arXiv:1104.3996v3 [hep-ph] 4 Oct 2011

Vertex functions for d-wave mesons in the light-front approach

Hong-Wei Ke^{1 ∗} and Xue-Qian Li^{2 †} 1 School of Science, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China 2 School of Physics, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China

Abstract

While the light-front quark model (LFQM) is employed to calculate hadronic transition matrix elements, the vertex functions must be pre-determined. In this work we derive the vertex functions for all d-wave states in this model. Especially, since both of^3D_1 and^3S_1 are 1^{−−} mesons, the Lorentz structures of their vertex functions are the same. Thus when one needs to study the processes where^3D_1 is involved, all the corresponding formulas for^3S_1 states can be directly applied, only the coefficient of the vertex function should be replaced by that for^3D_1. The results would be useful for studying the newly observed resonances which are supposed to be d-wave mesons and furthermore the possible 2S-1D mixing in ψ^′ with the LFQM.

PACS numbers: 12.39.Ki, 14.40.-n

∗ khw020056@hotmail.com † lixq@nankai.edu.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

In the hadronic physics the most tough job is to calculate the hadronic transition matrix elements which are fully governed by non-perturbative QCD. Because of lack of solid knowledge on non-perturbative QCD so far, one needs to invoke phenomenological models. Applications of such models to various processes have achieved relative successes so far. Among these models the light-front quark model(LFQM) is a relativistic model and has obvious advantages for dealing with the hadronic transitions where light hadrons are involved [1, 2]. The light-front wave function is manifestly Lorentz invariant and expressed in terms of fractions of internal momenta of the constituents which are independent of the total hadron momentum. This approach has been applied to many processes and thoroughly discussed in literatures [3–13]. Generally the results qualitatively coincide with experimental observation and while taking the error ranges into account (both experimental and theoretical), they can be considered to quantitatively agree with data.

However earlier researches with the LFQM only concern the s-wave and p-wave mesons whereas the higher orbital excited states have not been discussed yet. With the improvements of experimental facilities and rapid growth of database many new resonances have been observed and some of them are regarded as higher orbital excited states, for example ψ(3770) and ψ(4153) are suggested to be d-wave charmonia whose principal quantum numbers are respectively n = 1 and n = 2[14]. New analysis on X(3872) indicates that it has a possible charmonium assignment^1D_2[14]. Moreover, a d-wave state Υ(1^3D_2) was observed by CLEO[15]. The situation persuades us to extend our scope to involve d-wave. It is generally believed that only the lattice theory indeed deals with the non-perturbative QCD effects from the first principle. So far, the lattice study is constrained by not only the computing abilities, but also the theory itself. Even so, remarkable progresses have been made on the two aspects. It is hoped that the lattice calculation will eventually solve all the problems on hadrons, such as the hadron spectra, wavefunctions, even the hadronic transition matrix elements. At present, the lattice calculation indeed shed some light on the wavefunctions[16–18]. For examples, the authors of Ref.[16] suggested a method to compute the spectra and wavefunctions of hadron excited states and applied their method to the U(1)_{2+1} lattice gauge theory. Abada et. al.[17] study the pion light-cone wave function on the lattice by considering the three-point Green functions. On other aspects, for example, the readers who are interested in the unquenched lattice calculation on the charmonia whose total quantum numbers J^{P C} are determined simultaneously, are suggested to refer to those enlightening papers [19]. Some works about the radiative decays of charmonia are included in concerned references[20, 21]. More similar works can be found in most recent literatures[22– 24]. In fact, due to the rapid progress of lattice calculations, people are more tempted to trust those results, but it by no means implies that we should abandon phenomenological models because those models are directly invented to manifest the physical mechanisms and moreover, they are simpler and applicable in practice.

To evaluate the transition rate in the LFQM one needs to know the wave functions of parent and daughter hadrons. For any^{2S+1}L_J state, its wavefunction is constructed as the corresponding spinors multiplying the so-called vertex function which should be theoretically derived. It is also noted the wavefunctions for s-wave and p-wave have been derived and their explicit forms are given in Ref.[7]. Following the same strategy we obtain the wavefunction for all d-wave states.

The traditional LFQM was employed to study the decay constants and form factors of weak decays [4–6], but to maintain the Lorentz covariance other contributions such as Zdiagram[5] or zero-mode[25–28] contributions must be included.

Thus a covariant LFQM[6] has been suggested which systematically includes the zeromode contributions. In the traditional LFQM the constituent quarks in the bound state are required to be on their mass shells, nevertheless in the covariant LFQM approach the constituent quarks in the meson are off-shell while only the meson is on its mass shell. In this approach, one writes down the transition amplitudes where all quantities and the integrations maintain their four-dimensional forms, then integrates out the light-front momentum p^− in a proper way. While carrying out the contour integration the antiquark is enforced to be on its mass shell. The integrand in the remaining three-dimension integration reduces into a form where all quantities can be expressed in terms of the conventional wavefunctions. During this procedure, some extra contributions emerge comparing with the original scheme (see the text for details).

In this work after this introduction we derive the phenomenological vertex functions for d-wave in the conventional light-front approach in section II. Then in section III we present their forms in the covariant light-front approach. In section IV we discuss some formula for 3D_1 states and the section V is devoted to a brief summary.

II. VERTEX FUNCTIONS IN THE CONVENTIONAL LIGHT-FRONT AP- PROACH

Let us first derive the vertex functions in the conventional light-front approach. In the conventional light-front approach a meson with the total momentum P and spin J can be written as [7]

|M(P,^{2S+1}L_J , J_Z )⟩ = ∫ {d^3p̃_1}{d^3p̃_2}2(2π)^3δ^3(P̃ − p̃_1 − p̃_2) ∑ λ_1λ_2

Ψ^{JJz}_{LS} (p̃_1, p̃_2, λ_1, λ_2)|q_1(p_1, λ_1)q̄_2(p_2, λ_2)⟩, (1)

where the flavor and color indices are omitted; q_1 and q̄_2 correspond to the quark and antiquark in the meson and p_1 and p_2 are the on-shell light-front momenta of quark and antiquark, p is the three-momentum (p_1 − p_2)/2 and we define

p̃_i = (p^+_i , p_{i⊥}), p_{i⊥} = (p^1_i , p^2_i ), p^−_i = m^2 + p^2_{i⊥} p^+_i , {d^3p̃_i} ≡ dp^+_i d^2p_{i⊥} 2(2π)^3 , |q_1(p_1, λ_1)q̄_2(p_2, λ_2)⟩ = b^†_{λ1} (p_1)d^†_{λ2} (p_2)|0⟩.

The light-front momenta p_1 and p_2 are expressed via the variables p and x_i (i = 1, 2) as

p^+_1 = x_1P^+, p^+_2 = x_2P^+, x_1 + x_2 = 1, p_{1⊥} = x_1P_⊥ + p_⊥, p_{2⊥} = x_2P_⊥ − p_⊥. (2)

FIG. 1: The vertex for meson-quark-antiquark.

In the momentum representation, the wavefunction Ψ^{JJz}_{LS} for the state^{2S+1}L_J can be decomposed into the form

Ψ^{JJz}_{LS} (p̃_1, p̃_2, λ_1, λ_2) = 1 √ N_c ⟨LS; L_zS_z|LS; JJ_z⟩R^{SSz}_{λ1λ2} (x, p_⊥)φ_{LLz} (x, p_⊥), (3) where φ_{LLz} (x, p_⊥) describes the relative momentum distribution of the quark (antiquark) in the meson and L is the orbital angular momentum between the constituents. R^{SSz}_{λ1λ2} transforms a light-front helicity (λ_1, λ_2) eigenstate to a state with definite spin (S, S_z) and it is expressed as R^{SSz}_{λ1λ2} (x, p_⊥) = 1 √ 2M̃_0(M_0 + m_1 + m_2) ū(p_1, λ_1)(¯/P + M_0)Γ_Sv(p_2, λ_2), Γ_0 = γ_5 ( for S = 0), Γ_1 = −/ε̂(S_z) ( for S = 1), (4)

with P̄ = p_1 + p_2, M^2_0 =^{m21+p2⊥}_{x1} +^{m2+p2⊥}_{x2} and M̃_0 ≡ √ M^2_0 − (m_1 − m_2)^2. For more details, readers are suggested to refer Ref.[7].

In the LFQM, the harmonic oscillator wavefunctions are employed to describe the relative 3-momentum distribution of quark and antiquark in a meson. For d-wave the harmonic oscillator wavefunction is[29]

φ_{2Lz} (x, p_⊥) = ε̂^{μν} (L_z)K_μK_ν √ 2 β^2 φ, (5) where K = (p_2 − p_1)/2 and φ is the harmonic oscillator wavefunction for s wave and its explicit expression is with

φ = 4( π β^2

)^{3/4} √ dp_z dx_2 exp(− p^2_z + p^2_⊥

2β^2 ), p_z = x_2M_0 2 − m^2 + p^2_⊥ 2x_2M_0

. (6)

Substituting Eq.(3) into Eq.(2), we deduce the expression

Ψ^{JJz}_{2S} (p̃_1, p̃_2, λ_1, λ_2) = 1 √ N_c ⟨2S; L_zS_z|2S; JJ_z⟩R^{SSz}_{λ1λ2} (x, p_⊥)φ_{2Lz} (x, p_⊥) = 1 √ N_c φ √ 2M̃_0(M_0 + m_1 + m_2) ū(p_1, λ_1)(¯/P + M_0)Γ_(2s+1_{DJ )}v(p_2, λ_2),(7)

with

Γ_(3_{D1)} = √ 6 5β^4 [− /ε̂(J_z) 3 ( K · P̄^2 M^2_0

− K^2) + /P̄ K · P̄ K · ε̂(J_z) M^2_0 − /KK · ε̂(J_z)], Γ_(1_{D2)} = √ 2 β^4 ε̂^{μν} (J_z)K_μK_ν γ_5,

Γ_(3_{D2)} = √ 4 3β^4 ε̂^{μν} (J_z)γ_5[γ_ν γ_μ

(K · P̄ )^2 − M^2_0 K^2 3M_0 − γ_μK_ν (K · P̄ − M_0/K) + K_μK_ν ], Γ_(3_{D3)} = √ 2 9β^4 ε̂^{μνα}(J_z)γ_β(K_μK_ν g_{αβ} + K_μK_αg_{νβ} + K_αK_ν g_{μβ} ), (8)

where relations ⟨2 0; L_z 0|2 0; 2 J_z⟩ = ε̂^{∗μν} (L_z)ε̂_{μν} (J_z), ⟨2 1; L_z S_z|2 1; 1 J_z⟩ = − √_3

5ε̂^{∗μν} (L_z)ε̂_{∗μ}(S_z)ε̂_ν(J_z) , ⟨2 1; L_z S_z|2 1; 2 J_z⟩ = i

√_2 3 ϵ^{αβμν}ε̂^∗_{αω}(L_z )ε̂^∗_β(S_z)ε̂_{μω}′ (J_z)g^{ωω′ P̄ν}_{M0} and ⟨2 1; L_z S_z|2 1; 3 J_z⟩ =^1_3ε̂^{μνα}(J_z)[ε̂^∗_{μν} (L_z)ε̂^∗_α(S_z) + ε̂^∗_{μα}(L_z)ε̂^∗_ν (S_z) + ε̂^∗_{να}(L_z)ε̂^∗_μ(S_z)] are used.

One can further simplify these wavefunctions in terms of the Dirac equation /p_1u(p_1) = m_1u(p_1) and /p_2v(p_1) = −m_2v(p_1), so that all scalar products of vectors are replaced by only M_0, m_1 and m_2 via a simple algebra, thus the wave function is

Ψ^{JJz}_{2S} (p̃_1, p̃_2, λ_1, λ_2) = ū(p_1, λ_1)h^′_(2s+1_{DJ )}Γ^′_(2s+1_{DJ )}v(p_2, λ_2), (9) where

h^′_(3_{D1)} = − √ 1 N_c 1 √ 2M̃_0 √ 6 12 √ 5M^2_0 β^2

[M^2_0 − (m_1 − m_2)^2][M^2_0 − (m_1 + m_2)^2]φ,

h^′_(1_{D2)} = √ 1 N_c 1 M̃_0β2 φ, h^′_(3_{D2)} = √ 1 N_c √ 2 3 1 M̃_0β2 φ, h^′_(3_{D3)} = √ 1 N_c 1 3 1 M̃_0β2 φ, (10) and Γ^′_(3_{D1)} = [γ_μ − 1 w_(3_{D1} )

(p_1 − p_2)_μ]ε̂^μ,

Γ^′_(1_{D2)} = γ_5K_μK_νε̂^{μν} ,

Γ^′_(3_{D2)} = γ_5[ 1 w^a_(3_{D2)} γ_ν γ_μ + 1 w^b_(3_{D2)} γ_μK_ν + 1 w^c_(3_{D2)} γ_νK_μ + 1 w^d_(3_{D2)} K_μK_ν ]ε̂^{μν} , Γ^′_(3_{D3)} = [K_μK_ν (γ_α + 2K_α w_(3_{D3)}

) + K_μK_α(γ_ν + 2K_ν w_(3_{D3)}

) + K_αK_ν (γ_μ + 2K_μ w_(3_{D3)}

)]ε̂^{μνα}, (11)

with

w_(3_{D1)} =

(m_1 + m_2)^2 − M^2_0 2M_0 + m_1 + m_2 , w^a_(3_{D2)} =

−12M^2_0 [M^2_0 − (m_1 + m_2)^2][M^2_0 − (m_1 − m_2)^2] , w^b_(3_{D2)} = −

6M^2_0 (2M_0 + m_1 + m_2)[M^2_0 − (m_1 − m_2)^2] , w^c_(3_{D2)} =

6M^2_0 (M_0 − m_1 − m_2)[M^2_0 − (m_1 − m_2)^2] , w^b_(3_{D2)} =

M_0 m_2 − m_1 , w_(3_{D3)} = M_0 + m_1 + m_2. (12)

It is interesting to ask where the QCD which definitely governs the physical processes, gets involved or how can one implant the QCD information into our calculation in the LFQM. In Ref.[30] the authors derived an effective Hamiltonian for bound states in the light-front frame based on the standard Lagrangian of QCD. The vertex function is the effective coupling between the bound state and its constituent quarks, thus as the wavefunction of the bound state is obtained the effective vertex function is in hand. After a long discussion about the

FIG. 2: The Feynman diagram for a meson annihilation.

Lorentz structure and the features of the dynamics of the vertex functions, they derive the vertex function which has exactly the form of Eq.(9) in our work. In Ref.[30], the radial wave function was obtained by solving the eigenvalue equation numerically. Obviously all QCD information (both short-distance and long-distance effects) is involved in the Hamiltonian and as well as in the solution. As argued in literature[5, 29], the solution can be well approximated by a Gaussian function with model parameters to be fixed by fitting data. Thus following Ref.[7] we choose a Gaussian wave function where the QCD information is included in the model parameter β.

We can apply these wavefunctions to deal with concrete physical processes. For example, when we calculate the rate of^3D_1 state annihilation through a vector current (in Fig.2), the transition amplitude is written as A^{conv}_μ = N_c ∫ d^3p̃_1Ψ^{1 Jz}_{2 1} v̄(p_2, λ_2) √ p^+_2 γ_μ u(p_1, λ_1) √ p^+_1 = N_c ∫ dx_1d^2p_⊥

16π^3 h^′3_{D1} √ x_1x_2

Tr[Γ^′3_{D1} (/p_2 − m_2)γ_μ(/p_1 + m_1)] = N_c ∫ dx_1d^2p_⊥

16π^3 h^′3_{D1} √ x_1x_2 Tr{[γ_ν − (p_1 − p_2)_ν w3_{D1} ](/p_2 − m_2)γ_μ(/p_1 + m_1)}ε̂^ν . (13)

III. VERTEX FUNCTIONS IN THE COVARIANT LIGHT-FRONT APPROACH

Comparing with the conventional LFQM where both p_1 and p_2 are on their mass shells, in the covariant light-front approach the quark and antiquark are off-shell, but the total momentum P = p_1 + p_2 is the on-shell momentum of the meson, i.e. P^2 = M^2 where M is the mass of the meson. Obviously, the covariant LFQM is closer to the physical reality.

If one tries to obtain the covariant vertex functions based on an underlying principle, i.e. QCD, he should invoke a reasonable theoretical framework. To directly obtain the covariant vertex functions in the 4-dimensional momentum space, the authors of Ref.[6] suggested to solve the Bethe-Salpeter (B-S) equations for the bound states [31, 32]. The kernel of the B-S equation includes the Coulomb piece which is induced by the one-gluon exchange as well as its higher-order corrections, and the confinement piece which incorporates the nonperturbative QCD but is not derivable so far. Genrally for solving the B-S equation, the instantaneous approximation is usually taken.

In the concrete calculations of the observable physical quantity in terms of the LFQM the final result is eventually reduced into an integration over the four-momentum. Fortunately, by doing so, we may not really need the explicit covariant wavefunctions defined in the four-momentum space. Namely, we try to reduce the integration into a simple form where only three-momentum wavefunctions remain by a mathematical manipulation, then we are able to relate the corresponding integrand to the conventional vertex function which is well defined in the three-momentum space.

Since the Lorentz structures of the covariant vertices are the same as that of the conventional vertex functions we rewrite these covariant vertex functions in Eq.(9) as

iH_(3_{D1)}[γ_μ − 1 W_(3_{D1)}

(p_1 − p_2)_μ]ε^μ,

iH_(1_{D2)}γ_5K^μK^ν ε^{μν} ,

iH_(3_{D2)}γ_5[ 1 W^a_(3_{D2)} γ^ωγ^μ + 1 W^b_(3_{D2)} γ^μK^ω + 1 W^c_(3_{D2)} γ^ωK^μ + 1 W^d_(3_{D2)} K^μK^ω]ε^{μν} , iH_(3_{D3)}[K_μK_ν (γ_α + 2K_α W_(3_{D3)}

) + K_μK_α(γ_ν + 2K_ν W_(3_{D3)}

) + K_αK_ν (γ_μ + 2K_μ W_(3_{D3)}

)]ε^{μνα}, (14)

where H_(2S+1_{DJ )} and W_(2S+1_{DJ )} are functions in the 4-dimensional space. Practically, the vertex function(s) is(are) included in a transition matrix element, for example, the amplitude of^3D_1 state annihilation via a vector current is written as A^{cov}_μ = −i^2 N_c 16π^4 ∫ d^4p_1

H_(3_{D1)} N_1N_2 Tr{[γ_ν − (p_1 − p_2)_ν W3_{D1} ](−/p_2 + m_2)γ_μ(/p_1 + m_1)}ε^ν = −i^2N_c 16π^4 ∫ d^4p_1

H_(3_{D1)} N_1N_2 s ε^ν, (15)

where s = Tr{[γ_ν −^{(p1−p2)ν}_{W3D1} ](−/p_2 +m_2)γ_μ(/p_1 +m_1)}, N_1 = p^2_1 −m^2_1 +iϵ and N_2 = p^2 −m^2 +iϵ. One first needs to integrate over p^−_1 as discussed in Ref.[6, 7]. Integrating over p^−_1 is completed by a contour integration where the antiquark is set on shell. Then the integration turns into N_c 16π^3 ∫ dx_1d^2p_⊥ h_(3_{D1)} x_2x_1(M^2 − M^2_0 ) ŝ ε̂^ν , (16)

where w_(3_{D1)} and ε̂^ν replace W_(3_{D1)} and ε^ν in Eq.(15) respectively.

Following Ref.[7] we have the relation

h_(3_{D1)} = (M^2 − M^2_0 ) √ x_1x_2h^′_(3_{D1)}. (17)

An additional factor (M^2 − M^2_0 ) √ x_1x_2 was introduced when comparing the decay constant f_P of pseudoscalar meson obtained in the two approaches as depicted in the appendix A of Ref.[7]. The legitimacy is guaranteed because the decay constant is free of zero mode contribution. Then the authors have applied the relation into the vertex functions for S and P waves. To show the reasonability of such replacement, we substitute Eq.(17) into Eq.(16) to obtain a new expression whose form is similar to the right side of Eq.(13). However, the trace in Eq. (16) involves the zero mode contribution which makes its form different from that in Eq.(13). Generally, after the contour integration over p^−_1 , h_(2S+1_{DJ )}, w_(2S+1_{DJ )} and ε̂ replace H_(2S+1_{DJ )}, W_(2S+1_{DJ )} and ε respectively with the following relation to the corresponding quantities of the conventional LFQM

h_(2S+1_{DJ )} = (M^2 − M^2_0 ) √ x_1x_2h^′_(2S+1_{DJ )}. (18)

Here we only concern the form of the covariant vertex function for the D-wave, including its Lorentz structure and coefficient, as well as its relations to the conventional vertex function. The details about the S- and P wave vertex functions were discussed in earlier literature[7]. When one needs to calculate a transition matrix in the covariant light-front quark model, he must know those vertex functions. Jaus has analyzed the case of the covariance of the transition matrix [6], and in his work, a general form of vertex function is used and the three-momentum conservation is automatically guaranteed. He [6] indicates that the general form of the vertex function h must be functions of N̂_i = x_i(M^2 − M^2_0 ) (i = 1, 2). Obviously the function h adopted in this work coincides with this requirement.

IV. THE FORMULA FOR^3D_1 STATE

For a J^{P C} = 1^{−−} state, the the orbital momentum between the two constituents may be L = 0 (s-wave) or L = 2 (d-wave) and their total spin is 1 (S = 1). In Ref.[7] the authors gave the meson-quark-antiquark vertex for^3S_1 state as iH_V [γ_μ − 1 W_V (p_1 − p_2)_μ]. (19)

Carrying out the contour integration over p^−_1 , H_V and W_V turn into h_V and w_V

h_V = (M^2 − M^2_0 ) √ x_1x_2 N_c 1 √ 2M̃_0 φ, w_V = M_0 + m_1 + m_2, where the subscript V only refers to^3S_1 state.

The Lorentz structure of the vertex functions for^3D_1 and^3S_1 states are the same because they have the same quantum number J^{P C} . The difference between the s-wave and d-wave is included in the coefficient functions h_M and w_M .

The decay amplitude of an^3S_1 state via a vector current is proportional to [7]

A_μ = −i^2 N_c (2π)^4 ∫ d^4p_1 iH_V N_1N_2

T r{γ_μ(/p_1 + m_1)[γ_ν −

(p_1 − p_2)_ν W_V ](−/p_2 + m_2)}ε̂^ν , (20)

which is the same as Eq.(15), except H3_{D1} and W3_{D1} are replaced by H_V and W_V respectively. Integrating over p^−_1 H3_{D1} , W3_{D1} , H_V and W_V reduce into h3_{D1} , w3_{D1} , h_V and w_V . The decay constant for^3S_1 state reads

f_V = N_c 4π^3M ∫ dx_2d^2p_⊥ h_V x_1x_2(M^2 − M^2_0 )

[x_1M^2_0 − m_1(m_1 − m_2) − p^2_⊥ + m_1 + m_2 w_V p^2_⊥], (21)

so that one would obtain the decay constant of the^3D_1 state by replacing h_V and w_V by h3_{D1} and w3_{D1} , thus it is

f3_{D1} = N_c 4π^3M ∫ dx_2d^2p_⊥ h3_{D1} x_1x_2(M^2 − M^2_0 )

[x_1M^2_0 − m_1(m_1 − m_2) − p^2_⊥ + m_1 + m_2 w3_{D1} p^2_⊥]. (22)

In fact since the Lorentz structure of the vertex functions for^3D_1 and^3S_1 are the same all the formula for^3D_1 can be deduced from those for^3S_1. For example, the form factors f, g, a_+ and a_− of P →^3 D_1(V ) decay can be obtained by simply replacing h_V and w_V of f, g, a_+ and a_− given in Ref.[6, 7].

With these formula we will be able to explore some new resonances of angular excited states, or furthermore to study the mixing of 2S − 1D which was proposed to explain the famous ρ − π puzzle for ψ^′[33–35] in this model.

V. A BRIEF SUMMARY

In this paper we deduce the vertex functions (or wave functions) for the d-wave in the conventional and covariant light-front quark model.

For the^3D_1 state the J^{P C} is 1^{−−} and the Lorentz structure of its wave function is the same as that for the^3S_1 state so we obtain some useful formula for^3D_1 from the formula for^3S_1 given in Ref.[6, 7]. It is noted we just discuss the vertex functions (iΓ_M ) for the incoming meson whereas for the outgoing meson the corresponding vertex functions should be i(γ_0Γ^†_M γ_0)[7].

Since we adopt the Gaussian-type function for the radial part of the whole wavefunction instead of a solution obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation or the B-S equation, the simplification definitely brings up certain theoretical uncertainties, but as more data will be collected in the future, the more precise model parameter(s) will be determined and even the form of the wavefunction can be improved, thus we may do a better job along the line.

These vertex functions can be employed when one calculates the transition rates in this model. In the future we will study some concrete physical transitions where d-wave mesons are involved in terms of these vertex functions. The results will be compared with data and the consistency would tell us the accuracy degree of the model and the derived vertex functions. Once the validity of the model is verified via some processes, we can further discuss some long-standing puzzles and help to identify new resonances which are continuously observed at BES and BELLE and elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

We thank Dr. Y. Chen for introducing new developments and progresses in the lattice QCD theory. This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NNSFC) under the contract No. 11075079 and No. 11005079; the Special Grant for the Ph.D. program of Ministry of Eduction of P.R. China No. 20100032120065.

[1] M. V. Terentev, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 24, 106 (1976) [Yad. Fiz. 24, 207 (1976)]. [2] P. L. Chung, F. Coester and W. N. Polyzou, Phys. Lett. B 205, 545 (1988). [3] W. Jaus, Phys. Rev. D 41, 3394 (1990).

[4] C. R. Ji, P. L. Chung and S. R. Cotanch, Phys. Rev. D 45, 4214 (1992). [5] H. Y. Cheng, C. Y. Cheung and C. W. Hwang, Phys. Rev. D 55, 1559 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9607332].

[6] W. Jaus, Phys. Rev. D 60, 054026 (1999).

[7] H. Y. Cheng, C. K. Chua and C. W. Hwang, Phys. Rev. D 69, 074025 (2004). [8] C. W. Hwang and Z. T. Wei, J. Phys. G 34, 687 (2007); C. D. Lu, W. Wang and Z. T. Wei, Phys. Rev. D 76, 014013 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0701265]; H. W. Ke, X. Q. Li and Z. T. Wei, Phys. Rev. D 77, 014020 (2008). Z. T. Wei, H. W. Ke and X. Q. Li, Phys. Rev. D 80, 094016 (2009) [arXiv:0909.0100 [hep-ph]].

[9] H. M. Choi, Phys. Rev. D 75, 073016 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0701263];

[10] H. W. Ke, X. Q. Li and Z. T. Wei, Phys. Rev. D 80, 074030 (2009) [arXiv:0907.5465 [hep-ph]];

H. W. Ke, X. Q. Li, Z. T. Wei and X. Liu, Phys. Rev. D 82, 034023 (2010) [arXiv:1006.1091 [hep-ph]]; H. W. Ke, X. Q. Li and X. Liu, arXiv:1002.1187 [hep-ph].

[11] G. Li, F. l. Shao and W. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 82, 094031 (2010) [arXiv:1008.3696 [hep-ph]];

P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio and W. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 81, 074001 (2010) [arXiv:1002.2880 [hep-ph]].

[12] Z. T. Wei, H. W. Ke and X. F. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 80, 015022 (2009) [arXiv:0905.3069 [hep-ph]].

[13] H. W. Ke, X. Q. Li and Z. T. Wei, Eur. Phys. J. C 69, 133 (2010) [arXiv:0912.4094 [hep-ph]]. [14] J. S. Lange and f. t. B. Collaboration, arXiv:1010.2331 [hep-ex].

[15] G. Bonvicini et al. [CLEO Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 70, 032001 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ex/0404021].

[16] H. Kroger, A. Hosseinizadeh, J. F. Laprise and J. Kroger, PoS LATTICE2008, 235 (2008) [arXiv:0902.2944 [hep-lat]].

[17] A. Abada, P. Boucaud, G. Herdoiza, J. P. Leroy, J. Micheli, O. Pene and J. Rodriguez- Quintero, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 106, 338 (2002) [arXiv:hep-lat/0110181].

[18] E. R. Arriola and W. Broniowski, PoS LC2010, 041 (2010) [arXiv:1009.5781 [hep-ph]];

W. Broniowski, S. Prelovsek, L. Santelj and E. R. Arriola, Phys. Lett. B 686, 313 (2010) [arXiv:0911.4705 [hep-ph]]; N. Warkentin et al. [QCDSF Collaboration], PoS LATTICE2008, 154 (2008) [arXiv:0811.2212 [hep-lat]]; J. Koponen [UKQCD Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 140, 437 (2005) [arXiv:hep-lat/0409087].

[19] J. J. Dudek and E. Rrapaj, Phys. Rev. D 78, 094504 (2008) [arXiv:0809.2582 [hep-ph]];

J. J. Dudek, R. G. Edwards, N. Mathur and D. G. Richards, Phys. Rev. D 77, 034501 (2008) [arXiv:0707.4162 [hep-lat]].

[20] J. J. Dudek, R. Edwards and C. E. Thomas, Phys. Rev. D 79, 094504 (2009) [arXiv:0902.2241 [hep-ph]]; J. J. Dudek, R. G. Edwards and D. G. Richards, Phys. Rev. D 73, 074507 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0601137].

[21] Y. Chen et al., arXiv:1104.2655 [hep-lat]. [22] P. Hagler, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 187, 221 (2011).

[23] A. Bazavov et al. [Fermilab Lattice and MILC Collaborations], PoS LAT2009, 249 (2009) [arXiv:0912.5221 [hep-lat]].

[24] J. J. Dudek and R. G. Edwards, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 172001 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0607140]. [25] W. Jaus, Phys. Rev. D 67, 094010 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0212098]. [26] H. M. Choi and C. R. Ji, Phys. Lett. B 696, 518 (2011) [arXiv:1101.3035 [hep-ph]]. [27] H. M. Choi and C. R. Ji, Nucl. Phys. A 856, 95 (2011) [arXiv:1007.2502 [hep-ph]]. [28] H. Y. Cheng, C. Y. Cheung, C. W. Hwang and W. M. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 57, 5598 (1998) [arXiv:hep-ph/9709412].

[29] D. Faiman and A. W. Hendry, Phys. Rev. 173, 1720 (1968).

[30] S. D. Glazek and J. Mlynik, Phys. Rev. D 74, 105015 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0606235]. [31] E. E. Salpeter and H. A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. 84, 1232 (1951); E. E. Salpeter, Phys. Rev. 87, 328 (1952); C. H. Chang, J. K. Chen and G. L. Wang, arXiv:hep-th/0312250.

[32] C. D. Roberts and A. G. Williams, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 33, 477 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9403224].

[33] Y. Ding, D. Qin and K. Chao, Phys. Rev. D 44, 3562 (1991). [34] Y. P. Kuang and T. M. Yan, Phys. Rev. D 41, 155 (1990). [35] J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. D 64, 094002 (2001) [arXiv:hep-ph/0105327].