arXiv:1304.5279v1 [hep-ph] 18 Apr 2013

Meson Decays in an Extended Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model with Heavy Quark Flavors

Hong-Bo Deng, Xiao-Lin Chen, and Wei-Zhen Deng^∗ School of physics and State Key Laboratory of Nuclear Physics and Technology, Peking University, Beijing, 100871, China

Abstract

In a previous work, we proposed an extended Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model including heavy quark flavors. In this work, we will calculate strong and radiative decays of vector mesons in this extended NJL model, including light ρ, ω, K^∗, ϕ and heavy D^∗, D^∗_s , B^∗, B^∗_s .

PACS numbers: 12.39.Fe, 12.39.Hg, 14.40.-n Keywords: NJL model, heavy meson, heavy quark limit

∗Electronic address: dwz@pku.edu.cn

I. INTRODUCTION

The Nambu–Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [1, 2], in its original form as a pre-QCD theory, was constructed of nucleons that interact via an effective two-body contact interaction. Later the model was reinterpreted as a theory of quark degrees of freedom [3, 4]. The most important feature of NJL model is the chiral symmetry of Lagrangian plus a chiral symmetry breaking ground state. The model was generalized to SU(3)_f case of light quark flavors in refs. [5–9].

On the other side, for heavy quark flavors the chiral symmetry no longer holds. However, new important symmetries such as the spin symmetry were discovered in heavy (Qq̄)-mesons [10], which is a consequence of the order 1/m_Q of spin-spin interaction in the effective quark potential [11]. In ref. [12], The NJL model was generalized to include heavy flavors. Both the chiral symmetry in light meson sector and the spin symmetry in heavy meson sector were reproduced with the vector-current interaction. The bosonization technique was used there to obtain an effective Lagrangian of meson degrees of freedom.

However as already shown in ref. [5], vector-current interaction itself is not enough to reproduce the experimental masses of light vector mesons such as ρ, K^∗ etc. Other chiral symmetrical interactions such as the axial-vector-current one, are needed to get satisfactory results for light meson sector. But these additional interactions do not obey the spin symmetry in heavy meson sector since they will generate the incorrect spin-spin interaction that is not 1/m_Q suppressed. In the above work [12], the authors just introduced two coupling constants G_1 and G_2 for the ligth meson sector and another different coupling G_3 for the heavy meson sector.

In our previous work [13], we proposed a solution to extend the NJL model to comprise the heavy quark flavors. The NJL interactions were expanded with respect to 1/m_f of constituent quark mass m_f just like the expansion in the heavy quark effective theory (HQET). Naturally the vector-current interaction is dominant while other interactions such as the typical axial-vector-current one should be 1/m_f suppressed. We had performed numerical calculations for both the light and heavy meson sectors. The mass spectra fit the experimental data quite well. The decay constants of heavy mesons were smaller than experimental values roughly by a factor of 2.

The strong and radiative decays provide us important information about hadron structure. Experimentally, the decay widths of light vector mesons have been well measured [14–19] and so far some of decay widths or ratios of the charmed and bottomed heavy vector mesons were reported [20–22].

Generally speaking, it is a rigid test for any model to fit the experimental values of decay width or ratio. The most popular model for strong decay is the^3P_0 model [23, 24]. This model has been applied to a great number of decay processes [25–28]. The radiative decays, mainly M1 transition which takes place when one of the constituent quark changes its spin and radiates one photon, has been studied in potential quark models [29, 30] or from flavor symmetry [31]. For decays of heavy mesons, abundant works have been done in the frameworks of chiral quark model [30, 32], potential model [33, 34], bag model [35], chiral perturbation model [36], and QCD sum rules [37, 38]. The decays were also studied in NJL model [39, 40] and from lattice QCD [41–43].

In this work, we will calculate strong and radiative decays of vector mesons in the extended NJL model with heavy flavors, including light mesons ρ, ω, K^∗, ϕ and heavy ones D^∗, D^∗_s , B^∗, B^∗_s .

II. MODEL AND FORMALISM

In ref. [13], the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model was generalized to deal with heavy quarks as well as light ones. The Lagrangian reads

L = ψ̄(i/∂ − m̂_0)ψ + L_4, (1)

where L_4 = G_V (ψ̄λ^a_c γ_μψ)^2 + h m_qm_q′ [(ψ̄λ^a_c γ_μψ)^2 + (ψ̄λ^a_c γ_μγ_5ψ)^2], (2) describes the four-point quark-quark interaction compatible with QCD chiral symmetry. G_V , of dimension (mass)^{−2}, and the dimensionless h were parameters fixed in the spectral calculation. The second term on the right side in Eq. (2) appears as higher order correction expanded with respect to the constituent quark mass m_q similiar to the HQET expansion. We can rewrite Eq. (2) in a Fierz invariant form. For the light sector, one has

L^q_4 = 4 9 G_V [(q̄λ^i_f q)^2 + (q̄iγ_5λ^i_f q)^2] − 2 9 (G_V + h m_qm_q′ )[(q̄λ^i_f γ_μq)^2 + (q̄λ^i_f γ_μγ_5q)^2]. (3) where λ^i_f ’s are the U_f (3) generators, with λ^0_f =

√_2

3 I (where I is the 3 × 3 unit matrix) and the rest are Gell-Mann matrices in flavour space. For the heavy sector, one has

L^Q_4 = 8 9 G_V [(Q̄q)^2 + (Q̄iγ_5λ^i_f q)(q̄iγ_5λ^i_f Q)] − 4 9 (G_V + h m_qm_Q )[(Q̄γ_μq)(q̄γ^μQ) + (q̄γ_μγ_5q)(q̄γ^μγ_5q)], (4)

where still we have T rλ_iλ_j = 2δ_{ij} . (5) One can see that actually we only consider the higher order 1/m_qm_Q suppressed interaction in vector and axial-vector channels and so the important chiral symmetry breaking vaccum (the ground state) is unchanged.

Using Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE), we obtained the meson masses via the corresponding T-matrix where the mesons appear as the poles of the T-matrix. The meson-quark coupling constants were also obtained by further expanding the T-matrix around the meson poles.

In this work, we will use the effective meson Lagrangian to calculate strong and radiative decays of vector mesons. The effective meson-quark coupling constants will be directly taken from our previous work. In the cases of pseudo-scalar meson and vector meson, the corresponding effective quark couplings read Ł_{πq} = − g_{πq}ψ̄iγ_5τ ψ · π − f_{πq} m_π ψ̄γ_μγ_5τ ψ · ∂^μπ, (6) Ł_{ρq} = − g_{ρq}ψ̄γ_μτ ψ · ρ^μ. (7) For the decay of a vector meson (V) into two pseudo-scalars (P), one has

Γ(V → P P ) = 1 2m_V ∫ dϕ^{(2)}|M(V → P P )|^2, (8)

where ∫ dϕ^{(2)} = ∫_{d3k1} (2π)^32E_{k1} d^3k_2 (2π)^3 2E_{k2} (2π)

4δ^4(q−k_1 −k_2) is the standard two-body phase-space-measure. In the rest frame of the decaying meson, the decay amplitude of the vector meson can be write as M(V → P P ) = ϵ^μT_μ = −ϵ · T , (9) where ϵ^μ is the polarized vector of V meson. Then we have

Γ(V → P P ) = k_c 24πm^2_V

|T |^2. (10)

FIG. 1: The Feynman diagram corresponds to the strong decay process.

The strong decay process of a vector meson is shown in Feynmann diagram Fig. 1, where q =^{k1+k2}_2 = (^{mV}_2 , 0), l =^{k1−k2}_2 = (^{k01 −k02}_2 , k_c), and m_1, m_2, m_3 denote the constituent masses of the constituting quarks. Using the Feynman rules, one can write down the expression for the decay amplitude directly. One finds iT^μ = − T r ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 ig_vγ^μλ^V i /p − /q − m1 i(g_1 + g̃_1 m_1 + m_3

/k_1)iγ_5λ^{P1} × i /p + /l − m3 i(g_2 + g̃_2 m_2 + m_3

/k_2)iγ_5λ^{P2} i /p + /q − m2 . (11)

For the reaction of a vector meson decays into a pseudo-scalar and a photon (γ), V → P γ, the decay width can be expressed as Γ(V → P γ) = 1 2m_V ∫ dϕ^{(2)}|M|^2, (12)

where the decay amplitude should take the form iM(V → P γ) = eϵ^μ(V )ϵ^{∗ν} (γ)T_{μν} . (13) The Feynman diagrams of radiative decay are shown in Fig.2. We can write down the radiative decay amplitude T^{μν} =T r ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 ig_V γ^μλ^V i /p − /q − m1 i ^Qγ^ν i /p + /l − m1 × i(g_P + g̃_P k/_2 m_1 + m_2 )iγ_5λ^P i /p + /q − m2 + T r ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 ig_V γ^μλ^V i /p − /q − m1 i(g_P + g̃_P k/_2 m_1 + m_2 )iγ_5λ^P × i /p − /l − m2 i ^Qγ^ν i /p + /q − m2 .

FIG. 2: The Feynman diagram corresponding to the radiative decay processes.

In the rest frame of decaying meson, we only need the space components of the tensor T^{ij} and it can be written as T^{ij} = ϵ^{ijl}T^l_{V P γ} . (14) Then we have Γ(V → P γ) = αk_c 3m^2_V

|T_{V P γ} |^2, (15) where α ≃ 1/137 is the electromagnetic fine structure constant.

To calculate the loop integrals, we apply the three-momentum cut-off regularization scheme to the integrals. First, we define some useful quantities

E_p(m) = √ p^2 + m^2, E_k(m) = √ (p + k_c)^2 + m^2, ω_{1,2} = + q^0 ± E_p(m_1), ω_{3,4} = − q^0 ± E_p(m_2), ω_{5,6} = − l^0 ± E_k(m_3).

The ω_i’s emerge as poles when the integral with respect to p^0 is performed. After we integrate out p^0, the amplitudes can always be represented as spatial integrals T = ∫_Λ d^3p (2π)^3 2,4,6∑

i N|_{p0=ωi} ∏ j≠i(ωi − ωj) = 1 4π^2

∫_Λ 0 p^2dp ∫_1 −1 dt 2,4,6∑

i N|_{p0=ωi} ∏ j≠i(ωi − ωj) , where N represents the numerator of integrand. The 2-dimensional integral will be performed numerically by Monte Carlo integration method using the vegas routine from gsl library.

TABLE I: Meson-quark coupling constants. g_π g_K g_D g_{Ds} g_B g_{Bs} 4.25 4.32 4.71 5.03 5.92 6.69 g̃_π g̃_K g̃_D g̃_{Ds} g̃_B g̃_{Bs} 1.56 1.61 2.04 2.09 2.84 3.11 g_{ρ/ω} g_ϕ g_K∗ g_D∗ g_D∗_s g_B∗ g_B∗_s 1.29 1.38 1.31 1.64 1.83 2.51 2.89

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the previous work [13], we had calculated the pseudo-scalar and vector mesons, light and heavy, consistently in an extended NJL model with interaction given by eq. (2). The input parameters were the current masses of light quarks and the constituent masses of heavy quarks, the two coupling constants and the 3-dimensional cutoff. Numerically, the parameters were set to m^0_{u/d} = 2.79 MeV, m^0_s = 72.0 MeV, m_c = 1.62 GeV, m_b = 4.94 Gev, Λ = 0.8 GeV, G_V = 2.41, h = 0.65.

(16)

Using above parameters we obtained the constituent masses of light quarks

m_u = m_d = 392 MeV, m_s = 542 MeV. (17)

The obtained meson-quark coupling constants, which we need to calculate the strong and radiative decays, are given in Table I. We will use the experimental meson masses given by Particle Date Group [44].

In Table II, we show the results for the strong and radiative decays of light vector mesons. As we can see, our results are in qualitative agreement with the empirical values. Nevertheless, quantitatively our results are systematically smaller than the empirical values by a factor of 2 or 3. The discrepancy always occurs in the NJL calculation as the model lacks the quark confinement mechanism. In the potential model [45], generally the masses of light vector mesons ρ or K^∗ lay above the constituent quark mass thresholds and still they are bound states due to the linear confinement potential. In our calculation, the

TABLE II: Strong and radiative decay widths for light vector mesons.

Decay modes This work Bernard Empirical [39] [44] ρ → ππ MeV 68.5 52.0 149.1 ± 0.8 ρ^± → π^±γ keV 21.9 60.1 68 ± 7 ρ^0 → π^0γ keV 43.9 − 89 ± 12 ω → πγ keV 866 762 764 ± 51 ϕ → K^+K^− MeV 1.28 − 2.08 ϕ → K^0_LK^0_S MeV 0.86 − 1.46 K^{∗±} → (Kπ)^± MeV 20.9 57.3 50.7 ± 0.9 K^{∗±} → K^±γ keV 13.5 92.0 50 ± 0.5 K^{∗0} → K^0γ keV 31.3 − 117 ± 10

constituent masses of light quarks are intentionally tune larger so that the mesons are still bound states under the constituent quark mass thresholds, even without the confinment. In another NJL calculation [39], the smaller constituent quark masses were used and the ρ and K^∗ vector meson was found as the resonant poles. Then they suggested to account for the discrepancy by introducing a renormalization factor of roughly 2 into the light vector meson field after have taken the higher order meson loops into consideration. In comparison, the numerical results from ref. [39] are also listed in Table II. As we know, the amplitudes of triangle Feynman Diagrams heavily depend on the quarks masses when the meson masses are close to the mass threshold. Our numerical study shows that to fit the experimental decay width of ρ demands that 2m_u should be very close to m_ρ and then the numerical result turns to be unstable. We guess that the confinement mechanism is important here for the light vector mesons as it is critical to their formation.

Table III shows the strong and radiative decay widths of heavy vector mesons. Table IV exhibits the branching ratios for charmed vector mesons. It can be seen that our results agree with the experimental values. As the empirical data are not complete, here we also list some of other model calculation and lattice calculation in the table for comparison. In Table III, our decay width of D^{∗+} is a little lager than the empirical one. Numerically this can be corrected by changing m_c slightly, about 5 MeV larger. In Table IV, our resulted

TABLE III: Strong and radiative decay widths for heavy vector mesons (all in unit keV). Decay Modes This work Kamal Goity Empirical [46] [30] [20, 21, 47] D^{∗±} → D^±π0 39.7 25.9 28.8 D^{∗±} → D^0π^± 84.4 58.8 64.6 D^{∗±} → D^±γ 0.7 1.7 1.4 D^{∗±} → all 124.4 86.4 94.9 96±22 D^{∗0} → D^0π^0 46.5 42.4 41.6 D^{∗0} → D^0γ 19.4 21.8 32.0 D^{∗0} → all 65.9 64.2 73.6 < 2.1 MeV D^∗_s → D_sγ 0.09 0.21 0.32 < 1.9 MeV B^{∗±} → B^±γ 0.25 − 0.74 B^{∗0} → B^±γ 0.22 − 0.23 B^∗_s → B_sγ 0.10 − 0.14

TABLE IV: Branching ratios for charmed vector mesons.

Decay Modes This work Kamal Goity Empirical [46] [30] [44] D^{∗±} → D^±π^0 31.8 30.0 30.3 30.7 ± 0.5 D^{∗±} → D^0π^± 67.7 68.0 68.1 67.7 ± 0.5 D^{∗±} → D^±γ 0.5 2.0 1.5 1.6 ± 0.5 D^{∗0} → D^0π^0 70.6 66.0 56.5 61 ± 2.9 D^{∗0} → D^0γ 29.4 34.0 43.5 38.1 ± 2.9

branching ratios also are in agreement with the experimental data. Here the numerical results are less sensitive to constituent quark masses than that of the light meson sector. We may expect that the calculation of strong and radiative decays for heavy mesons are more reliable as it is well known that for heavy mesons the confinement is less important than the one gluon exchange coulomb potential.

IV. SUMMARY

We have used the extended NJL model with heavy flavors [13] to calculate strong and radiative decays of vector mesons. It should be noted that no extra assumption and free parameter was introduced into our present calculation. A reasonable agreement to the experimental data is obtained. The results of light vector mesons may indicate that a more complex quark structure should be considered for vector meson due to the confinement which is lacked in NJL model.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank professor Shi-Lin Zhu for useful discussions.

[1] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys.Rev. 122, 345 (1961). [2] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys.Rev. 124, 246 (1961). [3] T. Eguchi, Phys.Rev. D14, 2755 (1976). [4] K. Kikkawa, Prog.Theor.Phys. 56, 947 (1976).

[5] S. Klimt, M. F. Lutz, U. Vogl, and W. Weise, Nucl.Phys. A516, 429 (1990). [6] U. Vogl, M. F. Lutz, S. Klimt, and W. Weise, Nucl.Phys. A516, 469 (1990). [7] U. Vogl and W. Weise, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. 27, 195 (1991). [8] S. Klevansky, Rev.Mod.Phys. 64, 649 (1992).

[9] D. Ebert, H. Reinhardt, and M. Volkov, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. 33, 1 (1994). [10] N. Isgur and M. B. Wise, Phys.Lett. B232, 113 (1989). [11] W. Caswell and G. Lepage, Phys.Lett. B167, 437 (1986).

[12] D. Ebert, T. Feldmann, R. Friedrich, and H. Reinhardt, Nucl.Phys. B434, 619 (1995), hepph/9406220.

[13] X.-Y. Guo, X.-L. Chen, and W.-Z. Deng (2012), 1205.0355.

[14] R. Akhmetshin et al. (CMD-2 Collaboration), Phys.Lett. B578, 285 (2004), hep-ex/0308008. [15] R. Akhmetshin et al. (CMD-2 Collaboration), Phys.Lett. B648, 28 (2007), hep-ex/0610021. [16] R. Akhmetshin, V. Aulchenko, V. S. Banzarov, L. Barkov, N. Bashtovoy, et al., Phys.Lett.

B642, 203 (2006).

[17] M. Fujikawa et al. (Belle Collaboration), Phys.Rev. D78, 072006 (2008), 0805.3773. [18] M. Baubillier et al. (Birmingham-CERN-Glasgow-Michigan State-Paris Collaboration), Z.Phys. C26, 37 (1984).

[19] C. Chandlee, D. Berg, S. Cihangir, B. Collick, T. Ferbel, et al., Phys.Rev.Lett. 51, 168 (1983). [20] S. Abachi, C. Akerlof, P. S. Baringer, D. Blockus, B. Brabson, et al., Phys.Lett. B212, 533 (1988).

[21] J. Gronberg et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 3232 (1995), hep-ex/9508001. [22] P. Abreu et al. (DELPHI Collaboration), Z.Phys. C68, 353 (1995). [23] A. Le Yaouanc, L. Oliver, O. Pene, and J. C. Raynal, Phys. Rev. D8, 2223 (1973). [24] L. Micu, Nucl. Phys. B10, 521 (1969).

[25] H. G. Blundell and S. Godfrey, Phys. Rev. D53, 3700 (1996), hep-ph/9508264. [26] T. Barnes, F. E. Close, P. R. Page, and E. S. Swanson, Phys. Rev. D55, 4157 (1997), hepph/9609339.

[27] S. Capstick and N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. D 34, 2809 (1986). [28] S. Capstick and W. Roberts, Phys. Rev. D 49, 4570 (1994). [29] S. Jena, M. Muni, H. Pattnaik, and K. Sahu, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A25, 2063 (2010). [30] J. Goity and W. Roberts, Phys.Rev. D64, 094007 (2001), hep-ph/0012314. [31] E. Sucipto and R. Thews, Phys.Rev. D36, 2074 (1987). [32] A. Deandrea (1998), hep-ph/9809393.

[33] D. Ebert, R. Faustov, and V. Galkin, Phys.Lett. B537, 241 (2002), hep-ph/0204089. [34] P. Colangelo, F. De Fazio, and G. Nardulli, Phys.Lett. B334, 175 (1994), hep-ph/9406320. [35] A. H. Orsland and H. Hogaasen, Eur.Phys.J. C9, 503 (1999), hep-ph/9812347. [36] J. F. Amundson, C. G. Boyd, E. E. Jenkins, M. E. Luke, A. V. Manohar, et al., Phys.Lett.

B296, 415 (1992), hep-ph/9209241.

[37] T. Aliev, D. A. Demir, E. Iltan, and N. Pak, Phys.Rev. D54, 857 (1996), hep-ph/9511362. [38] H. G. Dosch and S. Narison, Phys.Lett. B368, 163 (1996), hep-ph/9510212. [39] V. Bernard, A. Blin, B. Hiller, U. Meissner, and M. Ruivo, Phys.Lett. B305, 163 (1993), hep-ph/9302245.

[40] A. Polleri, R. Broglia, P. Pizzochero, and N. Scoccola, pp. 425–428 (1996). [41] J. Frison et al. (Budapest-Marseille-Wuppertal Collaboration), PoS LATTICE2010, 139 (2010), 1011.3413.

[42] Z. Fu and K. Fu, Phys.Rev. D86, 094507 (2012), 1209.0350. [43] D. Becirevic and B. Haas, Eur.Phys.J. C71, 1734 (2011), 0903.2407. [44] K. Nakamura et al. (Particle Data Group), J.Phys. G37, 075021 (2010). [45] S. Godfrey and N. Isgur, Phys.Rev. D32, 189 (1985). [46] A. Kamal and Q. Xu, Phys.Lett. B284, 421 (1992).

[47] A. Anastassov et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Phys.Rev. D65, 032003 (2002), hep-ex/0108043.