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ABSTRACT

This report is the result of the collaboration and reseaffdrtenf the Quarkonium Working Group over

the last three years. It provides a comprehensive overvidiveostate of the art in heavy-quarkonium
theory and experiment, covering quarkonium spectrosadggay, and production; the determination of
QCD parameters from quarkonium observables; quarkoniagdiam and the effects on quarkonia of
physics beyond the Standard Model. An introduction to comtheoretical and experimental tools is
included. Future opportunities for research in quarkonplysics are also discussed.



FOREWORD

As the community of high-energy physicists impatiently dagvthe startup of the LHC and the opening of
the new energy frontier, it is very welcome news that so mietienging and exciting data are constantly
being produced in the field of quarkonium physics. The peddifion of puzzling measurements has led
over the past several years to new challenges for the thgoregjuiring the introduction of new ideas,

and providing new probes for the understanding of QCD atdtpeér levels.

Ten years ago, reports by the CDF Collaboration signalle@tid of an era in quarkonium physics,
but at the same time opened new windows on this field, whiclribomed so much to the development
of QCD. The observation of the top quark with a mass of aboGtG&V closed all hopes of including
toponium in the family of clean and useful quarkonium stakeparallel, the observation of an excess in
charmonium production by orders of magnitude over what wadipted in the then available theoretical
models gave birth to the modern theoretical understandirdharmonium production. Since then, in
addition to successful explanations, a large set of puxaes being generated by data obtained at the
Tevatron, at HERA, and in low-energy e~ colliders: the apparent violation of universality emeggin
when comparing data from the hadron anddheolliders, the poor agreement (at the limit of inconsis-
tency!) between the predictions for the polarization of ifié¢: produced in hadronic collisions and the
actual data, the excess of double charmonium productiarofiserved by Belle. The solution to these
puzzles still remains to be found, as new data keep pouring in

But the surprises and advances have not been limited to thplew issue of the production mech-
anisms. The spectroscopy of quarkonium has also receivakkeobing inputs from the observation
of new narrow states, whose understanding requires an atigedof sophistication in the theory, to-
gether perhaps with the need for inclusion of more exotitepas of bound states (hybrids, molecules,
tetraguarks). Progress in lattice calculations and effedield theories has turned quarkonium physics
into a powerful tool to measure the mass of the heavy quarlisttam strength of the QCD coupling,
providing accuracies comparable to or better than thosevatl by any other technique. The properties
of production and absorption of quarkonium in a nuclear m@dare beginning to provide quantitative
inputs for the study of QCD at high density and temperatureng a unique experimental test bed for
analytical and lattice studies.

The interplay of solid theoretical work and of accurate aacsatile experimental techniques has
brought quarkonium physics to a renaissance, with a flomgsbf activity second only to the golden age
which followed the discovery of charmonium almost 30 yeais. & he appearance of this CERN Report,
which documents the state of the art through the contribstiof the leaders in the field, represents
therefore a timely and much needed publication. The inciusi both the theoretical and experimental
perspectives leads to a precious resource for the actigandser, as well as for the young newcomers to
the field.

I am happy to praise the organizers of the Quarkonium Wortdngup, the conveners and all the
participants, who have worked so hard over the past coupfeaf to produce this Report, which will
provide an essential guide to this ever-exciting area aaeh for years to come.

Michelangelo Mangano
CERN PH Department
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PREFACE

On the eve of the startup of the LHC and the search for new peiyglyond the Standard Model at energy
scales of several TeV, there is still a sector of the Staniardel that evades our control: the sector of
strongly interacting particles, i.e. quarks and gluons.Bakeve we have the field theory that describes
strong interaction, QCD, but we are not yet able to extrawtfit in a controlled way a great part of the
hadron properties. These same hadron properties obviplasiya relevant role in many searches for new
physics and new phenomena, CP violation being a strong nasanid. At the LHC hadron processes
will again take the stage. It is, therefore, relevant to géd lof the strong sector of the Standard Model.
For several reasons heavy quarkonium offers a unique appgrin this direction. Quarkonium systems
may be crucially important to improve our understanding &f3Q They probe all the energy regimes of
QCD, from the hard region, where an expansion in the couplorgstant is possible, to the low-energy
region, where nonperturbative effects dominate. Heawrgtantiquark bound states are thus an ideal,
and to some extent, unique laboratory where our understgrodinonperturbative QCD and its interplay
with perturbative QCD may be tested in a controlled framédwor

Moreover, in the last few years a wealth of new experimemsiilts have become available. The
diversity, quantity and accuracy of the data currently deiollected is impressive and includes:

— data on quarkonium formation from BES at BEPC, E835 at HabnwKEDR (upgraded) at VEPP-
4M, and CLEO Ill at CESR;

— clean samples of charmonia produced in B-decays, in phptwton fusion and in initial-state
radiation from the B-meson factory experiments BaBar at Glaind Belle at KEK, including the
unexpected observation of associateg)(cc) production;

— heavy quarkonia production from gluon—gluon fusiompinannihilations at 2 TeV from the CDF
and DO experiments at Fermilab, including the first obs@watf B, candidates;

— charmonia production in photon—gluon fusion from the ZEA8 H1 experiments at DESY,;

— charmonia production in heavy-ion collisions from the PHE and STAR experiments at RHIC,
and the NA60 experiment at CERN.

These experiments may operate as heavy quarkonium fagtpreducing quarkonium states in
large amounts. If properly analysed and interpreted, tha dan lead to surprising results and major
progress in our understanding of QCD. This is exemplifiedH®yuvery recent discovery of a new un-
expected narrow charmonium state, temporarily labeN&d872), which was announced by the Belle
Collaboration at the Lepton—Photon Conference 2003 anfiromd within a month by the CDF Col-
laboration at Fermilab, during the 2nd QWG Workshop.

In the near future, even larger data samples are expectedttim CLEO-c and BES Il upgraded
experiments, while the B factories, the Fermilab Tevateord the DESY experiments will continue to
supply valuable data for several years. New facilities idicome operational (LHC at CERN, Panda at
GSI, much-higher-luminosity B factories at KEK and SLAC, iméar Collider, etc.) offering fantastic
challenges and opportunities, which we must start facinyto Considerable efforts are also being
made to study deconfined quark matter, at SPS, RHIC and LHgiesefor which heavy quarkonium
is among the most crucial probes. The complexity of thesdiedurequires a close communication and
the exchange of ideas between experts in quarkonium phgsiseavy-ion collisions.

Effective field theories, such as Nonrelativistic QCD (NRQ)Cprovide new tools and definite
predictions concerning, for instance, heavy-quarkonimwdgpction and decays. New effective field
theories for heavy quarkonium, as potential NRQCD (pNRQ@BJ velocity NRQCD (VNRQCD),
have recently been developed and are producing a wealthwofemilts. The lattice implementation
of such effective theories has been partially carried odtraany more results with drastically reduced
systematic uncertainties are expected in the near fututee pfogress in the understanding of non-
relativistic effective field theories makes it possible  lgeyond phenomenological models and, for
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the first time, face the possibility of providing a unified degtion of all aspects of heavy-quarkonium
physics. This allows us to use quarkonium as a benchmarkufanderstanding of QCD, for the precise
determination of relevant Standard Model parameters, (eegvy quark masses;), and for new physics
searches.

It is crucial, now, to ensure an efficient communication kesw experimentalists and theorists,
within the broad quarkonium physics community. This hasittee main motivation for the creation of
an international research collaboration, the Quarkoniuonkilg Group, which constitutes the support
platform of this CERN Report (see alkotp://wuw.qug.to.infn.it)

The aim of the QWG is essentially twofold. First, to guarang@ intense and efficient exchange
of results and ideas between experimentalists and thgonistv that many new measurements are be-
coming available. Second, to overcome the dispersal ofabearch in this field and jointly study the
different approaches and techniques, by establishing mdfaborations and improving existing ones.
The concrete goals are:

— to achieve a better understanding of the dynamics of tbaginteraction and of strongly coupled
theories, using quarkonium systems;

— to gain detailed knowledge of the physics of confinementdénement;

— to improve the determination of the fundamental parareaitthe Standard Model and constrain
the allowed parameter space for new physics;

— to identify missing experimental information requiredngorove our understanding of QCD, and
to identify theoretical calculations needed for the intetation of current and future experiments;

— to make this information available to people working iratet fields.

This CERN Report presents the state of the art in heavy-guari physics at the end of 2004
and is a first step to achieving the goals of the QWG. The Répcdddes experimental and theoretical
results by different approaches and different communitiegh-energy, perturbative, lattice, nuclear,
etc.) in a common language. The progress in the field and thadtrof such progress on other areas
are presented, open problems and outstanding puzzlessatessied, and the future opportunities of this
field are outlined.

Given the richness of the physics involved in the projed,réssearch goals have been pursued by
specifying seven main topics organized by theoretical apgmmental topic conveners:

— Quarkonium spectroscopy [Conveners: G. Bali, N. Brarapil Soto (TH); R. Mussa (EXP)];
— Quarkonium decays [Conveners: E. Eichten, A. Vairo (TH)P&trignani (EXP)];
— Quarkonium production [Conveners: G. Bodwin, E. Braatdn,Kramer (TH); A. B. Meyer,

V. Papadimitriou (EXP)];

— Precision determination of Standard Model parametersyj@uers: A. Hoang, M. Jamin (TH);

S. Eidelman (EXP)];

— Quarkonium in media [Conveners: D. Kharzeev, M. P. Lombatd. Satz (TH); C. Lourenco,

M. Rosati (EXP)];

— Beyond the Standard Model [Convener: M. A. Sanchis-LoZdh9];
— Future opportunities [Conveners: S. Godfrey, M. A. Sasithizano (TH)].

The Quarkonium Working Group was initiated in 2002 by NoramBbilla, Roberto Mussa and
Antonio Vairo, who were, shortly afterwards, joined by AmBohrer and Michael Kramer as the QWG
conveners team. Most of the topic conveners listed abovengeio the initial group of people who
supported the QWG and contributed to its research progranmithe CERN TH Division and CERN,
and especially Michelangelo Mangano, have played an irapbrble in the history of the QWG, by
hosting the first QWG meeting and by supporting the entaxgrisompiling the CERN Report.

The QWG has organized three international meetings, wheate Weld at CERN (2002), Fermilab
(2003) and IHEP Beijing (2004). Approximately 250 thearatiand experimental physicists participated
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in the meetings. The organizers, participants, and suipgoiistitutions are listed below. The third
meeting was preceded by the first QWG graduate school oeghwaizthe ITP Beijing with about 100
participating graduate students.

We would like to express here our sincerest thanks to allethdso have contributed to this en-
terprise and made this document possible, in particulatdpie conveners and the organizers and par-
ticipants of the three QWG meetings. We also gratefully askadge the support from the institutions
that hosted the QWG meetings. Finally, we would like to expreur deepest thanks to Armin Bohrer
who was of key relevance at the start of the QWG by producirdyhasting in Siegen the first QWG
Web page, designing the QWG logo, participating in the dagdion of the first two QWG workshops,
and supporting in all ways the development of the QWG. We #ilaok E. Berger, D. Kharzeev and
A. Zieminski for having been topical conveners of a topieadton later absorbed by other ones.

As of September 2004, Vaia Papadimitriou joined the QWG eners team. As of December
2004, Aldo Deandrea and Xiaoyan Shen agreed to join thedbpimveners team.

The Quarkonium Working Group has very quickly coalesced amt active, international commu-
nity of physicists working and collaborating on quarkonipmysics, QCD, and the related impact on
the Standard Model and physics beyond the Standard ModegénGe continuous flux of data and the
order-of-magnitude(s) improvement in the statisticallgsia coming and expected to come from present
and future accelerator experiments, this promises to remsgery rich research area for several years to
come. To fully benefit from it, we believe it is important thhe community of physicists working in
the field maintains a common area of discussion, transcgriddividual experimental and theoretical
collaborations. Itis our hope that this CERN Report willyade a basis for such future developments.

The QWG Conveners
Nora Brambilla, Michael Kramer, Roberto Mussa, Antonidrva
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Chapter 1

COMMON THEORETICAL TOOLS
Authors: G. Bali, N. Brambilla, J. Soto, A.Vairo

1 Qcb!

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [1] is the sector of the Stahti#odel (SM) which is relevant for
the strong interactions. It is obtained from the full SM bitisg the weak and electromagnetic coupling
constants to zero and freezing the scalar doublet to itswacexpectation value. What remains is a
Yang—Mills (YM) theory with local gauge grougU (3) (colour) vectorially coupled to six Dirac fields
(quarks) of different masses (flavours). The vector fieldtham YM Lagrangian (gluons) live in the
adjoint representation and transform like connectionseuride local gauge group whereas the quark
fields live in the fundamental representation and transfoowariantly. The QCD Lagrangian reads

Lqcp = —iFﬁyF“ o Z gDy —my)q, (1.1)
{a}
where{q} = u,d,s,c,b,t, Fj, = 9,A% —9,A% + gf**°Ab AS, D, = 8, —iT*A%. fo* are the
SU(3) structure constants affid* form a basis of the fundamental representation ofthé3) algebra.
When coupled to electromagnetism, gluons behave as ngatritles whereas, ¢ andt quarks have
chargest2/3 andd, s andb quarks have chargesl/3.

The main properties of QCD follow:

— It is Poincaré, parity, time reversal and (hence) chamgugation invariant. It is in addition
invariant undei’ (1)¢ which implies individual flavour conservation.

— Being a non-Abelian gauge theory, the physical spectrunsists of colour singlet states only.
The simplest of these states have the quantum numbers dé-guiiquark pairs (mesons) or of
three quarks (baryons), although other possibilities ateercluded.

— The QCD effective coupling constani(q) decreases as the momentum transfer sgalereases
(asymptotic freedom) [2, 3]. This allows to make pertunmtalculations iny at high energies.

— Atlow energies it develops an intrinsic scale (mass gagjally referred ad gcp, which provides
the main contribution to the masses of most hadrons. Atsgale Aqcp, as(g) ~ 1 and pertur-
bation theory cannot be used. Investigations must be dastieusing nonperturbative techniques,
the best established of which is lattice QCD.

Quarks are conventionally divided into light, < Aqcp, ¢ = u,d, s and heavymg > Aqcp,

Q=cbt

My =1.5+-40MeV, myg=4-+-8MeV, mgz=280-+130MeV,
(1.2)
me=115+135GeV, my=4.1+44GeV, m;=1743+5.1GeV.

These ar@IS masses at scaleGeV, m. andm;, for the light quarks, charm and bottom respec-
tively. All values are taken from [4]. The extraction of thelwes of the heavy quark masses will
be discussed in Chapter 6.

LAuthor; J. Soto
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— If light quark masses are neglected, i¢1)? flavour conservation symmetry of the QCD La-
grangian in this sector is enlarged t&/&3) ® U(3) group. The axial/ (1) subgroup is explicitly
broken by quantum effects (axial anomaly). The veétét) subgroup provides light flavour con-
servation. The remainin§U (3) @ SU(3) subgroup, known as chiral symmetry group, turns out
to be spontaneously broken down to the diagddl3) (flavour symmetry). This produces eight
Goldstone bosons, which, upon taking into account the exfireaking of the symmetry due to
the non-zero quark masses, acquire masses that are mudarsheAqcp.

— Hadrons containing heavy quarks have masses of the ordeg ohther than of the ordekqcp.
They enjoy particular kinematical features that allow foedific theoretical treatments. The study
of hadrons containing two heavy quarks is the aim of thismepo

2 EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORIES 2

From the point of view of QCD the description of hadrons conitey two heavy quarks is a rather chal-
lenging problem, which adds to the complications of the losiate in field theory those coming from
a nonperturbative low-energy dynamics. A proper reldiviseatment of the bound state based on the
Bethe—Salpeter equation [5] has proved difficult. Pertivbaalculations have turned out unpractical at
higher order and the method has been abandoned in recent gE&iDations. Moreover, the entangle-
ment of all energy modes in a fully relativistic treatmentrisre an obstacle than an advantage for the
factorization of physical quantities into high-energy tpevative and low energy nonperturbative con-
tributions. Partial semirelativistic reductions and mledeave been often adopted to overcome these
difficulties at the price to introduce uncontrolled approations and lose contact with QCD. The fully
relativistic dynamics can, in principle, be treated withapproximations in lattice gauge theories. This
is in perspective the best founded and most promising apprdss we will detail in the following, it is
not without difficulties at the present for heavy quarkonium

A nonrelativistic treatment of the heavy quarkonium dyrzsnwhich is suggested by the large
mass of the heavy quarks, has clear advantages. The vedbtitg quarks in the bound state provides a
small parameter in which the dynamical scales may be higicaity ordered and the QCD amplitudes
systematically expanded. Factorization formulas becoasieeto achieve. A priori we do not know
if a nonrelativistic description will work well enough foil daeavy quarkonium systems in nature. For
instance, the charm quark may not be heavy enough. The facihtbst of the theoretical predictions
presented in the report are based on such a nonrelativegimegption and the success of most of them
may be seen as a support to the assumption.

On the example of positronium in QED, a nonrelativistic bibgitate is characterized by at least
three scales: the scale of the masgcalled hard), the scale of the momentum trangfer mwv (soft) and
the scale of the kinetic energy of the quark and antiquarkércentre-of-mass framé ~ p?/m ~ muv?
(ultrasoft). The scaleswv and mv? are dynamically generated, is the heavy-quark velocity in the
centre-of-mass frame. In a nonrelativistic systers 1, and the above scales are hierarchically ordered:
m > mov > mo?. In perturbation theory ~ og. Feynman diagrams will get contributions from
all momentum regions associated with the scales. Since timesnentum regions depend ag each
Feynman diagram contributes to a given observable withiassarag and a non trivial counting. For
energy scales close thgop perturbation theory breaks down and one has to rely on nampative
methods. The wide span of energy scales involved makes &tica calculation in full QCD extremely
challenging since one needs a space-time grid that is largpared to the largest length of the problem,
1/mv2, and a lattice spacing that is small compared to the smalestl /m. To simulate, for instance,
abb state wheren/mv? ~ 10, one needs lattices as largelas*, which are beyond present computing
capabilities [6] (see also the next sections of the chapter)

We may, however, also take advantage of the existence ofar ¢l of scales by substituting QCD
with simpler but equivalent Effective Field Theories (ERTEFTs have become increasingly popular

2puthors: N. Brambilla, A. Vairo
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in particle physics during the last decades. They provideafization of Wilson renormalization group
ideas and fully exploit the properties of local quantum fitelelories. An EFT is a quantum field theory
with the following properties: a) it contains the relevargtkes of freedom to describe phenomena that
occur in certain limited range of energies and momenta aritldgntains an intrinsic energy scale
that sets the limit of applicability of the EFT. The Lagrasagiof an EFT is organized in operators of
increasing dimension, hence, an EFT is in general non-nealirable in the usual sense. In spite of
this, it can be made finite to any finite orderlipA by renormalizing (matching) the constants (matching
coefficients) in front of the operators in the Lagrangiariluhat order. This means that one needs more
renormalization conditions when the orderlifA is increased. However, even if the only way of fixing
the constants would be by means of experimental data, thisdweduce but not spoil the predictive
power of the EFT. If the data are abundant, the constants edit tnce for ever and used later on to
make predictions on new experiments.

The prototype of EFT for heavy quarks is the Heavy Quark HffecTheory (HQET), which
is the EFT of QCD suitable to describe systems with only oreveuark [7]. These systems are
characterized by two energy scales: and Aqcp. HQET is obtained by integrating out the scale
and built as a systematic expansion in powers\gt:p/m. As discussed above, bound states made
of two heavy quarks are characterized by more scales. httegrout only the scalen, which for
heavy quarks can be done perturbatively, leads to an EFTrdidivistic QCD (NRQCD) [6, 8, 9], that
still contains the lower scales as dynamical degrees ofitnee Disentangling the remaining scales is
relevant both technically, since it enables perturbatadlewdations otherwise quite complicate, and more
fundamentally, since it allows to factorize nonpertunmttontributions into the expectation values or
matrix elements of few operators. These may be eventuadliuated on the lattice, extracted from the
data or calculated in QCD vacuum models. In the last few ydlaesproblem of systematically treating
these remaining dynamical scales in an effective theomdxaork has been addressed by several groups
and has now reached a solid level of understanding (a ligtfefences to the original literature can be
found in [10-12]). In one approach an additional effectiveary (pNRQCD) very close to a quantum-
mechanical description of the bound system, containing thd heavy quarkonium field and ultrasoft
degrees of freedom, is matched to NRQCD [13-15]. An altermatpproach, formulated only for the
weak coupling casew? > Aqcp, does not involve matching from NRQCD, but instead matches a
different effective theory (vNRQCD) to full QCD directly #ie hard scale [16—18].

In the next section we will give a brief general introducttoNRQCD, since this is the framework
for many applications reviewed in this report. More spegiiesentations of NRQCD can be found in
Chapter 3, Section 2.2, Chapter 4, Section 3.1 and Chap8adiion 1.1. NRQCD on the lattice will be
presented mainly in the following Section 3.2.3 and in Caaft Section 2.1. In Chapter 4, Section 4.2
a short presentation of SCET, an EFT suited to describenealtifields interacting with soft degrees of
freedom, in combination with NRQCD may be found.

2.1 Nonrelativistic QCD

NRQCD is obtained by integrating out modes of energy and nmbumer». from QCD Green functions
describing heavy quark—antiquark pairs. Itis characterizy an ultraviolet (UV) cut-offnr = {vp, vs}
that satisfied”, p, Aqcp < vvr < m; v, is the UV cut-off of the relative three-momentum of the heavy
quark and antiquarky, is the UV cut-off of the energy of the heavy quark and antiguand of the four-
momenta of the gluons and light quarks. NRQCD is, therefdesjgnated to describe the dynamics of
heavy quark—antiquark pairs (not necessarily of the sameuinat energy scales in the centre-of-mass
frame much smaller than their masses. At these energiek-eardiquark pairs cannot be created so it is
enough to use Pauli spinors for both the heavy quark and they/tentiquark degrees of freedom. Other
degrees of freedom of the theory are gluons and light quér®io momentum smaller tham.

The high-energy modes that have been integrated out havevame effect on the low-energy
physics. This effect is not lost, but encoded into the matglioefficients: and new local interactions of
the NRQCD Lagrangian. In principle, there are infinite suaimis to be included, in practice only few of

2



CHAPTER 1

them are needed. Each operator can be countedTihe velocityv andag (in the matching coefficients)
are the two small expansion parameters of NRQCD. If we ainm aicauracy of ordefa” v™) we have

to keep in the Lagrangian only terms and matching coeffisigmat contribute up to that order to the
physical observable under study. The couplingg, c are determined by the requirement that NRQCD
reproduces the results of QCD up to ordef v™)

If the quark and antiquark have the same flavour, they carhdaia into hard gluons. In NRQCD
their effect is encoded in the imaginary parts of the fourdien matching coefficients (denoted Iy
in the following). Their role in the description of heavy gkanium annihilations in NRQCD will be
discussed in Chapter 4.

In general, at each matching step the non-analytic behawiothe scale that is integrated out
becomes explicit in the matching coefficients. Since in tlaise we are integrating out the mass, it be-
comes an explicit parameter in the expansion in powetgof in the Lagrangian, while the dependence
inIn(m/v) is encoded into the matching coefficients.

Up to field redefinitions the NRQCD Lagrangian for one heawodila of mass» andn ; massless
quarks at0(1/m?), but including the kinetic energy terid?/(8m?), reads [8,9,19-21]:

Lynrep = Lg+ L+ Ly + Ly + Ly, (2.3)
1
L, = —ZF‘“’“F" +c-— 9 Fave Ff FHO o FC, (1.4)
g 9
L = Z%Zﬂ)% +dg Z G4 GT gy + i g Z GT V" y50; GT V545
,j=1 i,j=1
09 g
tag3 5 D T G + 8 5 Z G 59 Qi VY545 (1.5)
7] 1 7j 1

D2 D* oc-B
— »iD - -
Ly P {Z o+ C22m+c48m3 terg—

+cpg

D-E-E-D . o-(DxE-ExD)
—— 5 ticsyg 3 P
8m 8m

hlg

2
A ZMT W @07 qi + b’ 8 = wa 5T GiyuysTa;

gl 89 2 ZT/) Y @ivoqi + C4 8 ) ZT;NV Y5 Qi V545s (1.6)

L, = c.c.ofly, a.7)

fs(®S1)

m?2

fs(*So)

m?2

f1(351)

m2

f1(1S0)

Ly = — 01(*Sp) + 0:(381) + 0s(Sy) +

01(*Sp) = ¥Tx X, 0:1(381) = vlax x'ay,
Os('Sp) = ¥ T X[ T%,  0s(3S1) = i T x x T,

0s(3S1),  (1.8)

where is the Pauli spinor that annihilates the quatkis the Pauli spinor that creates the antiquark,
iDy = i0y — gALT?, iD = iV + gA*T* E = F09T B! = —¢;;,F/%2T?/2 and c.c. stands for
charge conjugate. The allowed operators in the Lagrang@eanstrained by the symmetries of QCD.
However, due to the particular kinematical region we arai$otg, Lorentz invariance is not linearly
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realized in the heavy quark sector. In practice, Lorentariance is realized through the existence of
relations between the matching coefficients, &g+ ¢4 = 1, cg = 2cp — 1[19, 22-26].

The matching coefficients may be calculated in perturbat@ory. For the heavy quark (anti-
quark) bilinear sector as well as for the purely gluonic eeap toO(1/m?) the matching coefficients
have been obtained at one loop in [19]. The complete LL rumointhese coefficients in the basis of
operators (1.4)—(1.6) has been calculated in [2C°.2Epr ¢ a NLL evaluation can be found in [28].
In the four heavy fermion sector the matching coefficieftsf the 1/m? operators have been obtained
at one loop in [29]. As discussed above, in this sector theay coefficients have a non-zero imag-
inary part. Due to their relevance in heavy quarkonium dgmagesses, the calculation of corrections
of higher order i has a long history [9, 30—36]. We summarize it in Section13df.Chapter 4. An
updated list of imaginary parts of four fermion matchingfticents may be found in [37].

Since several scales remain dynamical in NRQCD, it is no$ipesto give a homogeneous power
counting for each operator without extra assumptions,the.power counting im is not unambiguous.
To obtain a better defined power counting one should go to EFlIsver energy. It should be noticed
that the importance of a given operator for a practical datmn does not depend only on its size, but
also on the leading power of; of the corresponding matching coefficient.

Finally, since modes of energy have been removed from the Lagrangian, NRQCD lattice simu-
lations may use lattices that are coarser by about a fa¢tdr (~ 100 in the bb case) than those needed
by full QCD [6]. We will come back to this in Section 3.2.3.

2.2 Lowerenergy EFTs

Effective field theories suited to describe the low energylesoof the heavy quarkonium dynamics that
will be used in this report are pPNRQCD and vNRQCD. Here we moli give details on these EFTs since
specific introductions to pPNRQCD can be found in Chapter 8fi8e 2.2.1 and Chapter 4, Section 3.1.3,
and to vNRQCD in Chapter 6, Section 5. For detailed receiigwnes/on effective field theories for heavy
quarkonium we refer the reader to [10] and [11], which areniyailevoted to pNRQCD and vNRQCD
respectively.

What we want to point out here is that in all these EFTs objéaspotentials show up. For short
range (or weakly coupled) quarkonia the potentials may lié dmaler by order in perturbation theory.
At higher order the pure potential picture breaks down amdititeraction of the heavy quark fields
with the low-energy gluons has to be taken into account (segogNRQCD Lagrangian of Chapter 3,
Eq. (3.9) and the yYNRQCD Lagrangian of Chapter 6, Egs. (€86d)(6.21)). For long range (or strongly
coupled) quarkonia the potentials are nonperturbativeabjthat may be expressed in terms of gluon
fields expectation values. Noteworthy, the pNRQCD Lagramdn the strong coupling regime reduces
exactly, under some circumstances, to the simple case of\gy lgpiarkonium field interacting with a
potential (see Chapter 3, Eq.(3.11)).

The potential picture that emerges from these EFTs is qiffiereht from the one of traditional
potential models and superior. Not only the potential isvéerfrom QCD, but higher-order corrections
can be systematically included without being plagued bgmignces oad hoccut-offs; these are ab-
sorbed in the renormalization procedure of the EFT. Neede#s, traditional potential models, which so
much have contributed to the early understanding of theyhg@aarkonium properties, may be still useful
and will often appear in the report. First, a potential madeai be seen, in absence of competitive lattice
data, as a specifignsatzon the form of the low-energy QCD dynamics encoded in theristedefined
by an EFT. Second, potential models still provide the onbilable tool to describe physical systems for
which a suitable EFT has not been built yet. This is, for insga the case of systems coupled to open
flavour channels.

SAfter correcting a few misprints in the anomalous dimensiaatrix [27], the results of [21] agree with those of Ref. [20]
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3 LATTICE INTRODUCTION *

Low energy nonperturbative QCD can either be modelled oulsitad on the Lattice. Lattice gauge
theory methods are particularly powerful in heavy quarkgitsy when combined with effective field
theories (EFTs). Lattice QCD input significantly increati®es predictive power of EFTs as more and
more low energy parameters can be calculated reliablyttirfrom QCD and less fits to experimental
data are required for this purpose. Past lattice QCD reswdte often obtained within the quenched
approximation (neglecting sea quarks) or with unreakfficheavy up and down quarks ang = 2,
rather tham = 2 + 1. At present these limitations are gradually being removed.

We shall only describe general aspects of lattice gaugenth@mulations. Recent reviews of
different aspects of Lattice QCD can for instance be founReifs. [38—48]. Several books [49—-54] on
the subject have been written and the summary talks of thdyym@ceedings of lattice conferences (see
Ref. [55] for the most recent ones) provide an overview offtbkel. Ref. [56] contains collections of
early papers.

Obviously there are infinitely many gauge invariant waysisgigttize the continuum QCD action.
We will summarise and define the actions most commonly usddaddress limitations of the method,
before we discuss extrapolations and sources of systesratics.

3.1 General aspects

Lattice simulations rely on stochastic (Monte Carlo) metthdHence all results inevitably carry statistical
errors which however are no problem of principle as they eamhbde arbitrarily small on (arbitrarily)
big computers or by means of algorithmic and methodologiogirovements. In order to carry out path
integral quantisation in a mathematically sound ways, theretisation of space—time appears necessary.
This also enables us to map continuous problems onto a fioribgater. Discretisation, i.e., for instance
replacing derivative®; ¢(t) by [¢(t + a) — ¢(t — a)]/(2a) with “lattice spacing”a and, in this example,
lattice “errors” of O(a?), inevitably carries the smell dhexactness We stress however that the very
nature of QCD itself requires us to introduce an ultra-tioggulator and, as we shall see below, lattice
discretisation is one possible choice. Continuum resultsttien obtained by removing the regulator,
a — 0.

Observables are calculated (“measured”) taking their @ggien values in the path integral ap-
proach: this amounts to calculating averages over all plessconfigurations” of gauge fields on the
lattice, weighted with the respective exponent of the actim simulations with sea quarks, producing
these configurations is costly and the ILDG [57] (InternadioLattice Data Grid) is due to be set up,
with the aim of standardising formats of organising and llaigesuch lattice data, in a way that allows
for easy distributed storage, retrieval and sharing of slegosits among different lattice groups.

The typical observables arepoint Green functions. In order to determine a hadronit messs
one has to construct an operator with the respective quantunbers: spin/, parity P, charge con-
jugation C', isospin, flavour content etc. This is then projected ont@ zeomentum and the 2-point
Green function calculated, creating the particle at tiimend destroying it at time. For larget this
will then decay exponentiallyx exp(—mt), with m being the ground state mass within the channel in
guestion. There exist numerous “wave functions” with tigliriqguantum numbers, some with better and
some with inferior overlap to the physical ground states lairefined art to identify spatial “smearing”
or “fuzzing” functions that maximise this overlap and alléavextract the mass at moderdtealues,
where the signal still dominates over the statistical noldee multi-exponentiat-dependence of Green
functions complicates the identification of excited states, sub-leading or sub-sub-leading exponents.
By working with very precise data, realising a variationalltinstate basis of test wave functions [58],
and employing sophisticated fitting techniques [59, 60jad however in some cases become possible to
calculate moderately low lying radial excitations.

“Author: G. Bali
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Lattice QCD is formulated in Euclidean space time: in theticmum, this amounts to replacing
Lorentz boosts and(3) rotational symmetry by)(4) rotations. The reason for this is that a real (and
bounded) action is required to allow for a probabilisticenprretation of the path integral measure and
computer simulation. As an analytical continuation to Miniski space time of a finite number of finite-
precision data points is impossible, the predictive powearonfined to quantities that have a Euclidean
space time interpretation such as masses and matrix element

Lattice discretisation unavoidably breaks rotatiotdl) invariance, on the scale of the lattice
spacinga. As the continuum limita. — 0 is approached, any fixed physical correlation lengthill
become much larger than the lattice spacing. Provided tiegaiction ranges that appear within the
action are localised in space time, all physics will becomiependent of the underlying discretisation
and a universal continuum limit will be reached, in whi€t{4) invariance is restored. Asymptotic
freedom implies that such a continuum limit is approachethasattice coupling constang, — 0.

ReplacingO(4) invariance by its hypercubic subgroup means that in pdaticuigher spin states
are hard to identify. For instancé = 4 cannot easily be distinguished froth= 0 on a hypercubic
lattice. At finite lattice spacing, only discrete translations in space and imaginary timepassible.
This results in the maximum modulus of Euclidean four-motuencomponents of /a, providing the
required ultraviolet regularisation. Although an infrdreut-off is not necessary in principle, on a finite
computer only a finite number of lattice points can be redlisgypically toroidal boundary conditions
are taken in all directions for the gauge fields while ferrsiobeing Grassmann-valued fields, are an-
tiperiodic in time. This results in quantisation of momentaomponents in steps @fr/(La) whereL
denotes the number of lattice points along the dimension@stpn: not all momenta can be realised and
this leads to kinematic constraints when it comes to cditigalecay matrix elements or to extracting a
particle mass from a dispersion relation.

The temporal extent L, of the lattice can also be interpreted as an inverse temperétee e.g.,
Ref. [61]) and in this case QCD matter at high temperaturebessimulated. There are some subtleties
related to this approach. For instance the limit of infinitecktlean time cannot be taken anymore.
Details of thermal field theory are discussed in Chapter 7.

While the lattice regulator inevitably violates Poincam@ariance it preserves gauge invariance
and most global symmetries of QCD. The exception was chyrahsetry which, one had to hope, would
become restored in the continuum limit. However, withinpiast 10 years, formulations of chiral lattice
fermions [62, 63] have evolved that implement an exactdatthiral symmetry, which in the continuum
limit corresponds to the continuum chiral symmetry. Thesekmown as overlap fermions or domain
wall fermions (which in some sense are a special case of theefd and in some literature (somewhat
inaccurately) as Ginsparg—Wilson fermions since theckbirac operator used obeys the so-called
Ginsparg—Wilson relation [64]. We shall refer to these iempéntations as chiral fermions.

At presently available light quark masses chiral fermiorestgpically two orders of magnitude
more expensive to simulate than traditional formulatioksthe quark mass is decreased chiral fermions
become more competitive. Obvious advantages of chiral dtations are the applicability of chiral
perturbation theory also at finite lattice spacing and a morginuum-like mixing between many lattice
operators. With respect to quarkonia in which both valengarks are heavy these new developments
are at present of limited significance as light quark masceffare usually sub-leading.

Lattice QCD is dfirst principlesapproach. No parameters apart from those that are inhaerent t
QCD, i.e., strong coupling constant at a certain scale aagkguasses, have to be introduced. In order
to fix thesen s + 1 parametersi; + 1 low energy quantities are matched to their experimentalesl
In simulations of quarkonia the lattice spaciag’, m; ), that corresponds to given values of the inverse
lattice strong coupling3 = 6/ and lattice quark masses;, is frequently obtained by matching to
spin-averaged experimental level splittings. In simolagi with un-realistic sea quark content one might
hope that this increases the reliability of other preditdias the systematics are partly correlated. With
realistic sea quark content the predictive power with resfmequarkonium physics can be enhanced by
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using independent input such as the experimental protosmgaer the pion decay constant,, instead.
A scale that cannot directly be accessed by experiment highvalwes its popularity to the accuracy and
ease with which it can be calculated is the Sommer s¢a]65], implicitly defined through,

—1.65, (1.9)

T=T0

whereV (r) denotes the static quark—antiquark potential and the noatelue on the right hand side
is adjusted such that fits of the bottomonium spectrum to @imemological or lattice potentials yield
ro ~ 0.5 fm. ry is also well-defined in the theory with sea quarks and its rhddpendence is much
smaller than that of the string tension. Within the quendiggroximation scale uncertainties cannot be
avoided anyway and hence such model dependence is admisbBibsimulations with sea quarks this
is different butrg still provides a convenient reference scale, that can be teseclate different lattice
results with each other.

3.2 Actions and finitea effects

We shall discuss the gauge and heavy quark actions that @alyusmployed. In simulations with sea
guarks, in addition a light quark action needs to be specified

Results from lattice simulations are inevitably obtained é&nite lattice spacing. Ideally, they
are then extrapolated to the physically relevant (and wsale continuum limita — 0. Within the
guenched approximation, such extrapolations have bechenstéandard while in simulations with light
sea quarks a sufficient variation of the lattice spacing tisrotill prohibitively expensive in terms of
computer time. The leading ordetbehaviour depends on the choice of the discretisation.

One can follow Symanzik [66] and use a continuum effectiviel fileeory to show that the cutoff
effects have the form™(In Aa)™, whereA denotes a low energy scale of the order of a few hundred
MeV andm > 0. The leading power is usually (see below)= 1 or 2 and within this leading term,

m = 0. By changing the discretisation, the leading terms can teced or eliminated. This strategy is
called “improvement”, and it is used to hasten the approadhéd continuum limit.

In a classical mechanical system improvement is straigh#iod. However, even in this case there
exists a break-even point at which further improvement besocomputationally more expensive than
the equivalent reduction of the lattice spacing, due to tm@oeling number of terms and interaction
range. Typically this point is reached around= 5. In a quantum field theory the situation is more
complex. In QCD the (Wilson) coefficients of improvemenhtsrobtain quantum corrections which can
be obtained perturbatively as a power series in the strongliog constant?, in a suitable scheme.
Following an effective field theory philosophy, such casttidns can be done and the size of next order
corrections estimated. However, at sufficiently smadiny c; %" (a)a + cza® expression will be domi-
nated by the first term that, in this example, is proportidoal. To eliminate such terms the coefficient
has to be determined nonperturbatively. Otherwise liglgained in a continuum limit extrapolation,
other than a reduction of the slope of the leading order téxha given finitea value there is however
still some gain from improvement as the results will be manmetimuum-like. Examples for a systematic
nonperturbative improvement programme exist [67].

In the lattice literature often the word “scaling” is meaatimply that an effective continuum
limit is reached: within the “scaling region” mass ratiogpegr to be independent of within statistical
errors. Ifa is reduced even further, eventually one will encounter figsiptic scaling”, i.e., lattice
masses:(g)m will depend on the coupling? in the way expected from the perturbative two-lo8p
function. It is quite clear by now that “asymptotic scaling’terms of the bare lattice coupling might
never be achieved on large lattices. However, asymptatiingchas been verified for a particular choice
of the coupling, as a function of the linear extent of tinyitas, see e.g., Ref. [68].

Q
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3.2.1 Gauge actions

In lattice simulationsSU(3) group element#/,. , are typically represented as complex 3 matrices
that live on directed links connecting a lattice sitevith the neighbouring site + a/i. Traces of products
of such “link variables” or “links” along closed paths (Wbls loops) are gauge invariant. The simplest
non-trivial such example is hx 1 square, an elementary “plaquette”. The lattice action Ehpreserve
gauge invariance which means that it can be expressed as evsursuch loops. Fermion fields, and

1), are living on the lattice sites and a quark can be “transgdftem sitez + a/i to sitez by means of

a left multiplication withU,, ,,: the combinatioanUx7M¢$+aﬂ is gauge invariant.

The simplest gauge action is the so-called Wilson actiof [@Bich is proportional to the trace of
the sum over all elementary plaguettes:

Sw=-8_ Retrll,,,, (1.10)

T,u>v

wherez runs over all lattice sites and, ., = Uz uUsz+awU, 4 45,,Uz,pe- Up 10 @n irrelevant constant

the Wilson action agrees with the Euclidean continuum adta) (a?):

8
Sym = /d4ac 4—;2 Z o, (2)Fi,(z) = Sw + const.+ O(a?), (1.11)
a=1
where we identify3 = 6/¢2. Asymptotic freedom tells us that— 0 as3 — oco. In simulations without
sea quarks it has been established that 6 corresponds to a lattice spacinge 0.1fm ~ (2 GeV) ™.
With sea quarks (using the same gluonic action) the samedatpacing will be obtained at a somewhat
smaller-value as the running a@f( g) with the couplingg will be somewhat slower. As mentioned above,
perturbation theory in terms of the lattice coupligrgis not yet reliable aroung? ~ 1, to describe the
running ofa(g?) (asymptotic scaling).

The O(a?) artifacts within Eq. (1.11) can be replaced®ya*) lattice corrections, by adding two
paths consisting of six links, for instancelax 2 rectangle and a “chair”. The result is known as the
Symanzik—Weisz action [70] and the coefficients of the ilial terms have been calculated to one
loop [O(g?)] accuracy [71]. At tree level, only the coefficient of the tagle assumes a non-trivial
value. One (somewhat arbitrary) choice in the space of r&tie the lwasaki-action [72], again the
sum of plaquette and rectangle, but with the relative weligled to a constant, originally motivated by
demanding invariance of physical mass ratios under nualerg@normalisation group transformations,
within a certaing window. In addition to simulations with these gauge actipf3-75], there have
also been simulations employing a combination of the plagua the fundamental and in its adjoint
representation [74] as well as simulations on anisotradtcks, using an anisotropic Wilson action [76—
78] or anisotropic variants of actions including Syman¥ileisz style terms [79].

The main motivation for adding such extra terms to the addda achieve a more continuum-like
behaviour already at finite lattice spacing. It also turristbat simulations with chiral fermions benefit
from such a choice which implies a “smoother” gauge field baaknd.

In order to achieve fulD(a?) improvement the coefficients of the extra terms would haveeto
determined nonperturbatively, for instance by imposingtiomum relations: in the pure gauge theory
example above one could impose rotational invariance oftidtec quark potential at two distances, e.qg.,
V(3,0,0) = V(2,2,1),V(5,0,0) = V(3,4,0) to fix the two coefficients, or use dispersion relations
of glueballs or torelons. This is laboursome and in gendéralférmions will not be nonperturbatively
improved beyond(a?) anyway. So in practice, only approximate improvement has i@plemented,
either by using the perturbative coefficients at a given oaddoy employing a so-called “tadpole” im-
provement prescription.

The latter is motivated by two observations. The first onddd short-distance lattice quantities
differ considerably from their continuum counterpartgresat lattice spacings at which one would, based

(o]
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on theMS scheme continuum experience, assume perturbation thedry valid. For instance around
a~! = 2GeV the numerical value for the plaquette with Wilson actieads’] = %(tr IT) ~ 0.6 while

atg = 0 this should obviously be normaliseddoe This is closely related to the breaking of continuum
rotational symmetry on the scale of a lattice spacingParisi [80] hypothesized that such ultra-violet
effects could largely be factored out and put into commugirgtfactors. This mean-field improvement
amounts to dividing links that appear within lattice operatby constant factors, e.giy = ['/4. An
independent observation is that lattice perturbationriyechose convergence behaviour in terms of the
lattice couplingg? is well known to be quite bad, differs from continuum peratibn theory largely
by a class of lattice-specific tadpole diagrams which areerigally large. By normalising everything
with respect to other “measured” observables likethese contributions cancel at one loop order and
one might hope that tadpole dominance and cancellatiorogippately generalises to higher orders as
well [81].

Finally, there is the idea of (classically) “perfect” act®[82]. If one found an action that lies right
on top of a renormalisation group trajectory then, indepahaf the lattice spacing, one would obtain
continuum results. Such actions can be identified by demgriddependence of physical results under
a change of the underlying scale. An action that containsite et of couplings is suggested and these
are then optimised with respect to such constraints. Intigggcone can of course at best construct an
action that is close to such a trajectory in which case deargahe lattice spacing still helps to reduce
deviations of the nearly perfect action from a real renorsaiibn group trajectory which one attempts
to approximate. An example of such an (approximately) pedetion and its construction can be found
in Ref. [83].

3.2.2 Light quark actions

The Dirac action is bi-linear in the quark fields. In the laage of perturbation theory this amounts to
the non-existence of vertices containing an odd number aflgfields. This means that the quark part
of a lattice calculation can to some extent be separated tihengauge field evaluation: the gluon fields
contain all information of the QCD vacuum, including searuaops, provided these are unquenched
(see below). Hadronig-point functions can be obtained from contractions of cofalds, '-matrices
and quark-propagators, calculated on this gluonic backgto

We denote a discretisation of the continuum Euclidean Dingerator[D,,~y, + m;| as M;[U].
Each quark flavoui now contributes a factor,

Sy = (¢, Mi[UT), (1.12)

to the action, where the scalar prodygt) is over allV = L3I, sites of Euclidean space time, colour
and Dirac-spinor index. Note thatl; depends on the gauge fieltls Components oMZ.‘1 correspond

to quark propagators. Often it is sufficient to calculateppigators that originate from only one source
point. In this case only one space—time row of the otherwiZé x 12V matrix Mi‘1 needs to be
calculated. As the non-diagonal contributions to the Dperator all originate from a first order co-
variant derivative,M; will be a sparse matrix with non-vanishing elements onlyhe vicinity of the
(space time) diagonal. This tremendously helps to redueedmputational task. Quark propagators can
be contracted into hadronic Green functions, expectatalnes (over gauge configurations) of which
will decay with the mass in question in the limit of large Edehn times.

One complication arises from the fermions as these aresepied by anti-commuting Grassmann
numbers. Realising these directly on a computer implies@ffial (with the number of lattice points)
complexity [84] but fortunately they can be integrated audlgtically as,

/ [dyp][diple MV = det Mi[U] = / [de][det]e@™M:1WIo), (1.13)

10
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where¢ and ¢t are auxiliary Boson (pseudo-fermion) fields. The price oagspis that calculating
det M;[U] (or M; ') involves effective interactions over several lattic@sit This renders simulations
containing sea quark effects two to three orders of magaitadre expensive than using the quenched
(or valence quark) approximatiodet M;[U] = const..

As one would expect ratios of light hadron masses from Egimulations of quenched QCD have
been found to be inconsistent with the observed spectruin [B8wever, the differences are typically
smaller than 10 %, suggesting that the quenched approximhatis some predictive power if cautiously
consumed. Apart from the obvious shortcomings like a stalléS), the consequences of violating
unitarity at light quark mass can become dramatic in somarala [86]. Roughly speaking as the
axial anomaly does not exist in quenched QCD#hwill be a surplus light Goldstone Boson or, more
precisely, a ghost particle. The impact of this can be imgattd in quenched chiral perturbation theory.

Ultimately, one needs to include sea quarks and there age ttlasses of light quark actions:
staggered, Wilson-type, and chiral.

After trivially rescaling the quark fields), — a=3/2¢,,1 — a=3/24,, to allow for a representa-
tion as dimensionless numbers, a naive discretisatiomeobtrac action would read,

SN = Z {m(ﬂz)m?/):p + % Z’V}ﬂz)m [Uz,uwxﬁ-aﬂ - U;—aﬂ,pwl’—aﬂ} } . (1.14)
I

xT

This action corresponds to the continuum action, u@(oQ) terms, however, it turns out that it corre-
sponds to 16 mass-degenerate species of Dirac fermions wotitinuum limit, rather than to one: the
famous fermion-doubling problem [89, 90]. In the latticeefature these species are now often called
tastes, instead of flavours, to emphasize that they are sigathy

It has been noted however that by means of a unitary transt@m the naive action can be diag-
onalised in spinor-space, into four identical non-intérecterms, each corresponding to four continuum
tastes. The result is the so-called Kogut—Susskind (K$ra¢®1], in which 16 spin-taste components
are distributed within @* hypercube, a construction that is known in the continuum zslé¢ fermions.
The advantage is that one taste of KS fermions corresponds te 4 continuum tastes rather than
ny = 16. Another nice feature is that even at finite lattice spacing of the 15 (zfc — 1) pions will
become exactly masslessras— 0. The price that one pays is strong spin-taste mixing at fiaitece
spacing and large coefficients accompanying the leadifigf) lattice artifacts. KS-type fermions are
referred to as “staggered” and there are improved versibti'em, most notably the Naik action [92],
the AsgTad [93] ¢ squared tadpole improved) action and HYP actions [94, $5lvtiich parallel trans-
porters are smeared “iteratively” within hypercubes). Tdtéer two choices notably reduce the tastes
mixing interactions.

In order to bring dowm; = 4tony = 1, as required to achieve; = 2 + 1, sometimes the
determinant within Eq. (1.13) is replaced by its fourth g@siroot [96, 97]. It can be shown that within
perturbation theory this indeed corresponds to repladieg:-factors accompanying sea quark loops
by ns/4. However, some caution is in place. The operatdd is non-local [98] and if its non-locality
alteredv/det M = det /M, universality could be lost in the continuum limit. One mighigue that
A is not the only operator with the properdet A = +/det M but also in the Schwinger model there
exist some discouraging results for the behaviour of theltmpcal winding number at small quark
masses [99]. Moreover, the valence quark action autontigtidéfers from the one used for the sea
guarks as each taste of sea quarks will correspond to 4 tafstatence quarks [100].

Nonetheless, large scale simulations with this action arsyed at present as the computational
costs of going to light sea quark masses appear much snialemtith other actions. Moreover, as long
as the sea quark masses are not too small, this approximat@&D is not completely wrong and in
fact likely to be more realistic than quenched QCD. Indeadjuarkonium physics where light quark
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mass effects are sub-leading, first results appear veryueagiog [97]. There also exist first theoretical
attempts of constructing a local representation ofithe< 4 staggered action [101, 102].

Another “solution” to the fermion doubling problem are Wdits fermions [90]: the lattice ana-
logue of the term,—%aDMDM, is added to the\/ of Eq. (1.14). This increases the masses of the 15
doublers by amounts that are proportionaktd’, removing the unwanted modes. Like in the case of
staggered fermions the chiral symmetry that QCD classgiesjoys atn = 0 is explicitly broken at any
finite lattice spacing:. In addition, one encounters additive mass renormalisatial a rather awkward
eigenvalue spectrum of the lattice Dirac operator as welD&s) lattice terms. The latter can be re-
moved by adding yet another counterterm\fo oc —ics,,0 ., F),,. The resulting action is known as the
Sheikholeslami—Wohlert (SW) or clover action [103]. Theg coefficient is known to one loog](g?)]
in perturbation theory [103, 104] but has also been detexchimonperturbatively in quenched QCD with
Wilson gauge action [67], imy = 2 QCD with Wilson [105] andn; = 3 QCD with lwasaki gauge
actions [106]. Another variant is the FLIC (fat link irrekavt clover) action [107]. Finally, there exists
twisted mass QCD [108], in which an imaginary mass term isthtced into the Wilson action. Un-
fortunately, in this case there will be mixing between gapi&rtners within Green functions, something
that one also encounters in staggered formulations. Hawthe changed eigenvalue spectrumidéf
renders smaller quark masses accessible. Moreover, imleeof a purely imaginary renormalized mass
parameter()(a) improvement holds.

Finally, formulations of chiral lattice fermions exist. @&$e are automaticall{y(a) improved
and do not suffer from the fermion doubling problem. Redéilises of these fall into three categories:
overlap fermions, based on the Neuberger action [62], domaill fermions, which live on a five-
dimensional lattice and become chiral as the size of thedifttension is sent to infinity [63] and perfect
actions [82, 87, 88]. As always there is no free lunch and asemtly accessible sea quark masses
these formulations are around two orders of magnitude mgpersive than the “traditional” quark
actions, described above. For this reason, these forrontatiave not yet been applied to quarkonia
(although one quenched study with “chiral” charm quarkstsxi109]) but in the future as algorithmic
and hardware development will reduce costs, gauge confignsawith chiral sea quarks will become
increasingly available, in particular also because attdiglquark masses chiral fermions will become
more competitive.

3.2.3 Heavy quark actions

To a very good approximation bottom quarks can be neglected the sea as their presence will only
affect the theory at very short distances. This is also toneliarm quarks but, depending on the phe-
nomenology one is interested in, to a somewhat lesser exteqrinciple nothing speaks against em-
ploying the same quark actions as above to the heavy quarrsecwell. With a naive treatment of
cutoff effects, lattice corrections (ma)” arise. This suggests that to make contact with the continuum
limit, the conditionm < a~! has to apply: as» becomes large the lattice spacing has to be made finer
and finer, the number of lattice points larger and larger amdputational costs will explode, if not for
charm then certainly for bottom.

One possible way out would be to introduce an anisotrgpy; a,/a, with a temporal lattice
spacinga, < m~! while the spatial lattice spacing can be kept coarser. Arioolsvapplication of
anisotropic actions is finite temperature physics [110]dutanisotropy has also been employed suc-
cessfully in investigations of pure gauge theories [79] Hklwell as in charmonium physics [76, 78].
Obviously, the anisotropy of the gauge action has to be madttdthat of the light quark and heavy quark
actions, in order to obtain a sensible continuum limit. Thstching certainly becomes very expensive
when sea quarks are included and even more so in the presangeravement terms.

Another starting point are effective field theories, in matar NRQCD which relies on a power
counting in terms of the relative heavy quark velocity, In addition, EFTs automatically provide the
framework for factorisation of physical processes intopenturbative low energy QCD and perturba-
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tive high energy QCD contributions. The fermionic part of th(v*) Euclidean continuum NRQCD
Lagrange density with quark fieldsand antiquark fieldg reads [6, 8],

L=—¢"[Dy+ HJY — x'[Dy — Hix + Lyy, (1.15)
with

D2 -B D22
H = m—i—ém—cQ——chU —04( ) (1.16)

2m 2m 8m3

D-E-E-D -(DxE—-ExD
Z.CDg( — )+nga ( ; )+...,
m 8m

where the matching coefficients(m/u, g%) = 1+ O(g?), dm = O(g?) are functions of the matching
scaley and couplingg?®. In the continuume, = ¢4 = 1, however, this is in general different on the
lattice, where rotational invariance is broken andx@?) an additional termx a2 Y, D} /m appears.
There are many obvious ways of discretising the above amuaii the lattice and often the published
expressions involve “tadpole” improvement factags= 1 + O(g?). On a lattice with infinite temporal
extent it is possible to use a discretisation of the aboveildfaman within the kernel of a time-symmetric
evolution equation [112] such that fields at time a can be computed entirely from fields at tim@nd
vice versa). This turns the computation of propagatorsqudarly economical. In reality, computations
are performed on a finite torus but as long as propagatorsffalfficiently fast in Euclidean time, the
resulting error of this approximation will be small.

In addition there are the four-fermion interaction terfhs, which (in the case of flavour singlet
quarkonia) are accompanied by factersy, and have to be considered@tv?). In principle it is known
how to do this in lattice simulations [112]. For tli& system, where annihilation is not possible, there
will be further suppression of these terms by an additioaetidro. Finally, due to integrating out heavy
quark loops, two new purely gluonic operators are encoadtfr9, 29], accompanied by factargm?.
This “unquenching” of the heavy quark can in principle gabié implemented in lattice simulations
too. However, this is obviously an effect, less importaaintlachieving a realistic light flavour sea quark
content.

Starting from a latticized NRQCD action there are in priteigifferent ways to calculate quark
propagators. Usually the full fermionic matrix that appeaithin a lattice discretisation of Eq. (1.16) is
inverted, as described above, exploiting a Hamiltoniarutiam equation. As an alternative one could
also analytically expand the Green functions of interegpawers ofl/m and calculate the resulting
coefficients individually. It is worthwhile to mention thatthe continuum the expression “HQET” refers
to heavy-light systems and “NRQCD” to quarkonia. In theidattiterature however, NRQCD is used for
both, heavy-heavy and heavy-light system, indicating t@propagator is obtained as the inverse of the
lattice NRQCD quark matrix. The term HQET implies an expansif heavy quark propagators about
the static limit. As these are somewhat smeared out in S(NRECD propagators can be determined
more accurately than HQET ones, however, with the inverdfamew “fat” static quark actions [94] that
reducedm within Eq. (1.16) above this has recently changed.

The m/u dependence of the matching coefficientshas been calculated in tAdS scheme to
various orders in perturbation theory but so far no resuthema dependence exists in lattice schemes.
This seems to be changing, however [113]. Such correctimngrgortant as in the Coulomb-limit, in
which NRQCD power counting rules are formulated, = O(v). The differenceym between kinetic
and rest mass can be determined nonperturbatively fronf ttiepersion relation.

The Fermilab method [114] constitutes a hybrid betweenyhgaark and light quark methods. It
is based on an expansion in terms of the lattice spacingingtdrom the Wilson quark action that encom-
passes the correct heavy quark symmetry.7kar< 1 this is equivalent to the Symanzik-improvement
programme, the lowest order correction resembling the 8&cterm. However, atha > 1 the result
is interpreted in terms of the heavy quark terms that oneirmbfeom al/m expansion. Evidently, the
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light-quark clover term has the same structure asothe fine structure interaction, in particular on
anisotropic lattices, where the difference can be attithud the matching coefficients.

An extension of the Fermilab method is an effective field thfeamework for describing dis-
cretization effects [115]. This theory lumps all discratinn effects into short-distance coefficients of
the NRQCD/HQET effective Lagrangian. Compared to the coniin HQET or NRQCD, the coef-
ficients now depend on both short distanc;ez%1 anda. This theory is also a natural extension of
Symanzik’s theory of cutoff effects into the regimeya < 1 [116]. The theory of heavy-quark cutoff
effects is not limited to the Fermilab method and can be usedimpare the relative size of cutoff effects
in various ways of discretising the heavy-quark action [117

Finally, it is possible to solve NRQCD on the lattice by coripg static propagators with field
strength insertions, in the spirit of tHgm HQET expansion. This can either be done on the level of
quarkonium Green functions (an approach that so far has meen attempted) or within the frame-
work of static potentials and relativistic correctionsided from NRQCD [15, 118]. When constructing
Green functions one has to keep the power counting in mindedisas the fact that the lowest order
NRQCD Lagrangian goes beyond the static limit as the kintetim is required. It is also possible to
put pNRQCD [14] onto the lattice. In the limit < mv? quarkonia are represented as colour singlet
or colour octet states, propagating in the QCD vacuum [1T%]is condition is only met for would-
be toponium and to some extent for the lowest lying bottomnonstates. However, this approach is
conceptionally interesting and reduces the number of aekedecay matrix elements.

3.3 Extrapolations

In lattice simulations there are in general three kinds fefat$: finite volume effects, lattice artifacts and
errors due to wrong light quark masses. Within NRQCD theeeaaiditional error sources due to the
truncation of the effective field theory at a fixed order in Hedocity v and determination of matching
coefficients to a given accuracy iny. In addition to these controlled errors there are errorcgsithat
are not controlled by a small parameter like quenching ouseeof ill-defined light quark actions. The
statistical analysis of lattice data is not trivial but weakmot discuss the possible errors, caveats and
pitfalls here as this would be too technical.

Due to the confinement phenomenon and screening of coloite $ize effects are usually quite
benign and —once the lattice is sufficiently large —fall offl@ast like1/(La)?. Because of this it
is often sufficient to repeat simulations on 2-3 differentumees to check if finite size effects can be
resolved within statistical errors, rather than to atteprpper infinite volume extrapolations. Obviously,
higher lying states and charmonia are spatially more exigridan lower lying states and bottomonia.
In simulations with sea quarks the lattice size has to bezJaxgmpared to the pion mass. For instance
the conditionLa > 4/m, yields La > 5.7 fm at physical pion mass. There are no large-volume lattice
results as yet obtained at such light quark masses. To drsglet possible finite volume from other
systematic effects, sequences of lattice simulationsferent lattice spacings are often obtained at a
volume that is fixed in physical units.

The powern of the dominant finite lattice spacing effe€t(a™) is in general known and can
be fitted to lattice data if sufficient leverage danis provided. In the context of “improvement” (to a
given order of perturbation theory @d hog sometimes the coefficient of the leading order term is
small since it is suppressed by powersgdfsuch that the sub-leading term has to be accounted for as
well. Within the context of effective field theories one cahextrapolate to the continuum limit as the
lattice spacing provides the cut-off scale but one can cliwed&pendence of the results with respect
to variations ofa. Once thema dependences of the short range matching coefficients agentlaed,
the scaling should improve. A notable exception is the Fatmaction which has a continuum limit.
However, the functional form in the cross-over region bemea > 1 andma < 1 is not as simple as
a"(Ina)™.
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As computer power is limited, lattice sea quark masses guiedally not much smaller than the
strange quark mass but with the so-called AsqTag = 2 + 1” action valuesm ~ 0.2 m, have been
reported [97]. Lattice results have to be chirally extraped to the physical limit. Chiral corrections
to quarkonium mass splittings are to leading order propoai tom?2 [120]. While within present-day
lattice calculations of light hadronic quantities as weallad B and D physics, such finite mass effects
are frequently the dominant source of systematic errohércase of quarkonia, the dependence appears
to be much milder, due to the absence of a light valence quartent.

If effective field theories are realised or simulations anky @vailable at very few lattice spacings
cut-off effects can be estimated by power counting rulegaru varying the action(s). In the absence
of fully unguenched results, some experience can be ganedinparing to experiment, on the likely
effect of implementing a wrong number of sea quarks but thisr esource is not controllable frofirst
principles. A real ab initio study must go beyond the valence quark approximation.
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