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Abstract

We compute the couplings DD*m, D1 D*w,D* D*7, D1 D17 using QCD sum rules. These couplings
are important inputs in the meson exchange model calculations used to estimate the amount of
J /1 absorption due to pions and rho mesons in heavy ion collisions. Our sum rules are constructed
at the first order in the pion momentum p,,, which give the couplings that are not trivially related
to the soft-pion theorem. Our calculated couplings, which somewhat depend upon the values of the
heavy meson decay constants, are gpp+r = 8.2+ 0.1, gp,p*» = 15.8 £2 GeV, gp=p+r = 0.3 £0.03
and gp, p,~ = 0.17 £ 0.04.
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I. INTRODUCTION

J /1) suppression [[l] seems to be one of the most promising signal for QGP formation in
RHIC. Indeed the recent data at CERN [B] show an anomalous suppression of .J/v formation,
which seems to be a consequence of QGP formation [J]. However, before coming to a
conclusion, one has to estimate the amount of J/¢ suppression due to hadronic final state
interactions. Consequently, there have been a number of works,using various models [, B, B,
[, B, B, [0, 1, [, 3], calculating the J/1) absorption cross section by light mesons. However,
the estimate varies by an order of magnitude near threshold. At this stage, it is necessary
to probe each model calculations further to spell out their corrections and uncertainties.

In the effective meson-exchange model approaches [[, [0, [[1], [, 3], important ingredi-
ents are the couplings between open charm mesons and light mesons. Precise determination
of the couplings reduces uncertainties in the calculation of the dissociation process. More-
over, a complete set of low-lying open charm mesons D(1870), D*(2010), D;(2420) has to
be included. This is especially necessary in order to probe the cross section above the
threshold. To provide the basic building blocks for such a model calculation, we use QCD
sum rules [[4, [3] and calculate the couplings DD*r,D*D*x,DyDymw,DyD*mw. These can be
used to improve the existing effective model calculations, which can be applied to future
calculation [[If] of the J/v dissociation process.

At present, there are two approaches in the literature to calculate the coupling in the QCD
sum rule approach, light-cone QCD sum rules (LCQSR) [[7, [§, [J relying on the operator
product expansion near the light cone, and the conventional QCD sum rules |20, PT], 7
based on the short-distance expansion. Predictions from LCQSR heavily depend on the
twist-2 pion wave function at the middle point, whose value, however, has been at the core
of debates for a long time [R3]. Furthermore, the duality issue in constructing the continuum
needs to be carefully considered [B4]. Instead, the conventional QCD sum rules [0, 21, BJ]
do not suffer from such an uncertainty as the QCD parameters appearing in this approach
are determined from the low-energy theorems such as PCAC and the soft-pion theorem.
Though QCD duality again needs to be applied carefully in these sum rules [R5, B4, the
uncertainties from the QCD side can be substantially reduced.

In this work, we provide a systematic approach to calculate the couplings using the

conventional QCD sum rules. Our sum rules will be constructed at the first order in the



pion momentum O(p,). We improve the previous sum rule calculations of the DD*m and
D*D*m couplings [P0, BT, BZ]. In particular, QCD duality will be correctly applied according
to the recent suggestion in Refs. 29, Bg]. Also in constructing a sum rule for DD*m, we
advocate the use of a different structure function. We then construct similar sum rules for
the couplings, D;Dim and D;D*rn, which may be important for future calculation of the

J /1 dissociation process accompanying D; meson [[d].

II. OPE FOR GENERAL CORRELATION FUNCTION

In this section, we schematically describe a general procedure to perform the operator

product expansion (OPE) of the general correlation function with a pion,

I(p,q) =i / d*ze'™(0|T{d(2)T'1c(x), ¢(0)T2u(0) }Hm(p)) - (1)
I'1 and I's denote specific gamma matrices corresponding to the coupling of concern. In
later sections, we will use this general prescription, by simple replacements, to calculate the
OPE for the correlation function of concern. For instance, to calculate the DD*rm coupling,
we will have I'y = v, and T'y = ivs5.

To calculate the coupling that is not trivially related by chiral symmetry, we will consider
the correlation function at the first order of the pion momentum p, in its expansion. The
soft-pion limit of the correlation function is just a chiral rotation of a vacuum correlation
function (i.e.,without the pion), which provides a coupling that is trivially related to the
vacuum correlation function. For example, in the case of the pion-nucleon coupling [27], the
soft-pion limit leads to Goldberger-Treiman relation with g4 = 1, which gives the coupling
30 % lower than its experimental value. To determine the coupling more precisely, one needs
to go beyond the soft-pion limit.

First, we restrict ourselves to the OPE diagram shown in Fig. [] (a). For this diagram,
we can rewrite the correlation function into the form

— / (ZW];T?“ [z'”—j_%m)m(k,p)rl . (2)

The Roman indices denote colors. The free c-quark propagator has been used in obtaining

this. Dy (k,p), which is shown by the blob in the figure, denotes the quark-antiquark

component with a pion. This can be separated into three pieces depending on the Dirac



matrices involved,

Dab(k>p) = Oab [ZV5A(kap) + 7&75Ba(k’p) + 750_065Ca6(k’p)} : (3)

The three invariant functions of k, p are defined by

1 1 “ o
A = ce ' o)t (4)
(5:2) = 353 3 O Das - Do, Al 2 508,
Bk, p) = — . —{0|d Day -+ Day, 750l 7(p))(2)* o 5O (k)
’ 12 < o o L iOkg, + -+ i0ka, ’
CoP ke, p) = — §Oo:i<0|d Dew -+ Dev. 450l (p)) (27) ——— 5@ (k) . (a)
’ 24 £~ p| o an 15 Ok, - - - i0ky, '

Since we are constructing the sum rules at the order O(p,), we need to evaluate the pion
matrix elements at O(p,). Noting that the pion matrix elements involved are symmetric
under exchanges of any pair of indices a; - - - o, and using the soft-pion theorem and PCAC,

we straightforwardly obtain the followings,

_ 1l
(01 D szl = i,
= = = im2<(jq>
<O|d DalDazDag ny5u|7r(p>> = 1;f (poqgagag +pazga1a3 +pagga1a2) b

(0|dy*ysu|7(p)) = ip®fr ,
o« ) 9 5 1
(0ld Day Doy Yaysu|m(p)) = ifrd PafaraaTg ~ (PasYae +palgaa2)ﬁ :

TR B <qq>
(0ld Do, ¥5005u|T(p)) = i(Pagpar — PpJacs) 57— 37
<0‘d DalDQQDQS ”)/5O'agu|7'('( )> )

m <qq)
— 306f [ pa(ga1a2gaaﬁ + JarazGasp + ga3a2ga15) — (Oé <> ﬁ)} (5)

Here m?2 and 6% are defined via

2

(@D%q) = S{aa) .
(0ldgsG**ygu|m(p)) = i6” fxp™ . (6)

Up to twist-5, these are all the possibilities coming from the expansion of the quark-antiquark
components at the order O(p,,).
The additional contribution to the OPE is shown by Fig. [l (b) where one gluon emitted

from the c-quark propagator is combined with the quark-antiquark component. Specifically,
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the c-quark propagator with one gluon being attached is given by [

sga o o e
- 72(153 s 6 = W o (i) (7)

where G5 = t4G 5. The color matrices t4 are normalized via T'r(t4t5) = §48 /2. Taking the

gluon stress tensor into the quark-antiquark component, one can write down the correlation

function into the form

(p,q) = Qi/ Tk TT{ 20q = Koo + (d = f + ime)iges

(2m)* (g — k) —m2]”
XF2 [750-p)\Bp)\95(k7p) + 77605&5D7aﬁ(k7p)} Fl} . (8)
At the order O(p,,), the two functions appearing above are given by
B _ mg(qq) (g7°g™ — gpég)\e)pa(Qﬂ.)4i5(4)(k) 9)
12 x 32f, Ok, ’
Dros = =20 (puges — pagen) 2) 60 () (10)

Another function involving the pion matrix element of the form

(0|77 95Gasulm(p)) (11)

is of the order O(m,), which therefore has been neglected.

Once the Dirac matrices I'; (i = 1,2) are given, we can straightforwardly calculate the
corresponding OPE from Egs. (]) and (f). These give the OPE up to twist-5 at the order
O(py). Below, we will use this formalism to calculate the couplings DD*m, D*D*r, DDy,

and D*Dym by choosing appropriate Dirac matrices for them.

III. SUM RULE FOR DD*r

In this section, we construct a sum rule for the DD*r coupling using the correlation

function

Mu(p,q) =i / d'ze' "™ (0| T{d(x)yuc(x), &(0)ivsu(0) }m (p)) - (12)

As two momenta are involved in the correlation function, one can separate the correlation

function into the following two pieces

I, = Fi(p,q)p, + Faq,p)q, - (13)
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We construct a sum rule for Fi(p = 0,q), which gives a coupling determined at the order

O(py). Defining the D*Dm coupling by [[7]

(D*(q)|D(q — p)m(p)) = gp<Drp - € (14)
and using
_. m%fD 0 "
(D|ciysul0) = - ;. (0|dv,c|D*)y = mp- fp€, (15)

(¢

the low-lying pole contribution to Fj(p = 0, q) is given by

m%mD*foD*gDD*w

- me(@? —md)(¢? —mp)

(16)

A slightly different sum rule using the same correlation function can be found in Refs. [20,

RI]). Specifically, the correlation function in that approach was decomposed into
I, = Ap, + B(2¢ — p), (17)

and a sum rule was constructed for the function A. Note, by comparing this with Eq. ([3),
one can immediately see that A = F}+ F5/2. Thus, in the expansion in terms of the external
momentum p,,, the function A involves the term at the zeroth order in p,, (i.e. F), which can
be trivially obtained from a vacuum correlation function via the soft-pion theorem, as well
as the term of the first order in p,, (i.e., Fy). To avoid the trivial contribution obtained from
the soft-pion theorem, we choose to work with the decomposition of Eq. ([J). Furthermore,
as mentioned in Ref. [[7], the function A can contain some contribution from a possible
resonance (scalar particle Dy), which can give an additional uncertainty in the prediction.
Following the general strategy given in Sec. II, we obtain the OPE for the correlation

function,

1 2 (qq) m? 10 8% f.me, m?
Figp=0) = —— |mefr— - (g e ) _ =0 nMe (e
1(a,p=0) g% — m? [m / 3 fr q%> — m? 9 ¢>—m? * g% — m?

N ﬁg<_ > 5 N dm?  dmy
67, 1 |6(¢2 —m2)? " B(@—m2P (@ —m2)

(18)

Note, the leading OPE has a simple pole in ¢?. According to QCD duality, higher resonance
contributions lying along the positive ¢ are matched with the imaginary part of the OPE
above a certain threshold Sy which is taken much higher than the low-lying pole. Since the

simple pole structure 1/(¢?> —m?) does not have nonanalytic structures in the duality region
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(¢*> > Sp), it should not pick up the continuum contribution. However, it is an often practice
that the double-variable dispersion relation is used to obtain a spectral density for a given
OPE. Then by naively restricting the dispersion integral below the continuum threshold,
one picks up the continuum contribution even from the OPE of the form 1/(¢* — m?).
In this prescription, the continuum contribution is a simple (and unphysical) pole at the
continuum threshold [24, P73, B@]. (See for example Eq.(3.12) of Ref. [P9].) This pole at the
continuum threshold does not resemble at all the higher resonance contributions lying along
the positive ¢2. In fact, this pole at the continuum is mathematically spurious. To illustrate
this in detail, let’s determine the spectral density for the OPE 1/(¢* — m?) from the double
dispersion relation when the external momentum is zero,

= )

Under the successive Borel transformations [2q], one can determine the spectral function
b(s) = —0(s —m?) . (20)

When we put it back to the double dispersion relation, we have to reproduce the OPE
1/(¢* —m?). Anything additional to it is mathematically spurious. Using Eq.(20) in Eq.([9)

and doing the integration by part, we obtain

/°° s —0(s —m?) 1 O(s —m?)|™ 21)

= +
(s —q?)? q? —m? s—q* |,

The second term is mathematically spurious as it is additional to the one that we had started
with. But when it is restricted by the continuum threshold Sy, the upper limit is changed
to Sp and the second term has a pole at the continuum threshold. However, since the pole
comes from the spurious term, its contribution to the sum rule is spurious.

Nonetheless, one may argue from an intuition that the continuum contribution should be
present as the current can couple to higher resonances. In fact, it may be possible to build
such a contribution if one uses a more sophisticated current than the simple current of the
form @l'c. We believe that the absence of the continuum is due to a limitation of the current
of the form ¢gI'c. But we believe that, as we demonstrated above, it is ad hoc to build the
continuum contribution from the OPE of the form 1/(¢g* — m?).

We now match Eq.([f) with Eq.([§) to get a sum rule for the D*D7 coupling. For

simplicity, we neglect the mass difference between D* and D and set them to mp« = mp =
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May = (Mmp~ +mp)/2. Under the Borel transformation (with the Borel mass M?), the final

sum rule reads,

4
. M2 = e g2 etmimmd)/n? ——{(q
9pp=fofp- +Th w3 Me fr 3]@”( qq)
2 L, . 10, N
_ 6% e —
+ { 3fﬂmc<QQ>+ fame = o= fﬂmo<qq>} VE
e 3 2 2 1 m%mi‘(@cﬁ
+ [ 96 fam + 9fﬂm0m 2(qq) i o7 [ (22)

Here T7 denotes the transitions from the low-lying resonance to higher resonances. We will
linearly fit the RHS within a Borel window to determine the coupling as well as the transition

strength T7.

IV. SUM RULE FOR D*D*r

We now construct a sum rule for the D*D*r coupling. The D*D*rm sum rule can be

constructed from the correlation function (by setting I'y = 7, and I'y; = v, in Eq. ([)).

L. (pq) =i / d*ze' " (0|T{d(z)yuc(2), 2(0)3u(0)Hm(p)) - (23)
Saturating the correlation function by the D* intermediate state and introducing the cou-
pling via
* * . 2 a v
<D (Q> 62)|7T(p)D (q - D, 61)) = Zf_gD*D*ﬂeaﬁul/El fgpuq ) (24)

the low-lying pole contribution at the first order in p, is given by [BJ]

2gD*D wa*mD
€apuP'q” (25)
fﬂ(q _m ) on

The OPE part can be computed by following the general prescription described in Sec. II.

After taking out the common factor of €,4,,p"q”, we obtain the OPE side
fx 2 melag) | 8 frd? 10 fxd"me 2 mimq(qq)
¢ —mZ  3fz(®—m2? 9(P-m2)? 9 (@-m2)? 3fr(¢®—m)*

The terms involving mZ are different from the one in Ref. 2. By matching the two sides,

(26)

we obtain the sum rule for the D* D*r coupling

fr (2, —m2)ar

gD*D*ﬂ_]LQ* —|— T2M2 = —F€
b 2m3,.
2 me | memi(qq)
M — ——m, — 7r52 — 7r52—c —e 022 27

Here, T5 denotes the transitions from D* — hz’gher resonance states.
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V. SUM RULE FOR D;Di~w

For the coupling D D7, we use the correlation function involving axial-vector currents,

i / d'ze™* (0| T{d(w),75¢(x), €(0)7,75u(0) Hm (p)) - (28)

Comparing this correlation function with Eq. (B3), one can easily see that the OPE for this
correlation function can be obtained by replacing m. — —m, in Eq. (£§). We introduce the
D, D7 coupling similarly as Eq. (B4). Then it is a simple matter to construct a sum rule

for the Dy D7 coupling. Namely, by replacing m. — —m, in Eq. (1), we have

T m2. —m?2 2
ngDlﬂ'f%l _I_ T3M2 = f—e( Dy c)/M

m2 _ mimi(qq)

T MY

X | frM?* 4+ —m{qq) — g fr0% — = fﬂs? (29)

Again, T3 denotes the transitions from Dy — higher resonance states.

VI. SUM RULE FOR D;D*r

The Dy D*m coupling can be calculated from the correlation function

i / d'ze™ (0T {d(x).c(x), &(0)7,75u(0) }m (p)) - (30)

Refs. [[§, [9] calculated the coupling using the light-cone QCD sum rules. Both references
considered the structure function proportional to g,, but the OPE in either approaches are
different. Here we choose to work with the structure function proportional to ¢,p, + q.p,,
which turns out to be rather simple.

In constructing the phenomenological side, we follow Ref. [[J] where the structure pro-

portional to q,p, + q,p, is given by

mp I Ip
ngD*T(' : 2 2 2 : 2 * (31>
mp+ q° — mD* q° — le

Note, gp, p+» has one dimension due to the way that the coupling is introduced in Ref. [[9],
which is in contrast to the other dimensionless couplings. The OPE side can be calculated

straightforwardly. It takes the simple form of

1 10 m2
e e | 32
@?—-—m?2 9 (¢?—m2)? (32)



The terms containing 62 from the expansion of A(k,p) is canceled with the similar term

coming from D,.g. Setting mp+ = mp, = m = (mp- +mp,)/2 and matching the two sides,

we obtain
T M2 _ (m2—m2)/M? M2 o mz 33
9o, p*xfp+ fo, +TAM” = fre “ ozl (33)
VII. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS
In our analysis, we use the following set of the QCD parameters,
2 _ 2. s\ 3. 52 _ 2
mg =0.8 GeV*; (qq) = (—0.24 GeV)’; 6°=0.2 GeV
me =134 GeV ; f. =131 MeV . (34)
For the hadron masses, we use [R9]
mp =187 GeV; mp =2.01 GeV; mp, =242 GeV . (35)

We plot the Borel curves for the couplings DD*mr, Dy D*r in Figs. B and [ using Eqgs. (P2)
and (B3) respectively. The corresponding curves for the D*D*r and DiD;7m couplings are
shown in Fig. f. To get the couplings, we need to fit each curve with a straight line within
an appropriately chosen Borel window. The intersection between the best fitting curve
and the vertical axis at M? = 0 gives the values fpfp-gpper, oy [ 9D, D* s j%*gD*D*7r
and f3 gp,p,x- All the curves are well-fitted with a straight line above minimum Borel
mass, which depending on sum rules, ranging from 2 - 3 GeV2. In that region, the higher
dimensional terms are suppressed. When we shift the Borel window by 0.5 GeV?, the results
reduce by 10 %.

Table [| shows the best fit values and the chosen Borel window. For fpfp«gpp«r, our
value is substantially smaller than 0.51 GeV? obtained from the light-cone QCD sum rule
analysis [[4]. The origin of the difference may be traced back to the use of the asymptotic
pion wave functions. In the light-cone sum rules, the values of the twist-2 and twist-3 wave
functions at the middle point, ¢,(1/2) ~ 1.2 and ¢,(1/2) ~ 1.5, enter as leading terms in
the OPE. But in our sum rules, these middle points are replaced by the integrated strengths
of the wave functions fol dup.(u) =1, fol dup,(u) = 1, which are well-fixed by low-energy
theorems. Though our approach is different from the similar calculations in Refs. [0, B9,

our result for fpfp-gpp=» agrees with them. Also our value of f2.gp«p-, agrees with the
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results in Ref. [[§]. Our result for fp, fp+gp,p+r, 0.948 GeV3, is somewhat larger than 0.68
GeV? from Ref.[I9], which is obtained from the structure function proportional to g,,,.

To get the couplings, we need to determine fp, fp, and fp«. One may calculate these
using QCD sum rules of two-point correlation function in the vacuum. Currently these
values are not known precisely. According to Ref. [[§, they are fp = 170 MeV, fp« = 220
MeV and fp, = 240 MeV. A somewhat different set of the decay constants can be found in
Ref.[9], fp = 160 MeV, fp- = 240 MeV and fp, = 300 MeV. Using these, we obtain the

coupling constants,

gpper =829 (8.07):  gp,pr = 17.95 (13.6) GeV
9o =033 (0.278) :  gp,p,x = 0.208 (0.133) . (36)

where the numbers (the ones in the parenthesis) are obtained by using the decay constants
given in Ref. [[§] (Ref.[[J]). To make a more precise prediction, one may need to determine
the decay constants precisely. To summarize, we present in table [] our results in comparison
with the other previous calculations.

These couplings are important ingredients for estimating the absorption cross section of
J/1¢ by m mesons. Up to now meson exchange models in the calculation of the absorption
cross section are based on a effective chiral lagrangian with only pseudoscalars (D, ) and
vector mesons (J/1, D*). We believe that the addition of the axial partner of D*, namely
the D; meson, will reduce the value for the existing calculation. The reason is the following.
Consider the dissociation of J/¢ by pions into D and D*. In the existing meson exchange
calculations, the diagrams contributing to the process are the contributions from the s-
channel D meson, the t-channel D* mesons and the direct four point coupling, which gives
a non-trivial contribution. The form of the couplings are obtained from the chiral SU(4)
lagrangian with vector mesons introduced in the massive Yang-Mills approach. We believe
that the addition of D; meson will partly cancel the contribution from the direct four point
coupling. This is so because this is precisely how the Adler consistency condition for the p—7
forward scattering amplitude is obtained in the massive Yang Mills approach [B1)]. Namely,
one has to introduce the axial partner of p, namely a; meson, whose contribution in the
s-channel will cancel the direct four point coupling of the pprm and make the amplitude
vanish in the soft pion limit. Similar cancellation will occur between the direct four point

coupling of J/¢ — m — D — D* and the J/¢+ 7 — Dy — D + D* contribution. Of course,
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how big the cancellation actually is in this particular case has to be studied in detail and

that will be done in the future work reported in Ref. [[[§].
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TABLE I:. The best fitted values for the couplings are listed here along with the chosen Borel

window. Overal shift of the Borel window by 0.5 GeV? to higher mass region gives 10 % error.

Borel Window (GeV?) fitted value
2.5 < M? <35 fofpgpp*r = 0.31 GeV?
3<M?2<4 D, fD*9D, D*x = 0.948 GeV?3
2<M?<3 f3.9p*D*x = 0.016 GeV?
2< M2<3 3,90, Dy = 0.012 GeV?

TABLE II: Comparison of our results with the other published results. The results of Refs.[[[7, [L§,
[ are from light-cone QCD sum rules, the results from Refs.[2(, PJ] are from the conventional

sum rules, and the result of Ref.[B(] is from the three-point sum rules.

9DD*r g9p,p*x (GeV) 9D*D*n 9D, Dy
this work 8.2+0.1 15.8 +2 0.3 4 0.03 0.17 £ 0.04
Ref.[[7] 12541
Ref.[§] 11.85 +2.1 0.31 £0.08
Ref.[T9] 10+ 2
Refs. [0, B9 942 0.35 4 0.08
Ref.[B{] 5.7+ 4
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FIG. 1: The OPE diagrams considered in this work. The blob in (a) denotes the quark-antiquark

component with a pion and the blob in (b) denotes quark-antiquark-gluon component with a pion.
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FIG. 2: The Borel curves for the DD*r coupling from Egs. (B3). Here the RHS of the equation is

plotted with respect to the Borel mass M?2.
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FIG. 3: The Borel curves for the D1 D*r coupling from Eq.(BJ). Here the RHS of the equation is

plotted with respect to the Borel mass M?2.
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FIG. 4: The Borel curves for the D*D*r and D; D7 couplings given in Eqgs. (B7) (29). Here the

RHS of the equations are plotted with respect to the Borel mass M?2.
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