0~ ") glueball in the 2000-2500 MeV mass region
[139, 140]. But unfortunately, no definite answer to the question whether a glueball has been
observed or not can be given yet. It is to be mentioned that although gluons are color octets,
glueballs are color singlets. So a single gluon cannot be a glueball, but a gluelump [141].
The forthcoming experiment FAIR with PANDA as detector [142] is specifically designed to
detect glueballs and hybrid mesons in charmonium spectroscopy. Theoretical calculations
predict that glueballs should occur at energy ranges available with current collider technology.
But due to the difficulties as mentioned, they have so far not been observed and established

with certainty. But still, it is a worthwhile theoretical pursuit.

In this chapter, we report the results for scalar glueballs using Young Tableau which
is used to determine the number of constituent gluons in low-lying scalar glueballs. In
Mathematics [144], a Young tableau is a helpful combination tool in representation theory.
In 1900, Alfred Young, a mathematician at Cambridge University, introduced Young tableau
[143]. By taking the direct product of irreducible representations, the representations of
higher dimensions are obtained. These representations are however reducible. Young tableau
gives a explicit way of reducing it to the direct sum of various irreducible representations

[144, 145]. In quark model, the three quarks: up(u«), down(d) and strange (s) belong to the

fundamental representation 3, corresponding to the Young Tableau representation of

flavor SU (3) and the corresponding antiquarks (iz,d, §) belong to the conjugate representation
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3, the corresponding Young Tableau configuration being

Similarly, the gluons are color octets and their fundamental representation in SU(3), is 8

and the corresponding Young Tableau configuration is

The group theoretical tool can only be used for low-lying scalar C = +-1 glueballs, since
only for the scalar glueball / = 0 and s = 0; J/ = 0. Similarly, in case of scalar glueball there

will not be any additional angular momentum multiplicity.

5.2 Formalism

Here we outline the method how group theoretical tool of Young Tableau of SU(3). can be
used to find the maximum number of constituent gluons in an experimentally observed scalar
glueball.

We show the product result for (8. x 8.) in SU(3).:

For that we put @’s in the 1* row and b’s in the 2" row as

® P )| ¢ (5.1)
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:( a Cle9 Cl@ a
a
a
P 4 g P a
a a
(5.2)
a a
@ @ )l b
a
a a
a

From (5.2), we can get rid of the last one containing two a’s in the same column, and
there are also four rows which are forbidden for SU(3) [146, 147]. At this stage, we also

combine any non-distinct diagrams of (5.2) yielding,

(5.3)
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We now use the restriction of admissible (appropriate) sequences [146] to avoid double

counting. The restriction to read these boxes is from right to left, top to bottom. The

sequences of equation (5.5) would correspond to

@ % | % = baa ® aab ® aab @ baa ® aba ® aab & baa ® aba & baa & aba. (5.6)
b
Dropping baa which is an inadmissible sequence,

A . a|a g ala g a

b b alb

b
@ il il [2>
a b a 5.7
b a alb

(5.7) shows the result for glueball consisting of two gluons. Thus two color-octet gluons
can form a color singlet glueball. It means that if only one glueball is observed, the glueball

must be composed of two gluons. Similarly, from the bound state of three or more gluons the

corresponding representations can be found out.

5.3 Results

In Table 5.1 we show the possible number of color singlet glueballs corresponding to the

maximum number of constituent gluons. The results are obtained for glueballs up to 7
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constituent gluons. The only condition is that each of the glueballs are color singlets. We
have denoted n multiplicity of m dimensional irreducible representation of SU(3), as n(m),

ie for example 3(10) = 10+ 10+ 10 and so on.

Table 5.1 Number of color singlets corresponding to the maximum number of constituent
gluons.

Direct product Direct sum Number of color
singlet glueballs
8, X8, 1+8+8+10+ 10+ 27 1
8 x 8 x 8, 2 (1) +8(8) +4(10)
+4 (10) + 6(27) +4 (35)+64 2
8: X 8. X 8. X 8 8 (1)+32(8)+22(10)+
18(10) +33(27) + 4( 28) +30( 35)
+12(64) +6 (81) + 125 8
8e X 8 x 8 X8 x 8¢ 32(1) 4 145(8) + 117(10)+

83(10) + 180(27) +40(28)

+200(35) +94(64) + 10(80)

+72(81) +20(125) + 8(154)+

216 32
8 X 8. X 8, X 8. X 8 X 8, 145(1) 4+ 702(8) + 642(10)+

408(10) +999(27) + 322(28)

+1260(35) + 10(355) + 660(64)

+140(80) +630(81) +215(125)

+140(154) + 18(162) +30(216)

+10(260) + 343 145
8 X 8. x 8. x 8. x 8, x8:x8. 702(1)+3598(8) +3603(10)+

2109(10) + 5670(27) +7840(35)

+2352(28) + 168(55) + 4424(64)

+1400(80) +4872(81) + 1890(125)

+1568(154) + 336(162) +426(216)

+239(260) +41(343) +28(280)

+12(405) 4 512 4273 + 330 702
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In Table 5.2, we show the correspondence between the observed number of glueballs and
the possible number of constituent gluons in them. For example, if the number of detected

glueballs is 31, the possible number of constituent gluons will be 2, 3, 4 (Table 5.2).

Table 5.2 Possible number of constituent gluons corresponding to the number of scalar
glueballs observed.

Number of scalar ~ Possible number of
glueballs observed constituent gluons

1 2

2-7 2,3

8-31 2,34
32-144 2,3,4,5
145-701 2,3,4,5,6
702 2,3,4,5,6,7

The above analysis demonstrates that the Young Tableau calculation gives the possibility
to infer the maximum number of constituent gluons from any number of observed glueballs.

Here we have confined the results for glueballs up to multiplicity of 702.

However, the predictions discussed above do not give any information about the relation-
ship between the number of constituent gluons and the masses of the observed glueballs,
since, in exact SU (3 )¢ symmetry, gluons are massless and the present work doesn’t incorpo-

rate any dynamics.

5.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, we have shown how one can use Young Tableau to infer the number of
constituent gluons from the multiplicity of low-lying glueballs. In lattice QCD calculation,

low-lying C=+1 glueballs are identified with two gluon states [43](or at least with hadrons in
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which two gluon components are widely dominant). The group theoretical approach cannot
make the distinction among the glueballs of different number of constituent gluons. The
only constraint is that the glueballs must have total orbital momentum and total spins of the
constituent gluons be separately O so that angular momentum does not have any role in its
spectroscopy. The proposed simple constituent gluon counting rule will hopefully be useful

for the glueballs to be searched in near future.



Summary, limitation and future outlook

The work of the thesis is devoted to theoretical and phenomenological studies of heavy
flavored pseudoscalar mesons in a QCD inspired quark model. In the model, the analytic
expression for the non-relativistic Schrodinger wave functions for the Coulomb-plus-linear
potential, V(r) = —% + br, called Cornell potential are obtained. The first-order wave
functions are obtained using Dalgarno’s method of perturbation. Relativistic effects are
then incorporated into the wave functions by using standard Dirac modification factor in a
parameter-free way [82, 83]. The model is then used to calculate the masses, form factors,

charge radii, RMS radii, decay constants of heavy flavored mesons, besides Isgur-Wise func-

tion and its derivatives, the convexity parameter and charge radius of heavy-light mesons are
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studied. The results are compared with available experimental data and with the predictions

of other models and also with the earlier work.

Certain improvement to the model has been incorporated in the present work compared
to previous studies [63—66, 69-71, 78, 117-119]. First is based on the Quantum Mechanics
principle that a scale factor ‘c’ in the potential should not affect the wave function of the
system even while applying the perturbation theory, the term ‘c’ is considered to be zero in
the Cornell potential. Another is depending on the perturbative piece of the Hamiltonian
(confinement or linear) the effective radial separation between the quark and antiquark ‘7’ is

divided at the point r*.

These modifications provide a satisfactory explanation of the quantities we obtain in our

model.

In Chapter 2, we obtain the analytical form of the wave functions for the Cornell poten-
tial, considering both Coulomb potential as the parent and linear as the perturbation, and
linear potential as parent and Coulomb as the perturbation. The strong coupling constant Q,
we use the standard values of MS scheme- 0y;4(m.) = 0.39 and a5¢(m.) = 0.22 [94] at the
charmonium and bottomonium mass scales respectively. The values of cut-off parameter
rf are calculated for both the mass scales. The additional cut-off ry is used in the model

basically due to the polynomial approximation of the series expansion used in the Dalgarno’s

method of perturbation. The cut-off r( is independent of the property of the Airy function.

The acquired wave functions are then used to calculated the masses, charge radii and
RMS radii of various D and B mesons. The results for masses derived here are found to be in

good agreement with the experimental data, especially for B mesons (Table 2.2). The results
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for charge radii of mesons clearly shows an improvement over the earlier analysis of ref. [69]
and [78] for B mesons. However, the RMS radii calculated in Chapter 1 for c¢ and bb are

higher than those of other theoretical models compared (Table 2.6) .

In Chapter 3, we have reported the results of Isgur-Wise function calculating its slopes
and curvatures. The Isgur-Wise function of the heavy-light mesons is studied in the infi-
nite heavy quark mass limit and also for the finite mass corrections. From the study, it is
seen that for the mesons where light quark/antiquark is not so light compared to the heavy
quark/antiquark, the finite mass limit does show a very strong dependence on the spectator

quark mass.

In Chapter 4, we study the leptonic decay constants of various D and B mesons. The
decay constants of the mesons are calculated in coordinate space using Van-Royen-Weisskopf
formula (4.1) and (4.2) with the regularized wave functions (4.6) and (4.7) at the origin using

a short distance cut-off (r.) as defined in equation (4.5).

Our calculated results (Table 4.3) were found to be in agreement with the experimental
data and other model values compared. In the chapter, we have also used a different formula
(4.9) as given by Godfrey [127] to study decay constants of the mesons in momentum space.
To use that formula we obtain the wave functions at the momentum space (4.10) and (4.11)
by doing Fourier Transformation of wave functions (2.21) and (2.35) respectively. The
Fourier Transformation of the cut-off 7 is also obtained as p” in momentum space. Since
the formula (4.9) is sufficient to incorporate relativistic effect for decay constant, therefore,
to achieve the results we have considered € = 0 in the wave functions (4.10) and (4.11).
The results obtained using (4.18) are found smaller than those of experimental data and

other theoretical values (Table 4.4). The addition of the Dirac modification factor to the
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wave function will further reduce the results. Moreover, it is to be noted that this relativistic
formula (equation 4.9) in our semi-relativistic approach doesn’t help to compare with the

data available.

To summarize, we have outlined in chapters 2, 3 and 4 of the thesis an improved QCD
quark model and reported several quantities of phenomenological importance in the meson

sector.

Let us now discuss the limitation of this work presented in chapters 2, 3 and 4, which arise
mainly because of the approximations we have used. In the model we have considered the
cut-offs 7 and p” in coordinate and momentum space respectively. Another important point
of the analysis is the introduction of the additional cut-off r( (or pg) used in the wave function
(2.35). It is employed in the integration basically due to the polynomial approximation of
the series expansion used in the Dalgarno’s method of perturbation. It may be taken as the
demerit of the perturbation technique we are using. A possible way to do calculations without

these assumptions will be a part of the further study.

Further in this work, the full relativity could not be considered for heavy-light meson
systems. Though the relativistic effect is introduced through the Dirac modification factor in
this work, there should also have some other significant dynamical effects that have been
studied in various relativistic treatments of the problem [113]. So this can be considered as
one of the limitations of the present version of the work. Further study needed to take into

account such limitation.

Besides the studies of heavy flavored mesons, in Chapter S, we have studied the group

theoretical tool of Young Tableau to find the possible number of constituents gluons in an
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observed scalar glueball. The present work is based on the pure SU(3). symmetry of Young
Tableau. The limitation of the work is that it could only predict the number of possible
constituent gluons in a particular glueball multiplicity, not beyond it. The proper gluon
dynamics is to be incorporated to obtain the masses of such multi-gluon systems. This aspect

needs further study.
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Wave function for Coulomb potential

_ 4o

-*) as parent and linear potential (br) as

perturbation

The first-order perturbed eigenfunction l[/(l) and first-order eigenenergy w) using quantum
mechanical perturbation theory (Dalgarno’s method) can be obtained using the relation

(2.10),
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(Ho —W(O))l//(l) = w —HyO),

For Cornell potential (2.8), we consider

V2 4o
Hy=———
07 Tou 3
(taking 7% = 1) and
H' =br.
Putting
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where l;/(o) is the unperturbed wave function in the zero’” order of perturbation and ay is

given by equation (2.18).

Equation (A.1),
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where we put

2
p=—H_ (A.11)
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Now
d dR
— (brR = bR br— A.12
— (brR(r)) = bR(r) + b1 (A12)
d? dR  d’R
— (brR =2b— +br— A.13
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Using (A.12) and (A.13) in (A.10) we obtain
d’R dR 2 2 dR 2 1
br—— +2b— + —bR(r) + —br— + —brR(r) — —brR(r)
dr? dr r r dr agr ag (A.14)

= D(br—w)e w.

Putting

R(r)=F(r)e , (A.15)
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ap r ap

Let

F(r)=Y A", (A.19)
n=0

then

F'(r)=Y nA,"! (A.20)
n=0

and

F'(r)=Y n(n—1)A," 2. (A.21)
n=0

- 2 - 2 2 =
(A.18) = br Z n(n—1)A,r" " + {4[)— —br} Z nA,r" !+ {—b - —b} ZAnr”
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n=0 ao n=0 r ao

=D(br—w)
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= {bin(n— l)An+4bf‘nAn—i—ﬂ?f:An}rn1 — {i—b inAn—l—i—b iAn}r"
= = 0 1=0 0 1=0

n=0 n=0 n=0
=D(br—wW).
(A.22)

Equating the co-efficients of ! on both sides of the above identity (A.22)
2bAy =0,

since b # 0, therefore

=Ap=0. (A.23)

Equating the co-efficients of ¥ on both sides of the identity (A.22),

2b
4bA| +2bA| — Ay = —DWD)
ap

=A; = _ng;(l)' (A.24)
Equating the co-efficients of ! on both sides of the identity (A.22),
2bA; +8bDAy +-2bAy — Z—bAl — %Al = Db.
ao ao
Using (A.24),
2 D _pwd) (A.25)

T 12 18bag



102

Equating the co-efficients of 2 on both sides of the identity (A.22),

4b 2b
6bA3 + 12bA3 +2bA3 — —Ar; — —Ar = 0. (A.26)
ag aop
Using (A.25),
D pw
= - A.27
> 40ap  60ba? (A2D)
Equating the co-efficients of > on both sides of the identity (A.22),
2b 2b
12bA4 + 16bA4 +2bAs — —3A3 — —A3 = 0.
ap ap
Using (A.27),
D  pw®
Ag=—s— 5. (A.28)
150ag  225ba
From (A.19)
F(r)=Aor’ + A1 r + A3 + A3 + A + . (A.29)
Now from (A.9), (A.15) and (A.29),
() = brF(r)eié (A.30)
=br (A()ro +A P AP AP A+ ) ¢ W
- {Ao(br) FAL(B2) + A (%) + As(br*) + Aa(br°) + ...}e‘%. (A31)

Now applying (A.23), (A.24),(A.25), (A.27), (A.28) to (A.31),
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0= |G 00+ 48 (5 5500} L (3 ) | )

D 1 w so | -
[ - b a .
+{75ag (2 3bao)}< r)}e ’

Again from (2.13)

wb) :/‘Ifl*ooHlllfloodT

1 o _ n 27
= —3/ (br)r?e “Odr/ Sinede/ do
0 0 0

_47r oo

- 3
Ttay J0

_ 4 66161
N ag 16

= 5bao. (A.33)

2r
(br)e “dr

Hence

5 =0. (A.34)
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1 _r
=— Ubagr-e 9. (A.35)
24/ may

The total wave function is thus

lI/total _ ll/(O) + lI/(l)

1 1 —
_ [1 _zubaorﬂ e (A36)

r

3

Considering relativistic correction factor the equation (A.36) becomes

V/mml(r) _ N {1_1‘,’1[%10;2] (ai>_ ¢ @, (A.37)
0

\/mad 2



Wave function for linear potential (br) as

parent and Coulomb potential (— %) as
perturbation
For the Cornell potential (2.8), we consider
V2
H():—ﬁ—i‘bi’ (Bl)
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and
4o

H =—
3r

(B.2)

To find the unperturbed wave function corresponding to Hy, we employ the radial

Schrodinger’s equation for potential br for ground state,

1 d> 2d
— ﬂ [(W + ;E’> +br] R(r) = ER(r), (B.3)

where R(r) is the radial wave function. We introduce u(r) = rR(r) and the dimensionless

variable

3
p(r) = (2ub)r— (—“) E. (B.4)
The equation (B.3) then reduces to

d2
# —pu=0. (B.5)

The solution of this second order homogeneous differential equation contains linear

combination of two types of Airy’s functions Ai[r| and Bi|r|.

The nature of the Airy’s function reveals that
Ai[r] — 0 and Bi[r] — oo as r — co.

So, it is reasonable to reject the Bi[r] part of the solution.

The unperturbed wave function for ground state is

N
O () = TOAi[mr—i— Pol, (B.6)
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where N 1s the normalization constant and p; = (2#[9)1/ 3

Po is the zero of the Airy function, such that Ai[pg] = 0.

po has the explicit form as mentioned in equation (2.29).

The first order perturbed eigen function y(!) is obtained using relation (A.1).

Then taking - 1, equation (A.1),

2
= (—;—HV2+br—E) yD) = (W(l) + 4%) w0 (r).

In terms of the radial wave function the above equation can be expressed as

(520 ) ~2utor—p) | R0 = 20 (w42 L.

Let
1 1
R(r) = ;F(’”)Ai[P] = ;F(’”)Ai[PlrJrPo],
so that
dR 1 . | P1 y
5 = — P (NAilp]+ —F(r)Ailp] + =~ F (r)Ai|p],
d*R - 2 . 2, . 2p ./ 1, ..
2 = aF(Ailp] = S F (rAilp] — — F(r)Ai|p] + — F Ailpi ]+
20 i

—F'(r)Ai'[p]+ =~F (r)Ai"[p].

(B.7)

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)

(B.11)
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Now we introduce the identity

Ai'lp] = = Z(p)Ai(p), (B.12)

so that

Al"(p) = Z*(p)Ai(p) +Z'(p)Ai(p). (B.13)

Then the equation (B.8) becomes

(B.14)
_4(XS 2/.L B (1)
3 r 21w
Assuming
_ ki(r)
Z(p)=—
and
ko (r
2(p) +2(p) =21,
(B.14) = F"(r)+2p1F'(r) kir) +piF(r) kzgr) —2u(br—E)F(r)= _4?‘ 20 2uw®
r r r
(B.15)
Now using (A.19), (A.20) and (A.21), the above equation (B.15) becomes
n—2 n—1 kl 2 nk2 n
n(n—l)ZAnr +2pllZAnr — +pj ZAnr —2—2/.L(br—E)ZAnr
m n r n r n (B.16)

__SO2H )
3 r
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= (n(n—1)Y Ay +2p1n Y Ak +p3Y Ao | 72 —2ub Y Aur"
n n n n

QUEY A = —4;1“‘ 21w,

r

Now equating the co-efficients of 2 from the above equation (B.17),

pleokz =0

= Ay =0.

Equating the co-efficients of ! of (B.17),

4ol
Y

2p1A1ky -|-P12A1k2 =-2u 3

4o

1= I o
2p1ki + pika

= A

Equating the co-efficients of ¥ of (B.17),
2A5 +4p1Ask) + piAsky + 2UEAg = —2uWwD)

—2uw®
- 244piki +pika

A

Equating the co-efficients of r! of (B.17),

6A3 + 6p1Ask) + pFAsky — 2ubAg +2UEA; =0

B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)
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Az

. —2uEA1
N 6+ 6p1k +P12k2.

Equating the co-efficients of 7 of (B.17),

12A4 + 8p1Asky + p12A4k2 —2UbA1 +2UEA>; =0

4

. —2UEA> +2UbA4
124 8p1k; +p12k2 ’

Equating the co-efficients of > of (B.17),

20As + 10p1Ask; + pAsk, — 2p1bAs + 2UEA3 =0

5

. —2UEA3+2UbA,
20+ 10p ki + piky

Equating the co-efficients of * of (B.17),

3046 + 1201Ack1 + pPAgks — 211bA3 +2UEA, =0

= Ag

 —2UEA4+2ubAs
30+ 12p1k; +pika’

Equating the co-efficients of  of (B.17),

42A7 + 14p1A7ky + pPAzky — 2ubAs + 21 EAs = 0

7

 —2UFEAs+2ubAy
42+ 14p1ki + piky

(B.21)

(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)
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and so on.

Using (A.29), the perturbed wave function will be

1
l[/(l)(r) = ;[AOI’O + A+ A + AP + Ayt + Asr + Aer® + Agr! + . JAilprr 4 pol.

(B.26)
Now the total wave function with relativistic correction factor is
N/

l;/’mal(r) =—1 + AP+ AP AP+ AP + Aart + Asr + Agr® + A7 + -
' \-e (B27)

Ailp17+ po) (—) :

ao

The co-efficients Ag,A1,A3,As,..... are appearing from the series solution of Schrodinger

equation using the Dalgarno’s method of perturbation.



Continuity of the wave functions y;(r) and

l//[](l") at rP

To check the continuity of the wave functions, we first plot the wave function ‘y;(r) vs r’
in the range 0 < r < r* and then the wave function ‘y;(r) vs r* in the range r* < r < ¥ as

shown in figures C.1 and C.2 respectively.

A plot of complete wave function ‘y;(r) + yy;(r) vs r’ is drawn in fig. C.3 to check the

continuity of the wave function at the point ‘7.
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Fig. C.1 The wave function y;(r) for D(cii/cd) meson.

10

3

Y (r) (GeV 2)
o
o

o
>
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r(Gev1)

Fig. C.2 The wave function y;;(r) for D(cii/cd) meson.

From the fig. C.3, it is evident that there is no break or mismatch of the wave functions

vi(r) and yy;(r) at the point r*.
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Fig. C.3 The complete wave function y;(r) + yy;(r) for D(cii/cd) meson.



Mass of D(cii/cd) meson using formula
(2.3'7) considering various co-effcients of

equation (B.27)

From Table D.1, it can be inferred that the with increase of the cut-off ry the mass of the me-
son increases slightly at the beginning, then becomes stable with the increase of ry. Similarly,

the change is not so significant with the increase of the number of terms of the wave function



116

Table D.1 Mass of D(cii/cd) meson in GeV with different order of the terms of wave function
(B.27) and with the different values of upper cut-off ry.

ro With upto  upto upto upto upto upto  upto
(GeV~l) Eqn(B.6) O(r') 0(?) o@®) oG*) o) o@F°) o)
5.076 2.253 2308 2313 2311 2438 2256 2211 2322

10 2.260 2368 2460 2461 2.604 2512 2570 2.547

100 2.260 2369 2461 2463 2.641 2542 2.623 2.756

Infinity  2.260 2369 2461 2463 2.641 2.542 2.623 2756
(B.27).

Now, considering the wave function (B.27) upto O(r’) we check the behavior of the

normalization constant with different ry,

/ 0 0 2 3 4 5 6 7]
N = /P 4r {H—Aor +A (N r+Ax(r)r” +Az(r)r’ + Aa(r)r* + Asr’ + Agr +A7r}

e < L (D.1)
2 7 :
Ailprr+po) | — ) dr) .
ao
Table D.2 Normalization constant with different upper cut-off ry.
ro (GeV~T) 5076 8 10 14 18 25 50 100 1000 Infinity
N’ 0.0143 0.0081 0.0076 0.0060 0.0059 0.0059 0.0059 0.0059 0.0059 0.0059

The graphical representation of Table D.2 is shown in Fig. D.1.
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N/
0.010
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0.006 - °

0.004 -

0.002 -
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ro(GeV 1)

Fig. D.1 Normalization constant (D.1) with different rg.

From Fig. D.1, it is clear that the Normalization constant of the wave function B.27

converges with the increase of ry and becomes stable after a particular value of ry < 18GeV .



Form factor F (Q?); with wave function

(2.21)

P =Y < [ dmr o) P sin(0i)a ”
I_ZQ,- A mr | wi(r) | sin(Qir)dr (E.1)

i=1

Using equation (2.21) in equation (E.1) and integrating over r,

e; 8 azQZ
) = w2y & [ Y2~ 26,17 )sin((2~ 2€).6)(1+ =0 )

i=1 Qi ao 4
a 202 (6 — 26 P Vsin( (6 — 2¢).6,)(1 a30? . 4 E2)
+26 25“ (7(6—2¢,r"))sin((6 —2€).6;)( +T)
(12 . aZQiZ B
— g Mb(v(4 —2,r"))sin((4 — 2€).0) (1 + 070)*2



119

where
6, = sin~ Ll , (E.3)
4 \2
(0t+3)
where only the first term of the following series is considered
3 5
3
sin~1(x) = x+ % + %, (E.4)
with
g (E.5)
4\2
(0+3)
which is true for very low Q2.
We split the sine function of equation (E.2) using
3.5
iy —y— 2
siny =y 3 +5!. (E.6)
Now equation (E.2) becomes
2 2¢e 3 5 212
2 a2 € |27 _ _ __(2*28> 3, (2-2¢)° s Qi e 1
PO =N g 226 (2-2008 - e+ Bt hef 1 2
N _2e)3 _9g)S 22
+26a_028uzb2(y(6—2£,rp))<(6—28)9i—(6 3!28) 63+ 5!28) 0,-5)(1+“(§4Q’)83 (E.7)
5 4-2¢) 4—2¢) 202
~ lub(ys—2e.) (4= 200 E3gp o B2 g ) 14 202 ye2)
Using (E.2) and (E.5) in equation (E.7),
2 2¢ _9e)3 _hp)s 202
PO =N L | 2226 (2 2606 - 22 g+ B2 g ) 1+ e
i=1 0 . !
a (6 —2¢)? (6—2¢)° a30? .
+26_02£u2b2(y(6—2g,rp))((6—2£)X,~— T 07X; + 31 Q?Xis)(l‘i‘o‘l)g :
o 4—2¢)? 4-2¢) 202
bl —2e,7) (420 B2 g B2 o) 1.4 W2,

(E.8)
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where

X = (Q%+i2) . (E9)
do

(S

At low Q2 limit, equation (E.8) reduces to equation (2.46) and with € = 0 to (2.49).



Form factor F(Q?);; with wave function

(2.35)

2 . I

F(O*) u=Y ‘i

5 )47rr| v (r) \2 sin(Q;r)dr (F.1)
= YiJrP
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At low Q2 limit equation (F.1) gives

F(Q?) |= 47N"a ez (a1 —b1po)? (y(—2€,r0) — y(—2¢,1"))sin((—2€)¢;)

125

(07) 2
+(171131)2(7/(2—2«*?»"0) (2 —2¢,r"))sin((2 - 2€)¢;)
(ke
_ 2bipi(a1 —bipo) (y(1 —2¢,r0) — y(1 —2¢,r"))sin((1 - 2¢) )
(ke
16 (a1 —b1po)*pos(v(3 —2€,r0) — (3 — 2¢,rF))sin((3 — 2¢) 1)
3 (Pik)2(03) 7
+L6 (a1 —b1po) a2/ 2p1 (Y(4 —2¢,19) — y(4 —2¢,r))sin((4 — 2¢) ¢)
3 (Pik)3(0}) %
16 (b1p1)*pos (¥(5 —2€,r0) — (5 —2€,17) )sin((5 — 2€)¢i)
3 (Pik2(0)) %
+§(b1pn)2ua.92\/mw(6—28 ro) — (6 —2¢,r"))sin((6 —2¢)¢:)
3 (P1k)(Q))"F*
L 32bipi(ar —bipo)pay(v(4 —2e,ro) — (4 —2¢,r"))sin((4 — 2¢) i)
3 (P1h)2(07) "=
32 bipi(a1 —b1po)2v/2pi ko (Y(5 —2€,r0) — ¥(5 —2€,r7))sin((5 — 2€) ¢1)
3 (Pik)}(0D) 7
_ 8 (a1 —bipo)*poy(y(4—2e,ro) — y(4 —2¢,r"))sin((4 - 2¢) 1)
3 (Pik2(0}) %
+§ (a1 —b1po) > as2/2p1 (Y(5 —2¢€,19) — y(5 — 2¢,rF))sin((5 — 2¢) ¢)
3 (Pik)3(03) "7
+(8uas)z(blpl)2(7(8—28 7o) —Y(8 — ESZVP))sin((S—%)d’i)
3 (Pik)*(02) 7
+(8/,Las)28p1(blpl)z(}/(lo—Zs,rg) y(10 —2¢,7"))sin((10 —2¢)¢)
3 (piho(0}) "
_(SWs)z(b1p1)24\/ﬂ(7(9—28,ro) (9 —2¢,"))sin((9 —2¢)¢)
3 (Pik)3(0}) "=
_(8uas)22b1p1 (a1 —b1po)(Y(7T—2¢&,19) — y(7—2¢,r"))sin((7 —2¢) ¢)
3 (Ph)*(0}) "%
_(8Has)22blpl(al—blpo)SPI(Y(9—2€ ,r0) = V(9 —2&,7"))sin((9 - 2¢)¢y)
3 (PIK)S(Q) 7

4 8H06s)24b1P1(01*blpo)z\/m@’(g*zg ,r0) — V(8 —2&,r"))sin((8 — 2¢)¢)

‘)28

( 3 (p1k)>(QF) 2

where

o; :sin_l(l),
a; = 0.355028,

F.2)
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b; = 0.258819,
b=0.183GeV?2,

2
po = —33373,

p1 = 0.715309u3

Blw

and k = 1.335867.

Putting these values in equation (F.2) and using approximations (E.4) and (E.6), the

equation (F.2) reduces to

2
F(QZ) = 47rN/2a(2)8 Z €i[0.913(y(—2¢,r9) — y(—2¢,7"))(—2¢) (Qz)112£
i=1 i 2

1
—0.3533 (y(1 — 2, r0) — y(1 — 2&,77))(1 _2s)ﬁ

40.0342 3 (7(2 — 2€,r0) — ¥(2 — 2£,rP))(2—28)+728
)=

1
—5.33p0(y(3 — 2€,r0) — y(3 —2¢,77)) (3~ 28)@%)74_728

+(13.35/,L% —5—2.06;1% —2.66u)0(y(4—2¢€,rp) — y(4—2e7rp))(4—2£))1528

1
+(6.67516 — 5173 —0.2u3 ) oty ((5 — 2€, r0) — (5 — 2, 77)) (5 — 28)(2)ﬁ
2
1
+0.50114 5 oy (7(6 — 2¢, r9) — 7(6 — 2€, 7)) (6 — 28)(277_28
o)
—3.017u3 a2(Y(7 2, r0) — (7 —2€,r7))(7 — 26) ——

1
(029213 +15.13 )2 ((8 — 2¢, ro) — 7(8 — 2&,17))(8 — 2s)ﬁ

|
(146318 +18.9115)a2(7(9 — 2¢,r0) — ¥(9 — 2¢,77))(9 — 2¢ _
s 10—2¢

+1.83u o (y(10 —2¢,r0) — y(10 — 2, r7)) (10 — 2¢) |

(F3)
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F( ) = 47N"a eze, F1

52 (F.4)

where

F =0.913(y(—2¢,r9) — y(—2¢,r"))(—2¢),

Py = —0.353u3 (y(1 — 2€,r0) — y(1 — 2, 7°))(1 - 2¢),

Fy = 00342013 (7(2 — 2¢,r0) — 7(2 — 2€,77)) (2 — 2€),

Fy = —5.33p0,(y(3 —2¢,r9) — (3 —2¢,77))(3 — 2¢),

Fs = (133506 +2.061 3 — 2.661) 0t (y(4 — 2€, o) — y(4 — 2¢,77)) (4 — 2¢),
Fo = (6.67506 —5.17u3 —0.2u3 )0 (y(5 — 2€,r0) — 7(5 — 2¢,77)) (5 — 2¢), (F5)

= 0.5011 8 o, (Y(6 — 2€,r0) — (6 — 2¢,77)) (6 — 2€),

Fy = —3.017u% a2 (y(7 — 2€,r0) — y(7 — 2€,77))(7 - 2¢),

Fy = (0. 292;13 +15. 1u Yo (v(8 —2¢&,r0) — ¥(8 —2¢,r7))(8 — 2e),

Fio = — (1463115 +18.9113)a2(y(9 — 2€, r0) — y(9 — 2¢,17)) (9 — 2¢),

Fii = 1.83u3 o2 (y(10 — 2¢,r9) — y(10 — 2¢,7°)) (10 — 2¢).

We can express equation (F.4) as defined in (2.48),

F(Q°) ln=4nN"a 3826’{2’?" )kze] (F.6)

With € = 0, the equation (F.6) reduces to (2.50).

2 11 1
F(Q?) = 4nN" ei[ F’—kl (E.7)
(@ l=amVL e ooyt
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where
Fy = ~0.3535 (v(1,r0) = 1(1,"),
F{ =2 x0.034203 (¥(2,r0) — 7(2, 7)),
F{ = =3 % 5.33u04(y(3,r0) — ¥(3,/")),
FL =4 x (133506 +2.0613 —2.6611) 0 (Y(4, ro) — y(4, 7)),
Fl = 5% (6.6751% —5.17u3 —0.2u3 )y (¥(5,r0) — ¥(5,77)), .
Fj =6x0.50111'5 a,(¥(6,r0) — 7(6,r")), "
Fl=—7x3.017u3 o2(y(7,r0) — y(7.77)),
Fy =8 x (02923 +15.113 ) a2 ((8,r0) — ¥(8, 7)),
Fly=—9x (146316 +18.913)a2(¥(9,r0) — ¥(9,r")),

F{; =10 x 1.83u° o2 (7(10,79) — y(10,7)).

In obtaining (2.46), (2.48), (2.49) and (2.50) we have used the integrationl,

/mxp_le_axsin(mx)dx = M. (F9)
0 (a*>+m?)2

The Incomplete Gamma Function used in obtaining (2.48) and (2.50) is

/vts_]e_tdt =y(s,v) — v(s,u). (F.10)

u

I s, Gradshteyn, 1. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series and Products (Elsevier, 2007).



Derivation of equation (4.1) from equation

(4.9)

From equation (4.9), we get

_ /12 [ &p (Eitm 2 Ej+m; 3 p?
= VP/(M)%( 2E; ) ( 2E; ) (IJF}LP[Ei-I-mi][Ej—f—mj])W(p)' ©.1)

We know from the relativistic formula of energy,
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E? = p?c? +m?c. (G.2)

In the natural unit, ¢ = 1,

E =+/p*+m2. (G.3)

In the non-relativistic limit m? > p2,

E=Vm=m. (G.4)

Now replacing E; = m; and E; = m; and Ap = —1 for the pseudoscalar meson in equation

(G.D),

B 12 d3p m; + m; 2 mj—+m; 2 p2
fP_VM_P/(Zﬂ')%( 2m; ) ( 2m; ) <1+Ap[mi+mz'][mj+mj]>W(m'

(G.5)

. . . . . . . 2
Neglecting the last term in the non-relativistic limit % — 0, we get

12 d’p
=4/— v(p). G.6
fr Mp / (27[)% (p> ( )

Again, from the Fourier transform

1 .
_ lpl‘d3 ) G.7
VO =5 [vperay (G.7)
Putting r = 0 in (G.7),
)iy = [vipdp. (G.8)

Hence from equations (G.6) and (G.8), we obtain equation (4.1),



128

(G.9)



The wave function (4.10) in momentum

space

3
)total — ZN\/Ea(% ’}/(zyrp) 12/,Lba8 :| ,

1— (H.1)
w(1+a2p?)? [ 2(1+agp?)

vi(p

where N is the normalization constant.

In obtaining (H.1), we have used Incomplete Gamma function

P

/ ety = (s, ). (H.2)
0



The wave function (4.11) in momentum

space

vir(p)' " = N'[(ay — b1po)(Ty + T + Ts + Ty + Ts) — b1py (Ts + T7 + Ty + To + Tio)]
(L1)

where N’ is the normalization constant and the co-efficients Ty, 15, T3, ..... T are

T =

32 [2 pa (v4n) —v(4.r") (1_2W> (12)
3 ﬂ(plk)z pS plkp ’ .
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[2 10uW" (¥(5,r0) — ¥(5,7")) 12¢/(2+4p1)
D=—y/— 1— 1.3
’ T (pik)? po ( pikp ) ’ (@.3)

3(pik)* P’ pikp

+360\/12p1(1+P1)}

(p1kp)?

s \F 12812, WO (¥(8,70) — ¥(8,1")) {1 <18\/<6+6p1>+18m>
3= ; - 3

(1.4)

. \F 36U WOW! (¥(9,r0) — ¥(9,)) [1_ 40,/(3+2p1) +20./(2+4p1)
TV (k) plo pikp

+880\/(3+2p1)(2+4p1)}
(p1kp)?

(1.5)

)

Ts =

144 /2 p?bay (¥(9,70) = ¥(9.")) {1_ 20,/2p; +20,/(12+ 8p1)
3V 7 (k) P10 ko

+440«/2p1(12+8p1)}

(p1kp)?

{1.6)

T =

40 /2 poy (v(5,r0) — y(5,7")) (1_12m>7 1.7

3V m(pik)? p° pikp

[2 12uW! (7(6,r0) — ¥(6,r")) 14\/(2+4py)
T=—y/=2 |- V2T L8
’ m (p1k)? p’ ( pikp ) @3)

_ \F 1442, WO (v(9,70) —v(9, ") [ (203/(6-+6p1) +20v2p1
V7 3(pik)? P pikp

440+/12p;(1
N V12pi( +p1)]7

(p1kp)?

1.9

. _\/740u2W0W1 (7(10,r9) — y(10, 7)) {1_ 44.\/(3+2p1) +22/(2+4p1)
TV (k) p! pikp

1056+/(3 +2p1)(2+4p1)}
(p1kp)? ’

(1.10)

3 (p1k)* pH pikp

+528\/2p1(12+8p1)}

(pikp)?

Io = _ 160 \F w2y (1(10,10) = ¥(10,r")) [1 B (mm +22\/(12+8p1)>
T
(L11)
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The Incomplete Gamma function as shown in equation (I.12) is used in obtaining the

co-efficients 77, 1>, T3, ..... Tio,

/ e gy — ¥(s,v) — (s, u). (1.12)

u

In obtaining (H.1) and (I.1) we have used the integration as defined in equation (F.9).



