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A systematic calculation of the coupled-channel effects in hadronic transitions in the ¢ and bb sys-
tems is given. The unitarized quark model based on the *P, quark-pair-creation mechanism is adopted
as the coupled-channel model. The emitted pions can now be produced both from the conventional
Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka- (OZI) forbidden process described by QCD multipole-gluon emissions and from
the light-quark loop through an OZI-allowed process described by the quark-pair-creation model. There
is interference between the two kinds of transition amplitudes. Taking the experimental values of
LY —J /Y 7m) and dT (Y —J /Y 7)) /dM . as inputs to determine the two unknown parameters in the
theory, we predict the transition rates and M, distributions in the bb system. The obtained rates for
Y' —>Yrm, Y'—Y7rm, Y'—Y'7mr and the distribution dT(Y' —Y#w)/dM,, are in good agreement
with the experiments. For dI'(Y"'—Y#w)/dM ., the present theory does give a bigger low-M . distri-
bution than the pure QCD multipole expansion does, but it is still too small to fit the CLEO data.

I. INTRODUCTION

Because of the requirement of unitarity, coupled-
channnel effects should, in principle, be considered in the
theory of heavy quarkonia. At present it is still not possi-
ble to study coupled-channel effects from the first princi-
ples of QCD. Phenomenological studies of coupled-
channel corrections to the energy spectra, leptonic
widths, electromagnetic transition rates, etc., in the ¢ and
Y families have been made in different models and the re-
sults are successful [1,2]. For hadronic transitions in the
c¢ and bb systems, a systematic study of the coupled-
channel contributions does not exist yet. The existing
systematic calculations are based on QCD multipole ex-
pansion and the naive single-channel model [3-5]. This
kind of calculation gives successful predictions for the ha-
dronic transition rates in the ¢z and bb systems and the
77 invariant-mass (M _.) distributions in ¢'—J /¢
+a7+7 and Y —Y+7+7 [3-8]. However, recent
CLEO experiments [9] on the 77 invariant-mass distribu-
tion in Y’'—Y-+7"+7" give a severe challenge to the
conventional theory. The CLEO data show a double-
peaked shape of dD(Y"'—Ynw 77 )/dM__, while the
QCD multipole expansion gives only one peak at the
high-M . region. There are several attempts to explain
the CLEO data by assuming different dominant transition
mechanisms in Y"—-Y-+#7+7. Voloshin [10] and
Truong [11] assumed the existence of a four-quark state
Y; having nearly the same mass as Y’ and coupling
strongly to Y7 and Y, and the dominant transition
mechanism is suggested to be Y'Y, +7r—Y+7+7
which enhances the low-M . distribution. Bélanger, De-
Grand, and Moxhay [12] combined this mechanism with
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the final-state 77 interactions and got a double-peaked
shape of dI'(Y"'—Ywm)/dM . but the low-M . peak is
not at the desired position. This assumption can be
directly tested by searching for Y, in the decay
Y(4S)— Y+, whose branching ratio is roughly of the
order of 1% [10,11]. So far no positive result has been re-
ported. A different suggestion by Lipkin and Tuan [13] is
that the transition is dominated by Y"'—>B-+B
—B*+B+7—>B+B+m+m—Y+m+m so that the
transition amplitude is proportional to k,-k, (k; and k,
are three-momenta of the two pions) and this leads to an
M . distribution symmetric in low- and high-M . values.
Moxhay [14] further assumed that the above mechanism
is dominated by a constant amplitude rather than being
proportional to k,-k, and it is large enough (comparable
to the multipole amplitude) to have a significant interfer-
ence with the multipole amplitude. He was able to make
the M distribution fit the CLEO data by adjusting the
magnitude of the constant amplitude. The Lipkin-Tuan
and Moxhay amplitudes are actually parts of the total
coupled-channel contributions. They should be studied
together with other coupled-channel contributions and
should be examined in ¢ —J/Y+7+7 and
Y'—Y+m7+m as well. This study should also be con-
sistent with the coupled-channel study of other heavy-
quarkonium processes such as energy spectra, leptonic
widths, etc. Once a realistic coupled-channel model is
taken, these amplitudes are completely calculable.
Therefore a systematic calculation of the coupled-channel
effects in hadronic transitions is of special interest for
making clear whether or not the Lipkin-Tuan or Moxhay
mechanism can really be realized. Furthermore, hadron-
ic transitions from states above the threshold can also be
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measured in recent experiments [15]. A theoretical study
of ¥(3770)—J /Y+m+m considering state mixings (a
part of coupled-channel effects) has been given in Ref. [4].
A thorough investigation of this kind of process also
needs a systematic calculation of coupled-channel effects.
In this paper we shall take a well-accepted realistic
coupled-channel model and give a systematic calculation
of coupled-channel effects in hadronic transitions. We
shall first give a general formalism and then calculate
specifically the 77 transitions from a spin-triplet S state
to a lower-lying spin-triplet S state in the ¢ and bb sys-
tems. Other hadronic transition processes can be con-
sidered in the same way from our general formalism. In
the coupled-channel formalism the emitted pions can still
be produced from the conventional Okubo-Zweig-lizuka-
(OZI) forbidden process described by the QCD
multipole-gluon emissions but with coupled-channel
corrections. In addition, once light-quark loops are in-
troduced, the emitted pions can also be produced from
the light-quark loop through an OZI-allowed process.
This contains the amplitudes considered by Lipkin-Tuan
[13] and Moxhay [14]. One of the well-accepted success-
ful models, the unitarized quark model [2] (UQM) based
on the 3P, quark-pair-creation (QPC) mechanism [16],
will be adopted as the coupled-channel model in this pa-
per. We take this model for the following reasons: (a)
the parameters in this model are carefully adjusted so
that the model gives a better fit to the ¢ and bb spectra,
leptonic widths, etc., and (b) the QPC model has been
shown to give not bad results even for OZI-allowed pro-
duction of light mesons [16,17], which we have to be con-
cerned with in our calculation of the second-kind pion-
emissions process. The above-mentioned amplitudes of
the second-kind pion emissions depend solely on the
model of QPC, so that there are no free parameters in
these amplitudes when the model is given. When we use
the soft-pion approach to the hadronization matrix ele-
ment in the multipole amplitudes (the first kind of pion
emissions), as we did in Ref. [3], there are two unknown
parameters, namely, the magnitude and phase of the un-
known constant c¢; [3], which affect the final results. We
shall take the well-measured experimental values of I'(¢)’
—J/Ywmr) and dT(Y' —J /Y 7m)/dM,, as inputs to
determine the two parameters and make predictions for
the transition rates and M, distributions in the bb sys-
tem. We shall see that the obtained rates of
Y ->Y+m+m, Y'>Y+7+m, Y'>Y' +7+7 and the
distribution dT(Y'—Ywm)/dM ., all fit the new experi-
ments [6,8] better than the previous naive results in Ref.
[3]. The distribution dIT'(Y"'—Yw)/dM .. also gets im-
proved from the coupled-channel corrections. The low-
M __ distribution increases a little, but it is still too small
to fit the CLEO data. This small improvement comes
mostly from the state mixings in the multipole ampli-
tudes, while the corresponding amplitudes considered by
Lipkin-Tuan and Moxhay are actually smaller than the
multipole ones by an order of magnitude in the present
model. The smallness of the second-kind pion-emission
amplitudes is caused by the nodes of the Y'' wave func-
tion since the Y'’-B-B coupling is determined by the over-
lapping integral between the three wave functions.

Therefore the conjecture made by Lipkin-Tuan and Mox-
hay that these amplitudes are large is not realized in the
present model. Our result does not support their sugges-
tions. At present the explanation of the CLEO data is
still not clear. It seems that the physics is more compli-
cated than any of the suggested singly dominant mecha-
nisms.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we give a
general formalism of hadronic transition amplitudes in-
cluding coupled-channel effects. Section III contains the
details of the calculations and results of the S-state-to-S-
state 77 transition rates and M, distributions in the cc
and bb systems. Some discussions of the results and a
concluding remark are given in Sec. IV.

II. HADRONIC TRANSITIONS IN
COUPLED-CHANNEL THEORY

For giving a general formulation of hadronic transi-
tions in the coupled-channel theory, we first briefly re-
view the main points of the UQM. Let ® be the heavy-
quarkonium composed of a heavy quark Q and its anti-
quark O (e.g., J/Y, ¥, Y, Y, etc.) and D be the heavy-
flavored meson composed of Q (Q_) and a light quark @
(g) [e.g., D (D), D* (D *), B (B), B* (B*), etc.]. In the
UQM [2] the whole Hilbert space is divided into two sec-
tors: namely, the confined sector |®g;A) labeled by the
discrete quantum number A and the continuous sector
|DD;v) labeled by the continuous quantum number (say
the momentum) v. The state |®y; A ) is just the eigenstate
of the Hamiltonian H in the naive single-channel theory
with eigenvalue M% (the bare mass); i.e.,

Hy|®pA)=M3|®yA) , (1

and the state |DD;v) is a state with two freely moving
mesons £ and D, which is the eigenstate of the kinetic-
energy Hamiltonian H{ with energy eigenvalue E ; i.e.,

H|DD;v)=E,|DD;v) . (0))

The total Hamiltonian H of the system contains H,,

& and the quark-pair-creation Hamiltonian H gpc
which determines the OZI-allowed ®-D-2D vertex and
mixes the two sectors. H can be written as

H, O 0 H EPC }confined channels
H= 0 Hj + Hgpe 0 }continuous channels .
(3)
Note that

(@ A|Hgpe|Pg; A ) =0
and
(Z)f;ﬂHQPC |DD;v') =0 .

With Hgpc introduced, there will be the virtual process
®—>D+D— D' which causes the state mixing and ener-
gy shift (self-energy Il coming from the virtual 2 loop) of
the quarkonium @®. The physical quarkonium state
|®;A) is the eigenstate of the total Hamiltonian H with
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energy eigenvalue M, ; i.e.,
H|®;A) =M, |D;1) . @)

|®;A) can be written as a superposition of the states
|®g;A) and | DD;v):

|<I>;?»)=EaM,I(D0;7»'>+fdvc;h(v)L@f;v) . (5)
<

It is understood that the second term in (5) contains the
contributions of D (D) composed of Q (Q) and all possi-
ble g (g). From (1)-(5) we can easily see that

S (M, —M3)8;, —T,,(M;)]a, =0, (6)
<

where II,,. is the self-energy contributed by the D loops,
and for quarkonium states below the threshold [2]:

(Qo;kIHEPC|$f5;v)($.,‘5;v|HQPC|(DO;k'> dv
M}L_E

My :“f

v

(N

Equation (6) means that M, is obtained by diagonalizing
the mass matrix:

M =M38,,+ 1 . ®)

Let a,,. be the matrix diagonalizing M,,.. The mixing
coefficient a,,. is related to a,,. by

@ =Nyaiy 9)

where [2]

N,= |1+

2 (—1/2)

<$5;V‘HQPC |q)0;}\4>
M,—E

v (10)

v

is a normalization coefficient and N3 determines the
probability of finding the confined sector |®y;A) in the
physical state |®;A). The values of a’s and N, ’s for vari-
ous ¢¢ and bb states are given in Ref. [2]. The mixing
coefficient c, (v) is related to a,; by [2]

M= a3, {DD;v|Hgpc|PA' ) /(M; —E,) . (11)
<

The above consideration is sufficient for studying the
spectra, leptonic widths, etc., of heavy quarkonia when
the model for (DD;v|H gpc|Pg;A) is given [2]. Howev-
er, as far as hadronic transitions are concerned, we
should consider further various mechanisms of pion emis-

(fISliY=—i2n8(M;+w;—M,)

1
M,—H,+id,—H,

X <f l(H2 +H,,)

(H,+H

sions. Apart from the well-known OZI-forbidden
multipole-gluon-emission mechanism, the pion can also
be produced from the light-quark line in D or O through
an OZl-allowed mechanism. In principle the OZI-
allowed pion emission is also mediated by gluons, but at
present there is no proper method of calculating the
OZI-allowed soft-pion emissions from the first principles
of QCD. Now the OZI-allowed ®-D-D vertex is phe-
nomenologically represented by (DD;v|H gpc|Po;A)
with success [2] and the same treatment has been applied
to light-meson systems in Refs. [16] and [17]. The calcu-
lation in Ref. [17] shows that with a universal potential
model and coupling strength for calculating the matrix
elements of Hgpc, the model works pretty well for the
mesons ¢ and K, and even the results for 7 and p are not
so bad (the deviation of the results from experiments is
less than a factor of 2). The reason for the success of the
constituent quark potential model in studying light
mesons has been discussed by Gromes [18]. Thus, in this
paper, we take the same QPC model to treat the OZI-
allowed pion-emission vertex. As we shall see in Sec. III,
this kind of transition amplitude is smaller than the mul-
tipole one by an order of magnitude. Therefore a factor-
of-2 uncertainty in the calculation of OZI-allowed pion
emission does not affect the total amplitude much, and
thus our final results are reliable. The OZI-allowed pion
emission appears in the form

<$57T;V’|HQP011)QT;V> , (12)

in which the pion is produced by Hgpc from the light-
quark line in D or D and the other D or D serves as a
spectator.

In Ref. [19] a general formula for the S-matrix element
in the framework of QCD multipole expansion is given,
in which the OZI-forbidden soft-gluon-emission vertex is
described by the Hamiltonian

H,=—d, BYX,t)—m, BYX,0)+ - , (13)

where d, and m, are the color electric and magnetic di-
pole moments of ®, E? and B¢ are the color electric and
magnetic fields, and X is the coordinate of the center of
mass of ®. Now we have an additional OZI-allowed
pion-emission mechanism described by Hpc. Let

HpairEHQPC+HI)PC . (14)

Our general formula for the S-matrix element [19] can
now be generalized to

1
ERR
pat M,—H,+id,—H,

(H,+H i> , (15)

pair )
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where M; and M, are, respectively, the physical masses
of the initial- and final-state quarkonia, @ is the energy
of the final-state pions,

H, confined channels ,

A,=

¢ continuous channels ,

H,=Q,A%X,t),

with Q, the color charge and 4§ the gluon gauge poten-
tial (H,;=0 in color-singlet states), and /9, is understood
to operate only on the gluon fields. As has been men-
tioned, although both the OZI-forbidden and -allowed
pion-emission processes are mediated by gluons in QCD,
we take here different approaches to the different mecha-
nisms through H, and H,;,. Each of H, and H,;, de-
scribe one kind of pion emission, so that there is no dou-
ble counting in (15). Note that in (15) the Hpalr contrib-
ute to both the ®—2D—2D vertices and the pion-emission
vertices such as (12).

For isospin-conserving m# transitions the multipole
part is dominated by E1-E1 gluon emissions; i.e., H, is
dominated by the first term in (13) and only two H,’s are
to be taken into account in (15) [20]. In this case the two
pions can be produced either by the two H,’s or by two
Hpc’s but not both, since the two gluons in the two H,’s
can only convert into two pions (not one pion) due to iso-

J

=—i2nd(M,;+w,+w,—M,)
1

spin conservation. Therefore the two pion-emission
mechanisms are separated. Later on we shall use the
short terms ME amplitude and QPC amplitude for the
OZI-forbidden pion-emission (multipole expansion) and
the OZI-allowed pion-emission (quark-pair-creation)
transition amplitudes, respectively. In (15), apart from
the two H,’s in the ME amplitudes and the two Hgpc’s
in the QPC amphtudes, there can be extra H,;’s with
equal number of H pc’s and Hgpc’s. We know that a
pair of adjacent H gpcHgpc just creates a meson loop
which belongs to the self-energy correction. In the fol-
lowing calculations we shall identify the physical masses
of ® and D with the experimentally measured masses, so
that all self-energy contributions are understood to be al-
ready included and thus those adjacent H QPCH Qpc bairs
should be ignored. The quarkonium states |i) and |f)
are physical states including both the confined and the
continuous sectors [cf. (5)]. For the QPC amplitudes only
the continuous sector contributes. It is easy to see from
(11) that

fdvc;\(v)

DD;v)y=(M, —Hy) 'Hope 3, ap | P ')
<

(16)

Therefore, for 7 transition from [®;2;) to [®;A,), (15)
can be written as

x> a, 14 A <<I>01T7r Arkik,

£y . 2
)‘)‘f M,'_HO+180_
1 1 1
+H] ~ H ——H
PCM, — By +id,—H, ~M,—H,+id,—H, ‘M, —8, ¥
1 + 1 1
+H H _ H —H
*M,—A,+id,—H, M, —A,+id,—H, ‘M, —f, *°
1 1 1
+HTQPC = ; H, PN ) C ~ ) 2
M,—H,+idy,—H, M;—H,+id,— M;,—H,+id,—
FHpo— L ! _m q>-7u> (17
QPC M,— ﬁo QPC M,— ﬁo QPC M,— ﬁo QPC oli) s

where ©, and w, are the energies of the two final-state
pions, respectively. The first term in (17) is just the con-
ventional ME amplitude taking into account the state
mixings. Its diagram is shown in Fig. 1(a). This ampli-
tude has been calculated in Ref. [21] and the obtained
rates in the bb system are larger than the experiments.
We shall see that the inclusion of coupled-channel contri-
butions [other terms in (17)] makes the final results in
good agreement with experiments. The second term in
(17) represents multipole-gluon emissions from the con-
tinuous sector and the diagrams are shown in Figs. 1(b)

and 1(c). The third and fourth terms are amplitudes with
one gluon emitted from the continuous sector and the
other gluon emitted from the confined sector as depicted
in Fig. 1(d). The last term in (17) gives the QPC ampli-
tudes, and their diagrams are shown in Figs. 1(e) and 1(f).
The diagrams in Fig. 1(e) correspond to the processes
considered by Lipkin and Tuan [13] and Moxhay [14]. If
we take into account only the S-state 2 (2) meson con-
tributions in Fig. 1(e) [e.g., B(B), B * (B*)], the emitted
pions should be in the P wave due to parity conservation
and the amplitude is proportional to k,-k,, which is just
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the Lipkin-Tuan amplitude. If the D, (D,) meson be-  which is just the constant amplitude considered by Mox-
tween the two pions in Fig. 1(e) is taken to be the P-wave hay. Therefore both the Lipkin-Tuan and Moxhay mech-

excitation B ** (B **), the emitted pion can be in the S anisms belong to Fig. 1(e), and there are many other

wave and the amplitude is independent of k; and k,, coupled-channel amplitudes that should be calculated
m
7/
~y
D; ¢
(a)
m T m
/7 7/ /
/7 /
) bz
| D,
@ D+ D ot
b2 (b) DI Dl
mTm mw
/ 7 / 7
/7 / /7
(9]
D] D2 | D2
®; Ot +P; o
P3 Pa (o) O3 Da
T
/7 7
/7 7/
D3
Pt
bo

FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for various terms in Eq. (17). The solid lines, spiral lines, and dashed lines stand for quarks, gluons,
and pions, respectively.
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simultaneously.

In the UQM (2], the model for Hpc is taken to be the
3P, quark-pair-creation model formulated in Ref. [16].
We need to consider here the creation of light-quark
pairs g7 (g can be u, d, or s} with which a meson 4 goes
to two mesons B and C. The operator Hppc is expressed
as [17]

HQPC=7/QPCE >3 fd3P1d3P283(P1+P2)<llz:15z|00)
L,s, B ij
IZ SZ
XY (pl_pZ)q)aiBj
t 1
Xaa,»(pl)bﬁj(pz) ’ (18)

where Yqpc is a constant denoting the strength of QPC,

a’ (b7) is the creation operator of the light quark ¢ (g)

labeled by the spin index a () and the SU(3)-flavor index
S,

i(j), <I>;,-Bj represents the spin and flavor structure of the
qq pair:

S, __ 1 — - .S,
—7§(uu +dd+SS)Xl . (19)
The state vector of the meson A (B,C) can be written
as

| 4(B,C)k)= fd3q &A(B,C)(q)(pj;iﬁjagi

X(q+1hk)b g (—q+1h k)0) . (20)

Here a'"(b'") can be the creation operator of a heavy or
light quark (antiquark), ¥ 8,c)(q) is the momentum rep-
resentation of the meson wave function ¥ 45 )(Xx), k is
the momentum of the meson 4 (B,C), and

2m2 2m1

hl—

= > 1
m,+m, @D

2T m+m,

with m; and m, the masses of the quark and antiquark,
respectively. The matrix element (BC|Hgpc|A) can
then be calculated from (18) and (20). Apart from some
kinematical spin and flavor factors given explicitly in Ref.
[2], the dynamical factor of { BC|Hgpc| A ) is determined
by an overlapping integral:

1,(ABC)= [d’qY7(2q+h k)Y,
X(q—1h k)P 3@ E(q) , (22)

where k is the decay momentum. The wave functions
¥ 4,¥p, ¥ should be calculated from a certain dynamical
model. It has been argued in Ref. [2] that the final results
are not very sensitive to the details of this model, and
they take the following potential model [22] to calculate
the wave functions in (22):

r):8_7-r_1___
25 rin(r/w)

p=(Ae%)71 A=0.5 GeV ,
a=0.787 GeV /fm, b=1.378 GeV ,
c=1.20 GeV!,

m,=1.90 GeV, m,=5.25 GeV ,
m,=m;=0.336 GeV, m;=0.620 GeV .

V( +ar—be~"/°

The coupling constants ¥ gpc=3.03 is determined from
the best fit of the data [2]. This ygpc is almost universal
for heavy and light mesons. With the model and parame-
ters fixed, the self-energy II,,. can be calculated, and after
identifying the physical mass M, with the measured
mass, the bare mass spectra M g can be determined. In
the UQM the potential for the heavy-QQ systems is
chosen to fit the bare mass spectra and in Ref. [2] it is
chosen to be the Lichtenberg-Wills potential [23] but
with different parameters [2]:

)2
_8m (A=A

Vir 25 riIn(Ar) ’

A=Ae%%72, A=350 MeV, 4=—850 MeV , (24)

m,=1.90 GeV, m,=5.21 GeV .

In our calculation, we mainly follow these models, while
in the calculation of the ®-D-D vertices in Figs. 1(b)-1(f)
a corrected ® wave function considering (24) is used.

Our general formula (15) can be applied to other ha-
dronic transition processes and even some other decay
processes [19,24] with similar considerations.

III. CALCULATION OF TRANSITIONS IN
THE c¢ AND bb SYSTEMS

The matrix elements in (17) can be evaluated by insert-
ing intermediate states. For the ME amplitudes, after the
first gluon emission, the intermediate state contains a soft
gluon and a quark-antiquark pair in the color octet. It is
difficult to treat this strongly interacting three-body sys-
tem from the first principles of QCD. As what we have
done in Ref. [3], we take the string vibrational states [25]
to imitate these intermediate states. According to Ref.
[25], the potential for the string vibrational states differs
from the one for the normal QQ states only by a known
modification of the piece linear in ». Now the intermedi-
ate states should be taken to be the physical states, since
we have ignored the adjacent H EPCHQPC pairs in (17).
We know that for the normal QQ states the potential (24)
fits the bare mass spectra while the physical spectra (mea-
sured masses) can be well fitted by the potential (23).
Therefore we shall take the potential (23) with its linear
piece modified according to Ref. [25] to calculate the
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spectra of the physical string vibrational states. We shall  effect [25].
identify the lowest vibrational states with the small struc- The first term in (17) [Fig. 1(a)] has already been calcu-
ture at 4.03 GeV by adjusting the strength of an extra  lated in Ref. [21]. For spin-triplet S-state-to-S-state tran-
Coulomb piece in the potential representing the screening  sitions it is

J

2
o _ 8 (@, ,p|x; | DKL ) (DY KL |x) [ Pg;nl )
M= 3 3 ayouty our— S (m(k,)(ky) | EE£10)
nLn',I'K,L M, —Eg;
m — T 1 1 117
S 3 nouanonr(— D" QLA DIQTH QI+ DI+ 1] ‘_ _ {1 v 1]
nLn'l' LT, m m m; mf
A L B N P U I I A W A —am
X111 L|]o o o]|o o o]l2@)2e)]
X[ =V 3e,kbky,85+2c,(— 1D AL _(ky, k)85, 1f Gt (25)

where n;, n, ny, n’, and K are principal quantum numbers, /, I’, and L are orbital-angular-momentum quantum num-
bers, m; and m, are magnetic quantum numbers of the total angular momenta in the initial and final state, |®% KL ) is
the string vibrational state with energy eigenvalue Eg; ,

f R, (P)RE (r)r3 drf R, (PR (r)ridr

fnln ' _2 M —E ’ (26)
i KL

with R and R" the radial wave functions of ®; and ®*, respectively, the rank 7 irreducible tensor AT
as

—(ky,k,) is defined

_ 11
1 — __1\m(AT. 1/2 (1)
AT _(kp k)= 3 (—D72T+1) [ml Y WL (k,) @7

ml,mz
with

— 1 .
(k) =k,, Xg;(k)=+7_£(kxizky),
and cy,c, are two unknown constants in the soft-pion approach to the hadronization matrix element
(m(k))m(ky)|EFEZ|0) [3]. In the free-gluon approximation [3]

iczl=3|cl| s (28)

(25) differs from the naive single-channel formula by the existence of the contributions from the transitions between
various nl and n'l’ states. This causes a change of the M, distribution. We know that for n (n')%n,(n,), [ (I')70, the
mixing coefficients a, on(a non'l ) are of second order of (Z)i) viH QpC |®p;A) and they are about an order of magnitude

smaller than a, ¢, o(a nfOnfO) [2]. Therefore in (25) the main contributions are from various S-state-to-S-state, S-state-to-

D-state, and D-state-to-S-state transitions, while the D-state-to-D-state transitions are negligibly small.

The second term in (17) represents two kinds of diagrams; namely, Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Let us first consider Fig. 1(b).
It contains two diagrams and their contributions are equal. Since each of the dlagrams contains extra ®-D-D vertices,
the state-mixing contributions in this term are negligibly small compared with /3. Neglecting state mixings, the con-
tribution of the two diagrams in Fig. 1(b) is

4 ’}’épc 1

(b) — _
M 4 P vV 20,2
D,,Dy, D 1400

m
— S — —
3 (—1)™(28p +1)(2S5 +1)2S;, 5 +1)

11
o 1 1 7 7 So
X 0 m; —mg %’ % Sﬁz \/361k'11‘k2#f(n?())nf0, (29)
11 S,
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where Sy, Sﬁ, and S5 are the spins of D, D, and DD systems, respectively,

[foij)l(r)R;%)(r)r3dr "Lk

7o o= [ “dk k? . (30)
f".'o"fo fo [M"—Eﬂlﬁz(k)][Mf_Eﬂlﬁz(k)][M"_Eﬂ”ﬁz(k”
in which D’ means the vibrational state,
— (1 2 2\1/2 2 24172
Ewlﬁz—(m@1+k ) +(m:z—)2+k ) 5 (31)
= ["dpp* [ “drr? R R 205 o | ke |+ B kiotpro | 2ok (32)
Ligk)= [ “dpp? [ “dr R, o, o PR, (p)R3; (p) |2pj1(pr)iy |5 kr | +hokioprijo |5 kr | |
with j; the spherical Bessel function,
2m 2m
h,= e hy= 4 (33)
mg+m, mg+tm,
and
Ri)ﬂﬁz’(p):fo Rwl(ﬁz)(r)jo(pr)rzdr . (34)

Here we have neglected the recoil of heavy mesons. .

In Ref. [2] the contributions of the /70 excitations of DD [e.g., D** (D **), B ** (B**)] are neglected in the calcu-
lations of the mass shifts, state mixings, etc., since it is argued that the contributions of such mesons to the ®-2-7 ver-
tices are small [2]. To be consistent with Ref. [2], we also neglect the contribution of such mesons in our calculations of
the ®-D-D vertices. Now in Fig. 1(c) the mesons D,,9, at the vertex ® ;-D,-D, must be the / =1 excitations due to the
selection rule |Al|=1 in the color electric-dipole gluon emission. Therefore, Fig. 1(c) should be ignored in our calcula-
tions. For the same reason, the third and fourth terms in (17) [Fig. 1(d)] should also be ignored. Hence the total ME
amplitude is just

Moygp=MigE+ MGk - (35)

The last term in (17) [Figs. 1(e) and 1(f)] gives the QPC amplitudes. Similar to the case of J\3k, the state-mixing con-
tributions in the QPC amplitudes are also negligibly small compared with /{3 so that we neglect them. We also
neglect the recoil of the heavy mesons, while the Lorentz boost factors (m  /w,)'"?, (m_/w,)!’? will be taken into ac-
count for the pion wave functions.

Let us first consider the two diagrams in Fig. 1(e). Their contributions are equal. If we take into account only the

contributions of the S-state D (2) mesons, the contribution of the two diagrams in Fig. 1(e) is

2 4
gy =2 e

m.+Sy +Sz +S, = +S5,
s (—l)f 0,7 °D, 0,2, °D,D,

9 ~
TV 010, DDy, D3, D,

X(2S501 +1)(2S$2+l)(2S:D3+1)(2554—#1)(25’@154—{-1)(2S:D354+1)

o1 1 ||, 1 Sp,||S0, 1 So (1 o 1
X
0 m —me|| 7 T 7 7 1 7 ||l Spz, 1
1 0 1 S‘ﬂl Sﬂa 0 0 S1’154 DyDy
X
1 Spp 1[| 1 1 Sy [|S So  So
o 1 : 737 So, ||z 7 So,
11 g 11 g |7 .
“1 Sz, Szlz‘u] = 1 Sp, 147 2 Sp, (S noneledkikytkoks)
L1 S,p (|11 Spp

(36)
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where
fo""dppzﬁﬂl<p>i€@2(p)ﬁv<p)fo“’dpp21?1)2(;;)R“ﬂa(p)ﬁ,,(p)z,-(k)lf(k)

f ol = [ “dk k2 , (37)
J nionol@1) fo [M,—E, 5 (kN[M;—Ej, 5 (1M, —01—E, 5 (k)]

and the definition of R(p) is given in (34). In (36) we have neglected a small contribution from the rank-2 irreducible
tensor Aam(kl,kz). ./VLS{;IC is just the Lipkin-Tuan [13] amplitude, and its k,-k, dependence comes from the fact that
the emitted pions are in the P wave due to parity conservation. If the meson 2, (2D,) in Fig. 1(e) is taken to be the [ =1
excitation of D (D) [e.g., D** (D **), B ** (B**)], the emitted pions can be in the S wave and the k,-k, dependence
will no longer be there. We shall take into account this / =1 excitation contribution specially to the D, (,) meson in
Fig. 1(e) for the following reasons: (a) this is not inconsistent with Ref. [2], since the pion wave function is fatter than
the wave function of ® so that the / =1 excitation contribution in the 7-0-2D vertex is larger than that in the ®-D-D
vertex; (b) although in the m-D-D vertex the I =1 excitation contribution is smaller than the S state 2, D contribution,
the phase space of the former is larger than that of the latter due to the absence of k,-k,, so that the final contributions
of them are comparable; (c) it gives different M dependence of the rates. The result of the / =1 excitation to the two

diagrams in Fig. 1(e) is

M(e)z = 3‘/3’”#7’?2?6 2 (—1 )mf+S$2+Sﬁ4+Sﬂlﬁ4+sﬂ3ﬁ4
QPC 9 _
TV 0,0, DDy, D3, D,
X (285, +1)(2Sp, + 128, +1)2S5 + 128, 5 + (28, 5 +1)
o1 1 |[So, 1 S, ||S0, 1 So, |11 o
X
1 0 1 SfDl Si)s 0 0 S,z)154 59354
X
L Sy, L[| 1 1 Sp||S5 Sp  So
o 1 | 3 7 So, ||7 7 So,
7 (e)2
e L
11 Sy5 |11 S5
where
o oley)
[k kz4f0mdpp3RvZ)l(p)ﬁﬂ(p)fowdxszi)z(x)jl(px)fo dpp3ﬁ$3(p)ﬁ,r(p)f0 dx xR, (x)j,(px)I;()L (k)
R [M;—Ey, 5 (K)][M;—Eg, 5 (K)][M; =0, ~Ey, 5 (k)] ’

(39)

with D, being the / =1 excitation of . This is just the constant amplitude considered by Moxhay [14].

Note that there is no unknown parameter in ./I/Lgl),lc and ./I/Lg}))zc so that they are completely calculable.

The [ =1 excitation contribution in Fig. 1(f) should be ignored since it appears in the ®-D-2D vertices. The result of
the two diagrams in Fig. 1(f) is



&

Jn([{) _ 3\/§mﬂ7’4QPc b (_l)mf+s
PC

9 A
20V 0w, 2,2,5,7,

X (28p, +1)(2Sp, +1)(2S5 +1)(2S5 +1)(2S, 5 +1)(2S,,

0 1 1
0 m; —mg

[
YT
[N

—
—
7]
|
—

where

Sp
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1
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I, dppzﬁﬂl(p)ﬁzz(p)ﬁv(p)fo dp p’Ry, ()R, (PIR (p)I; (I ()

+55
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Si)l +S8z

D3+(_1) 4]

254+1)

%)
s
&

F - [ 2
fniOnfO(a)l)z fO dk k

A small contribution from the rank-2 irreducible tensor
A% _(k,,k,) is also neglected in (40).
The total QPC amplitude is then

Mpc=MGe+ MG+ MG 42)
and the total amplitude is

When calculating the transition rates, the amplitude
containing the rank-2 irreducible tensor 4 2_m (ky,k,) (the
part of MYk containing c,) does not interfere with the
other amplitudes; however, there is interference between
the other amplitudes. Thus the phase of the constant ¢,
is irrelevant while the magnitude and the phase of the

constant ¢; will both affect the final results. Let

c;=lc,le’. (44)

lc,| and @ are two unknown parameters in the present
theory [|c,| is related to |c,| by (28)]. We shall take the
well-measured rate I'(¢'—J /¢ 7mr) [6] and distribution
dT (' —J /Y wm)/dM . [7] as inputs to determine the
two parameters. Figure 2 shows that 6 can be deter-
mined within the range —1<cosf < —0.676 by the da-
tum of dI(¢y'—>J/¢Ywmw)/dM, .. The corresponding
values of |c,| are listed in Table I. With the determined
0 and |c,| we can predict all the 7 transition rates and
M. distributions in the bb system.

The comparison of the calculated rates for Y'— Y,
Y'—Yr 7", and Y'—Y'7 7~ with the experimental

(41)

[Mi—Ei)lﬁa(k)][Mf“E$Zﬁ4(k)][Mi_wl_EZ)ZﬁS(k)]

f

data are listed in Table II. We see that the theory is in
good agreement with the experiment. The rates obtained
from the naive single-channel theory [3] are smaller than
the present values and the new experiment data. So that
the inclusion of coupled-channel effects does improve the
theory.

2.5
20 1
r-4| x |5 1
Lell=d
—| = 1.0 .
05 .
0]
o] 0.2 04 06 0.8 1.0
_ Mrmr-2mw
M\p'- M\p-2m1r
FIG. 2. Comparison of the theoretical curves of
dU(Y'—->J¢Y7m)/dM,, with the experiment [7]. The solid,
dash-dotted and dotted lines stand for cosf=—1,

cosf= —0.676, and cos@=1, respectively. The dashed line is
the naive single-channel result for comparison.
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TABLE 1. Values of |c;| corresponding to cos®= —1 and
cosf= —0.676.

ey |?
cosf=—1 87.8X107¢
cos@=—0.676 78.6X107°

To have an idea of how big the Lipkin-Tuan amplitude
(MEhc) and Moxhay’s constant amplitude (MGe) are,
we list in Table III the rates calculated from the single
amplitudes My (with [c,|=78.6X107°), MEh: and
MG, respectively. We see that, for Y'—Y7 7, [§c
and I‘(Q‘}),ZC are smaller than I'yp by 2 orders of magnitude.
The smallness of I"(Qel))lc and F(Qel),zc is caused by the nodes of
the Y’ wave function, which makes the overlapping in-
tegral (22) small. Therefore neither can ./I/Lgfalc be dom-
inant nor can /. be comparable to My, so that the
Lipkin-Tuan and Moxhay mechanisms for explaining the
CLEO data are not realized in the present model.

The predicted dIT(Y' —Y7w)/dM . is shown in Fig.
3, together with the ARGUS datum [8]. We see that the
agreement is perfect. In the naive single-channel theory,
the approach of Ref. [3] gives the same curve for
dr(¢'—»J /Ywm)/dM ., and dIT(Y'—>Yrw)/dM,_,,
which cannot account for the tiny difference between the
two data [8]. In Ref. [8] an alternative approach to the
hadronization matrix element by Novikov and Shifman
[5] is preferred since it contains an unknown parameter «,
and the tiny difference between the two data can be ex-
plained by assuming a certain running of « [8]. Now in
our coupled-channel theory we take the same approach
to the hadronization matrix element as that in Ref. [3],
but coupled-channel corrections to ¥'—J /¢y 77 and
Y'— Y are different due to the different spectra and
wave functions. After determining the parameters 6 and
lcy| by the inputs I'(¢'—J /Y 7m) [6] and dT(¢Y'—J /
Ymm)/dM . [7], the curve of dT(Y' —Ywm)/dM . is
definitely predicted. Therefore the present theory pre-
dicts exactly the tiny difference between the two data.

The predicted curves of dT(Y"' Y7 7" )/dM ., and
dT(Y"—Y'm*7")/dM ., are shown in Fig. 4, together
with the new CLEO data [9] and the naive single-channel
results. We see that dT(Y"' Y7177 )/dM,, does get
improved by the coupled-channel corrections. The low-
M . distribution is increased a little, but it is still too
small to account for the CLEO data. The present correc-

TABLE III. Comparison of the rates calculated from
different amplitudes. Iy, D§hc, and T are calculated from
Mg, MG, and MG, respectively. |c,|*=78.6X 107 is tak-
en for calculating I' .

I've (keV) FSI):IC (keV) l"g,’;zc (keV)
W —J S 147 0.19 5.1
Y —->Yrm 18 24X1073 0.14
Y' Y7 o 0.9 9Xx 10713 1.2X 1072
Y Y'rtaT 0.5 7X1073 0.11

tion to the low-M __ distribution comes partly from the
S-D mixing effects in J\3; and partly from the small
Mapc- Our results shows that in the present model the
CLEO data cannot be explained simply by coupled-
channel effects. Further theoretical investigations are

still needed to account for the CLEO data.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have made a systematic study of the coupled-
channel effects in hadronic transitions in the heavy-QQ
systems. Several discussions of our results are in order.

(1) In the coupled-channel theory the total 77 transi-
tion amplitude is contributed by many Feynman dia-
grams depicted in Fig. 1. Different diagrams give
different behaviors of M distribution, so that the total
M . distribution is sensitive to the relative strengths of
the diagrams. At present there is hardly a reliable
model-independent way of determining the relative
strengths of the diagrams. Therefore, to examine wheth-
er the CLEO data on Y’ —Y7 7~ can be explained sim-
ply by coupled-channel effects in the conventional sense,
quantitative calculations based on certian known realistic
coupled-channel models are really needed. There are two
well-accepted realistic coupled-channel models in the
literature, namely, the UQM [2] and the Cornell
coupled-channel model [1] (CCCM). Our calculation is
based on one of them [2]. It is interesting to discuss
whether our conclusion on Y'—Ynt7 ™ is strongly
model dependent. The CCCM is different from the UQM
both on the mechanism and the results. Compared with
the UQM, the CCCM gives larger S-S mixings but small-
er S-D mixings and smaller values of N (more continu-
ous sector in the physical state) [1,2]. However, in our
calculation we take the data of ¢¥'—J /Y77 as inputs.
Therefore what is relevant is to compare the two models
on the ratios (N3y),;/(N3),. and (@s12/@3030)p5/

TABLE II. Comparison of the calculated rates of Y —>Y77, Y’ —>Y7 7™, and Y'—Y'7 7~ with
the experiments. The experimental values are obtained from the data of total widths and branching ra-

tios in Ref. [6].

Theoretical rates (keV)

Experimental rates

cosf=—1 cosf=—0.676 (keV)
Y YT 14 13 12.0+3.3
Y Yrta~ 1.1 1.0 0.9+0.3
Y'Yty 0.1 0.3 0.6+0.3
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the predicted curve of

dU(Y' —Y7w)/dM ., with the ARGUS data [8]. The solid and
dash-dotted lines stand for cosé=—1 and cos@= —0.676, re-
spectively. The dashed line is the naive single-channel result for
comparison.

(@312 /@020) - They are listed in Table IV. We see that
the difference between the two models is not substantial
except that the CCCM gives smaller S-D mixings so that
it gives an even smaller low M __ distribution. Therefore
both models seem to lead to the same conclusion that it is
unlikely the CLEO data can be explained simply by
coupled-channel effects. This is not surprising. We know
that the experimental data imply that Mqpc/Myg should
be small in the 2S5 — 1S 7 transition in both the c¢¢ and
bb systems. Furthermore, the smallness of the experi-
mental value of I(Y”—Y#7" 7" ) (despite the big phase
space) implies that My in the 38— 1S 77 transition
should be, by some means, suppressed relative to that in
the 2S5 — 1S 77 transition. In the present nonrelativistic
potential model description of the heavy-quarkonium sys-
tems, /Mg is described by a certain overlapping integral
related to the initial-state quarkonium wave function.
Theoretically, My in 3S— 1S 77 is really very much
suppressed by the nodes of the 3S-state wave function [3].
It is this fact that stimulates people to think that
coupled-channel effects may explain the CLEO data if
Mqpc is not suppressed [13,14]. However, at present, the
known successful coupled-channel models (e.g., UQM
and CCCM) are all constructed based on the nonrelativis-
tic potential model description of the heavy-quarkonium
systems and the coupling between the heavy-quarkonium
and its decay channel is described by a certain overlap-
ping integral related to the quarkonium wave function
[e.g., Eq. (22) in the UQM]. This is a common feature of
this kind of coupled-channel models, although the
specific forms of the overlapping integrals are different
from model to model. Now the nodes of the 3S-state
wave function not only suppresses /g but suppresses
Mqpc as well. This is the reason why the CLEO data can
hardly be explained simply by coupled-channel effects de-
scribed by such kind of realistic coupled-channel models
such as UQM and CCCM.
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(2) The general structure of the 77 transition ampli-
tudes has been studied by Brown and Cahn [26] based on
PCAC and the soft-pion technique. An important con-
clusion is that when we take k;,k,—0, the only nonvan-
ishing term in the amplitude is the o term, which is pro-
portional to m2 and is thus small. In our result the con-
stant amplitude ./l/tg},% is really very small compared with
Mg (cf. Table III), so that our result is consistent with
the general structure in Ref. [26]. An assumption of a
large constant amplitude will not be consistent with Ref.
[26].

(3) Comparing the predicted results of I'(Y' —Y#77) in
Ref. [21] and in Table II of this paper, we see that the in-
clusion of ./l/l‘hl,ﬂ;+./1/lQPC serves to reduce the rate. In Ref.
[4] the rate of ¥(3770)—J /¢ 7w is studied by taking into
account of only JM{%:. The result is larger than the exper-
imental value by a factor of 2—3. This deviation may be

(a)

r-'dr/dMrm(Gev!)
N
1]

o I\ L 1
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
M (GeV)
40 T 1 T T 1] 1 T
(b)
~ 30} — 1
T ZEEN
g Y
[ 7 T
2 o
ht
~
= / -
; 10 /
o 1 A 1 1 1 1 A
0.28 030 032 0.34

Mwm(GeV)

FIG. 4. Comparison of the predicted curves of dI'(Y"
—YrtrT)/dM,, and dD(Y"'—>Y'mt7")/dM,, with the
CLEO data [9]. The solid and dashed-dotted lines stand for
cos6@= —1 and cos6= —0.676, respectively. The dashed line is
the naive single-channel result for comparison. (a)
Y S>Yrte T, )Y >Yrtr .
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TABLE IV. Comparison of the Cornell coupled-channel
model (CCCM) with the UQM on the ratios (N30),5/(N%o)
and (@3012 /83030 )5 /(2012 /82020 ) Obtained from Refs. [1] and

[2].

(N%o)ps (@3012/@3030) 5

(N3o e (@3012/@2020) =
CCCM 1.03 0.07
uQM 1.07 0.16

partly due to the relation (28) which comes from the
free-gluon approximation and partly due to the neglect of
Mg+ Mpe.  Since %(3770) lies above the charmed
threshold, the effect of ML+ Mopc may be more
significant. Therefore it is interesting to make a
quantitative study of the ./I/Lﬁ{E—F./l/LQPC correction to
Y(3770)—J /¢ w so that we can see how good the rela-
tion (28) really is. This will be given in a separate paper.
Of course we expect a more accurate measurement of
T(Y(3770)—=J /¢ 7).

(4) Although the four-quark state Y'; has not been
found in Y(4S) decays, we cannot rule out the existence
of Y, since the estimated branching ratio 1% is rather
uncertain. It is based on the oversimplified assumptions
that Y, couples with Y, Y, and Y(4S) with the same
strength and Y’ —Ynw 17~ is dominated by the mecha-
nism Y'—Y,7—Yww. Since the wave function of
higher radial excitation has more nodes, it is unlikely that
the coupling between Y; and Y(4S) is as strong as that
between Y, and Y or Y. Furthermore, from our results
in Table II we see that it is also unlikely that Y’ —Y7mr
is dominated by the Y, mechanism. It is interesting to
see whether a combination of the coupled-channel mech-
anism and the Y, mechanism can explain the CLEO data.

Finally we summarize our main conclusions in this pa-
per.

(1) We have given a general formula (15) for the S-
matrix element in heavy-quarkonium decays including
multipole-gluon emissions and coupled-channel effects.
It can be applied to study various hadronic transition

processes and even some other decay processes [19,24].

(2) The inclusion of coupled-channel effects described
by the UQM improves the theory of hadronic transitions.
By taking the data of T(Y'—J/¢Ymm) and
dT (¢ —J /Y7m)/dM ., as inputs to determine the un-
known parameters 6 and |c,| in the theory, we have cal-
culated the rates and M distributions of the spin-triplet
S-state-to-S-state transitions in the bb system and the ob-
tained rates for Y —Y#w, Y'—>Y#rtw~, and
Y' Y7t r~ (cf. Table II) and the distribution
dT(Y' —>Y7mr)/dM . (cf. Fig. 3) are all in very good
agreement with the experiments. This success of the
coupled-channel theory described by the UQM is con-
sistent with those in the study of energy spectra, leptonic
widths, etc.

(3) The distribution dT(Y' Y7 7")/dM,, also
gets improved from the coupled-channel corrections but
the low-M . distribution is still too small to fit the CLEO
data (cf. Fig. 4). The smallness of Mopc/Myg is due to
the nodes of the Y'' wave function, and from the above
discussion we see that UQM and CCCM seem to lead to
similar conclusions. Thus we conclude that within the
framework of the known realistic coupled-channel mod-
els UQM and CCCM, the CLEO data cannot be ex-
plained simply by coupled-channel effects. The suggested
coupled-channel mechanisms [13,14] for explaining the
CLEO data cannot be consistent with all the known
successes of the realistic coupled-channel models UQM
and CCCM in other heavy-quarkonium processes.
Therefore, further theoretical investigation is still needed.
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