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A B ST R A C T

W estudy charm onium usingthestandard relativisticform alism in thequenched ap-

proxim ation,on a setoflatticeswith isotropic lattice spacingsranging from 0.1 to

0.04fm .W econcentrateon thecalculation ofthehyper�nesplittingbetween �c and

J= ,aim ingforacontrolled continuum extrapolation ofthisquantity.Thesplitting

extracted from the non-perturbatively im proved clover Dirac operatorshows very

little dependence on the lattice spacing for a � 0:1fm . The dependence is m uch

stronger for W ilson and tree-levelim proved clover operators,but they stillyield

consistent extrapolations ifsu�ciently �ne lattices,a � 0:07 fm (aM (�c) � 1),

are used. Ourresultforthe hyper�ne splitting is77(2)(6)M eV (where Som m er’s

param eter,r0,is used to �x the scale). This value rem ains about 30% below ex-

perim ent.Dynam icalferm ionsand OZI-forbidden diagram sboth contributeto the

rem ainder.Resultsforthe�c and J= wave functionsarealso presented.
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1 Introduction

Heavy QCD quarkonium system shavebeen thoroughly studied analytically within

the heavy quark non-relativistic approxim ation, NRQCD [1], and related heavy

quarke�ectivetheoriesaspNRQCD [2]and vNRQCD [3]{forarecentreview see[4].

These approaches,however,generically failforcharm onium . Forc�c the expansion

param eterv2=c2 ofthe e�ective theory isabout0:3,and higherordercorrectionsin

v=cseem ingly becom every large,even overwhelm ing theleading orderterm s.Itis

particularlychallengingtoreproducethehyper�nesplittingbetween the3S1 and the
1S0 states,which forcharm onium isM (J= � �c)= 117 M eV.The lattice version

ofNRQCD predicts a value ofthe hyper�ne splitting M (J= � �c) = 55(5)M eV

[5]far below the experim entalvalue,although stillquite rem arkable taking into

accountalltheapproxim ationsinvolved.Indeed latticeNRQCD,being an e�ective

action with cuto�given bytheheavy quarkm assm q,doesnotallow foracontinuum

extrapolation:forthee�ectiveaction tobevalid onehastopreserveam q > 1.Given

this,theestim ation ofthesystem atic uncertaintiesinherentin thediscretization is

quite di�cult. This fact,together with the observation thatthe v=c expansion is

notwelljusti�ed forcharm onium ,encourages the suspicion thatthe origin ofthe

discrepancy between experim entaland com puted hyper�nesplitting could liein the

non-relativistic approxim ation. However,allotherlattice determ inationsbased on

relativistic actions also underestim ate the value ofthe hyper�ne splitting,by as

m uch as30� 50% [6,7,8,9,10].Thisraiseswhatonem ightcallthe puzzle ofthe

hyper�nesplitting.

Alm ost alllattice calculations up to now,including NRQCD,have been per-

form ed within the quenched (valence quark)approxim ation (forrecentreviews on

heavy quarkson thelatticesee[11,12]).Thee�ectofquenching hasbeen estim ated

[13]by looking atthe predicted form ofthe hyper�ne splitting in the heavy quark

approxim ation

M (J= � �c)=
32��s(m q)

9m 2
q

j	(0)j2 ; (1)

with 	(0)thevalueofthenon-relativisticwavefunction attheorigin.In Ref.[13]it

isargued thatthechangein 	(0)and in therunning of� s duetodynam icalquarks

can give altogether a deviation ofthe quenched result from the realworld case

as large as 40% . This would m ake the hyper�ne splitting a quantity particularly

suitable for unveiling unquenching e�ects { typically the e�ects ofquenching on

otherspectralquantities am ountto only � 10% . However,�rst num ericalresults

including dynam icalquarksseem to indicate a m uch m ilderN f dependence ofthe

hyper�ne splitting than whatisneeded to m atch the experim entalresult[14,15].

This raises som e worry about the reliability ofthe calculations perform ed up to

now,in particular since they have been typically done at not so sm allvalues of

the lattice spacing. This worry becom es m ore severe afternoting thatcontinuum
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extrapolationsofthehyper�nesplittingseem todepend quitestronglyon thekind of

Diracoperatorused forthecalculation [5,9,14].Needlesstosaythatthecontinuum

lim itisunique.Such strongdependenceon thechoiceofDiracoperatorhastoreect

theexistence oflargelatticeartifacts.

Indeed,the reason why a reliable determ ination ofthe hyper�ne splitting by

m eans ofpurely non-perturbative relativistic calculations rem ains elusive is that

charm istoo heavy form ostcurrent lattice sim ulations. Forcharm the dom inant

lattice artifacts are ofO ((am c)
n); n � 1,with amc � 0:5 at the typicalvalues

ofthe lattice spacing. Lattice artifactsrem ain large and m ay com pletely spoilthe

determ ination ofthecharm onium spectrum .

Oneparticularapproach thathasbeen advocated in ordertoavoid largeO (am q)

lattice artifactsforheavy quark system sisthe use ofanisotropic lattices[7]. Such

lattices[16]have di�erentlattice spacingsas and at in spatialand tem poraldirec-

tions,with at << as.In Ref.[7]ithasbeen argued thatby tuningappropriately the

param etersoftheaction onecould achievereduced scaling violationsofO ((atm q)
n)

while keeping stillasm q large.Thisiscertainly a very attractive possibility,which

would m ake anisotropic lattices quite advantageous over standard isotropic ones.

In particularthisisthe approach thathasbeen taken in severalrecent studies of

the charm onium spectrum [7,8,9,10,19].However,recentanalysisseem to point

outthatscaling violationsgoverned by thelargeasm q artifactscould revive atthe

one loop level[17,18]. Thiscastsdoubton the generic e�ectivenessofanisotropic

actionsin reducing lattice artifactsbetterthan standard isotropic lattices. To set-

tle this point,an analysis ofthe range ofvalidity ofthe anisotropic approach,as

perform ed in [20],seem sessential.

Ourm ethodology hereisto com puteM (J= � �c)on very �neisotropiclattices

within thequenched relativistic form alism .Ifthe latticesused aresu�ciently �ne,

thisapproach should allow fora controlled quenched continuum extrapolation,free

ofthesystem aticuncertaintieswhich m ay havea�ected otherdeterm inationsup to

now.Particularlyim portantforthiswillbetheuseofanon-perturbativelyim proved

version ofthe Diracoperator,forwhich lattice artifactsare reduced to O ((am q)
2).

Prelim inary resultsofthiscalculation havebeen presented in [21].

W e want to stress that our calculation,which does not di�er from any other

in thisrespect,involvesoneotherapproxim ation besidesquenching:OZI,m eaning

that Zweig-rule forbidden diagram s are not taken into account1. Such diagram s,

asin Fig.1,contribute to the correlatorofavorsingletm esonslike charm onium .

They have been particularly studied forlightquarksin connection with the U(1)A
sym m etry breakingand the�0m ass,wheretheanom aly providesan enhancem entof

OZIcontributionsto pseudoscalarm esons-forlatticeestim atessee[22,23].There

is however no lattice calculation oftheir m agnitude for heavy quarkonium states

1W e thank Stefan Sintforthisrem ark.
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like charm onium . In the quark m odel[24,25]these OZIam plitudes are expected

to be proportionalto the value ofthe wave function atthe origin,and hence are

suppressed forP-wave channelswhich have vanishing wave function at~r = ~0. For

S-wave,theircontribution isO (�2s(m P S))andO (�
3
s(m V ))suppressed forthepseudo-

scalarand vectorchannelsrespectively. Experim entalevidence ofthe goodnessof

the OZI rule and ofthis relative suppression com es from the hadronic widths of

heavy pseudo-scalar and vector m esons. The e�ect ofthese diagram s is therefore

expected to be sm allforheavy quark system s like charm onium . Here,we neglect

such \disconnected" diagram s because oftheir high com puter cost. W e want to

stress,however,thattheircontribution m ay am ountto severalM eV,perhapsa not

so negligible e�ectgiven the sm allvalue ofthe hyper�ne splitting. M oreover,the

OZIcontribution could beenhanced by m ixing with glueballswith theappropriate

quantum num bers provided these glueballs were alm ost degenerate in m ass with

the charm onium states,an e�ect thathasbeen m easured forlight singlet m esons

[22,26].
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Figure 1: Zweig rule forbidden diagram s contributing to the pseudoscalar (Left)

and vector (Right) channels. These closed quark loops are connected by gluonic

contributions,ofwhich weonly show thosethatcontributeto lowestorderin �s.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 com piles our results. In Section

2.1 details about our num ericalsim ulations are presented, including the kind of

Dirac operators used to m easure m eson m asses and the strategy to extract the

hyper�nesplittingfrom 2-pointcorrelators.In Section 2.2wegiveourvaluesforthe
3S1�

1S0 hyper�nesplittingaswellasthe1P to3S1 splittings,obtained with thenon-

perturbatively im proved cloverDiracoperator.Ourcontinuum extrapolation ofthe

charm onium spectrum isbased on data atlatticespacingsranging from a = 0:0931

fm to0.0397fm .A com parison with theresultsobtained from W ilson and tree-level

cloverDiracoperatorsisgiven in Section 2.3.In Section 2.4 wepresenttheresults

forthe �c and J= wave functions. W e investigate the volum e dependence orour

results in Section 2.5,by looking at the dependence on physicalvolum e ofboth

the spectrum and the wave functions. Finally,our sum m ary and conclusions are

presented in Section 3.
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2 R esults

W e have aim ed atanalyzing the S-and P-wave states indicated in Table 1. Pre-

cise results willonly be presented for the 3S1 �
1S0 hyper�ne splitting,although

prelim inary resultsforP-wavem eson m asseswillalso begiven.

Table 1: Charm onium S-and P-wave states analyzed in this work. W e indicate

theirquantum num bersand physicalm asses. Unlessindicated experim entalerrors

areoneorlessin thelastindicated digit.

Nam e (2s+ 1)LJ JP C M ass(GeV)

�c
1S0 0� + 2.980(2)

J= 3S1 1� � 3.097

hc
1P1 1+ � 3.526

�c0
3P0 0+ + 3.415

�c1
3P1 1+ + 3.511

2.1 Sim ulation details

Gauge con�gurations are generated with the standard W ilson action. Sim ulation

param eters -see Table 2 -have been chosen so as to �x a physicallattice size of

about 1.6 fm . In addition we have also sim ulated a very �ne 323 � 96 lattice at

� = 6:6,corresponding to a sm allersizeof1.3 fm (possible�nitevolum ee�ectswill

bediscussed in section 2.5).Thephysicalscaleissetby r0 from [27].

Table 2: Sim ulation param eters. The scale is set by r0 from [27]. The non-

perturbativevalueoftheclovercoe�cient,c N P
sw ,hasbeen com puted in [28].

� L3 � T a(fm ) La(fm ) cN Psw # conf.

6.0 183 � 48 0.0931 1.68 1.769 190

6.2 243 � 72 0.0677 1.62 1.614 90

6.4 323 � 96 0.0513 1.64 1.526 60

6.6 323 � 96 0.0397 1.27 1.467 130

Quarkpropagatorsarecom puted usingW ilson,tree-levelcloverand non-pertur-

batively im proved cloverDiracoperators.Thenon-perturbativevalueoftheclover

coe�cientistaken from [28].

A com pleteanalysisofthespectrum ,atall� values,hasonly been perform ed for

the non-perturbatively im proved clover Dirac operator. ForW ilson and tree-level
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cloverDiracoperatorswehaveresultsat� = 6:2 (forW ilson),� = 6:4and � = 6:6.

The continuum extrapolationsin such casesare based on available data at� = 6:0

and 6.2 from UKQCD [6,29].� = 6:6

J= � �
Experiment

t
�M(MeV )

454035302520151050

140120100806040

� = 6:6
Exp.

th � J= 4035302520151050

10008006004002000
Figure 2: Left: 3S1 �

1S0 hyper�ne splitting e�ective m ass. Right: 1P1 �
3S1

splitting e�ective m ass. Data are obtained using the non-perturbatively im proved

cloverDiracoperator.Thedashed horizontallineistheexperim entalvalueand the

band com prisesour�tto a constantwith itserrors.

W e com pute correlation functions ofhadronic operators with zero-m om entum

pointsourceand pointsink.A tim edependente�ective m assM (t)isextracted by

�tting theratio ofcorrelatorsata pairofpoints(t,t+ 1)to:

R(t)�
hC(t)i

hC(t+ 1)i
=

cosh[(T
2
� t)M (t)]

cosh[(T
2
� t� 1)M (t)]

: (2)

Here h:im eanssum m ation overYang-M illscon�gurations. The plateau in the ef-

fective m assisthen �tted to a constantwhich providesourestim ate ofthe m eson

m ass.

In addition,we extractm assdi�erencesbetween the statesin Table 1 from the

ratio ofcorrelators,which behavesas:

R A(t)

R B (t)
=
cosh[(T

2
� t)MA(t)]cosh[(

T

2
� t� 1)MB (t)]

cosh[(T
2
� t)MB (t)]cosh[(

T

2
� t� 1)MA(t)]

�
T ! 1

e
� �M (t)

; (3)
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ifthe correlators are dom inated by a single pole. This allows to extract a tim e

dependente�ectivem assforthesplitting,�M (t)� M B (t)� MA (t),which is�tted

to a constantin the range where the e�ective m assplateau setsin.The quality of

the data forthe hyper�ne splitting is shown in Fig.2 left. A sim ilar plotforthe
1P1 �

3S1 splitting ispresented in Fig.2 right.Although thesignalextracted from

Eq.(3)islessnoisy than the onefrom Eq.(2),pointsourcesarestilltoo noisy for

P-wavestatesand,within ourstatistics,do notallow a precisedeterm ination ofthe

m asses.

2.2 C harm onium spectrum from non-perturbatively

im proved clover D irac operator

W e present �rstthe results obtained with the non-perturbatively im proved clover

Dirac operator,for which scaling violations in spectralquantities are expected to

beO (a2).A detailed com parison with W ilson and tree-levelcloverDiracoperators

willbepresented in section 2.3.

Table 3: Charm onium spectrum from non-perturbatively im proved clover Dirac

operator. Resultsare given in M eV with the scale setby r0 from [27]. � hasbeen

tuned to m aintain an approxim ately constant m assM (3S1)� 3095 M eV 8a. The

lasttwo colum nsshow ourcontinuum extrapolation and theexperim entalvalue.

� = 6:0 � = 6:2 � = 6:4 � = 6:6 a ! 0 Exp.

� = 0:11865 � = 0:12457 � = 0:12755 � = 0:12943

1S0 3023(2) 3019(3) 3034(3) 3014(3) 2980

3S1 3091(2) 3093(3) 3109(4) 3085(3) 3097

3S1 �
1S0 68.5(1.3) 74.2(1.5) 75.2(2.5) 73.8 (2.1) 77.2(1.7) 117

1P1 �
3S1 417(25) 460(34) 433(37) 417(40) 441(25) 429

3P0 �
3S1 342(19) 352(25) 369(34) 397(41) 387(14) 318

3P1 �
3S1 390(19) 413(34) 451(41) 417(29) 437(16) 414

W e have used two di�erent ways ofsetting the charm quark point: im posing

that either r0M (1S0) or r0M (3S1) equals the physicalvalue. These two di�erent

choices allow to study the am biguities in the scale determ ination induced by the

approxim ationswehavem ade:quenched and OZI.W ewanttostressagain thatour

calculation isa�ected notonly by quenching am biguitiesbutalsoby OZIe�ects,i.e.

only asubsetoftherelevantquenched diagram shasbeen included.Takingthisinto

accountweexpectthechoiceofJ= m assasreferencetobeabetterone,sinceinthat

caseOZIcontributionsto theJ= m assareexpected to beconsiderably suppressed

com pared to the pseudoscalar ones - see for instance [33]and the discussion in
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Section 1. Forthese reason the num berspresented here referto the choice ofJ= 

m assasreference. The hyper�ne splitting with M (1S0)�xed to the experim ental

�c value willbe used below when we estim ate the system atic uncertainty in our

calculation.An alternativepossibility,which wehavenotexplored,would beto �x

thecharm quark pointby using theD s m eson m ass,asdoneforinstancein heavy-

lightspectroscopy and forthedeterm ination ofthecharm quark m ass[30,31].This

would befreeofOZIam biguities.

Ourresultsarecollected in Table3.Asindicated above,thecharm quark point

hasbeen obtained by�xingM (3S1)� 3095M eV foralla.W ecom putethehyper�ne

splitting from : (A) the di�erence between the 3S1 and
1S0 m asses and (B ) the

hyper�ne splitting e�ective m ass extracted from the ratio ofcorrelators Eq.(3).

Both determ inationsare perfectly consistentwithin errorsbut(B)ism ore precise

and willbe used henceforth. Fig.3 shows the results forthe 3S1 �
1S0 hyper�ne

splitting as a function ofa2. The lattice spacing dependence is very sm all. On

the coarsestlattice,forwhich aM (1S0)� 1:4 and large scaling violationscould be

expected,the deviation from our continuum extrapolation am ounts to only 11% .

The cuto� dependence is well�tted linearly in a2. The continuum extrapolation

is M (3S1 �
1S0) = 77(2) M eV.Excluding from the �t the point at � = 6:0 gives

M (3S1 �
1S0)= 74(1)M eV.If,instead ofthe vectorm ass,we �x the charm scale

by setting M (1S0)� 2:945M eV 8a,theresultforthehyper�nesplitting goesup by

6% .Including both theseresultsassystem aticerrorin ourdeterm ination wequote

asvalueofthehyper�nesplittingfrom thenon-perturbatively im proved cloverDirac

operatorM (3S1 �
1S0)= 77(2)(6).Thisisabout30% below theexperim entalvalue.

W hen com paring ournum berto previouslatticedeterm inations-see[8,9,6,5]

-itisim portantto note thatwe have used r0 to setthe scale. Itisisquite com -

m on forcharm onium analysisto use instead the spin averaged splitting, 1P1 � S

or P � S,which is claim ed to lead to considerably larger values ofthe hyper�ne

splitting. Variationswith the scale inputare usually blam ed on the quenched ap-

proxim ation 2. Although this is partially true,the large di�erences often quoted

are also com ing from large scaling violations. This has been already illustrated

by the latestCP-PACS result[9],obtained using the Ferm ilab anisotropic action.

The discrepancy in the determ ination ofthe hyper�ne splitting from r0 orP � S

has been reduced from 27 to 16% as the lattices used in the continuum extrapo-

lation have changed from a 2 [0:099;0:208]fm [8]to a 2 [0:0697;0:1374]fm [9].

Their �nalnum ber is M (3S1 �
1S0)P � S = 85:3(4:4)

(+ 5:7)

(� 2:5)
M eV.From r0 they ob-

tain instead M (3S1 �
1S0)r0 = 72:6(9)

(+ 1:2)

(� 3:8)
M eV (the previous result in [8]was

M (3S1 �
1S0)r0 = 65(1)M eV,thediscrepancy clearly reectingthelargesystem atic

am biguitiesduetoscalingviolations).Our�nalnum ber,M (3S1 �
1S0)r0 = 77(2)(6),

liesin between theirtwo determ inations,and iscom patiblewithin errorswith both.

2Note,however,thatthisquantity isalso a�ected by the O ZIapproxim ation

8



Clover non-pert.ContinuumExperiment

a2(GeV �2)
�M(MeV )

0.250.20.150.10.050

13012011010090807060
Figure 3: Continuum extrapolation of the hyper�ne splitting with the non-

perturbatively im proved clover Dirac operator. The bare quark m ass is tuned to

m aintain an approxim ately constantm assM (3S1)� 3095 M eV 8a.

Spetrum
�1�0hJ= � 3P13P01P13S11S0

43.83.63.43.232.82.6
Figure 4: Com parison between the experim entalcharm onium spectrum and our

num ericaldata. The scale issetby r0. The value ofthe J= m assis�xed to the

experim entalone.
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W ehavealsocom puted thesplittingbetween P-wavestatesand the3S1.Results

arepresented in Table 3.W ith pointsourcesand within ourlim ited statistics,our

resultsaretoo noisy to attem pta reasonable continuum extrapolation and m ake a

de�nite statem entaboutscaling violationsin these quantities. Still,ourestim ates

ofthe J = 1 to J= splittingsare consistent,within errors,with experim ent. The

discrepancy turnsoutto belargerforthe 3P0 state.

Anestim ateoftheam biguitiesinherentinthequenched plusOZIapproxim ations

can be extracted from the valuesofthe continuum extrapolated spectrum . Figure

4 presentsa com parison between the experim entalcharm onium spectrum and our

data. Deviationsfrom experim entam ountto 30% forthe J= to �c splitting,and

22% for the 3P0 to J= splitting. They are considerably reduced for the J = 1,

P-waveto J= splittings,which areconsistentwithin errorswith experim ent.

2.3 D ependence on the choice of D irac operator and con-

tinuum extrapolations.

As discussed in the Introduction, it has been often reported [5,9,14]that the

continuum extrapolated hyper�nesplitting strongly dependson thechoiceofDirac

operator.Thishappensin particularwith anisotropic actionslike theonesused in

[7,8,9]which areclaim ed toreduceO (m qas)
n scaling violationstoO (m qat)

n;at�

as. Since the continuum lim itisunique,such strong dependence on the choice of

Dirac operator necessarily reects the existence oflarge lattice artifacts. Indeed,

CP-PACS,in Ref. [9],concludes that m qas < 1 is stillcertainly needed in order

to obtain reliable continuum extrapolations with anisotropic lattices. This is not

surprising,but it is an indication that anisotropic lattices m ight not,in general,

succeed in rem oving scaling violationsbetterthan isotropiclatticesdo (indications

thatO (g2m qas)indeed revive attheone-loop levelhavebeen reported in [17,18]).

Aswewillseenext,even with thenon-im proved W ilson Diracoperatorareasonable

estim ate ofthe hyper�ne splitting can be obtained if, but only if, lattices with

spacing a � 0:07 fm ,i.e.aM (1S0)� 1,areused.

The pseudoscalar m ass and the hyper�ne splitting from W ilson and tree-level

clover Dirac operators are presented in Table 4. W e only have data at � = 6:2

(for W ilson),� = 6:4 and � = 6:6. To perform the continuum extrapolation we

use � = 6:0 and 6.2 data from UKQCD [6,29].Ourstrategy here hasbeen slightly

di�erentthan in theprevioussection.Instead of�netuning thevectorm assateach

� value,we interpolate from a range ofm assesaround the physicalJ= m ass. W e

�t the dependence ofM (3S1 �
1S0) versus 1=M (3S1) at �xed �,and extract the

valueofthehyper�ne splitting atthedesired vectorm eson m assfrom the�t.This

allowsto extractthesplitting atM (3S1)= 3:095GeV,thesam evectorm eson m ass

which we�xed forthenon-perturbatively im proved Diracoperator.

Concerning thecontinuum extrapolationsweexpectscaling violationsto be:

10



Table 4: Pseudoscalar,vectorm ass and hyper�ne splitting from W ilson and tree-

levelcloverDiracoperator.Resultsaregiven in physicalunits(M eV)with thescale

setby r0.

DiracOp. � � 1S0
3S1

3S1 �
1S0

W ilson 0.1380 6.2 2728(3) 2764(4) 35.2(1.2)

W ilson 0.1375 6.2 2788(3) 2821(3) 33.2(0.9)

W ilson 0.1365 6.2 2913(3) 2943(3) 30.4(0.9)

W ilson 0.1350 6.2 3099(4) 3125(4) 26.7(0.9)

W ilson 0.1389 6.4 2925(4) 2963(4) 38.4 (1.6)

W ilson 0.1380 6.4 3087(4) 3122(5) 35.4 (1.7)

W ilson 0.1371 6.4 3263(5) 3288(4) 28.5 (1.1)

W ilson 0.1415 6.6 2594(5) 2652(6) 60.4 (2.4)

W ilson 0.1400 6.6 2970(6) 3017(7) 48.3 (2.3)

W ilson 0.1385 6.6 3338(5) 3375(5) 39.1 (1.6)

W ilson 0.1375 6.6 3583(5) 3613(5) 32.3 (1.6)

Clover 0.1324 6.4 2931(4) 2996(5) 64.5 (2.8)

Clover 0.1320 6.4 3022(4) 3081(4) 59.2 (2.5)

Clover 0.1315 6.4 3129(4) 3189(5) 59.0 (2.4)

Clover 0.1335 6.6 2964(6) 3031(6) 68.9 (3.2)

Clover 0.1330 6.6 3116(6) 3180(6) 64.8 (3.0)

Clover 0.13225 6.6 3342(6) 3399(6) 58.9 (2.8)

� O (a)fortheW ilson Diracoperator.

� O (a2)and O (g2a)forthetree-levelcloverDiracoperator.

Thesearethedom inantcontributionsbut,forverycoarselattices,sub-leadingterm s

m ight also be im portant especially since they depend on (am q)
2. To test the ap-

proach to the continuum ,we presentin Fig.5 the resultsoftwo di�erentextrapo-

lations:

(I) Top �gure 5:using thethreelargest� values,

� linearly in a fortheW ilson Diracoperator

� linearly in a2 forthetree-levelcloverDiracoperator

(II) Bottom �gure 5:using allfour� values,
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Clover non-pert.CloverWilsonContinuumExperiment�M(MeV )
0.250.20.150.10.050

120100806040200
Clover non-pert.CloverWilsonContinuumExperiment

a2(GeV �2)
�M(MeV )

0.250.20.150.10.050

120100806040200
Figure 5: Com parison between continuum extrapolation of M (3S1 �

1S0) with

W ilson,tree-levelclover and non-perturbatively im proved clover Dirac operators.

Top: W ilson and tree-levelclover im proved data are �tted linearly in a and a2

respectively.Bottom :Both W ilson and tree-levelcloverdata are�tted with a plus

a2 dependence. W ilson data at� = 6:0 and tree levelcloverdata at� = 6:0 and

� = 6:2 arebased on UKQCD resultsin [6,29].
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� including a and a2 term sfortheW ilson Diracoperator

� including a and a2 term sforthetree-levelcloverDiracoperator

W e obtain ascontinuum extrapolationsforthe W ilson and tree-levelcloverre-

spectively:M (3S1�
1S0)= 67(6)M eV and 73(1)M eV from �t(I)andM (3S1�

1S0)=

80(9)M eV and 99(5)M eV from �t(II).Thisistobecom pared with theresultfrom

non-perturbativeim provem entM (3S1 �
1S0)= 77(2)M eV.

Severalrem arksarein orderhere:

(i)Only thenon-perturbatively im proved data show a weak dependence on the

latticespacing.W ilson and tree-levelcloverdata areboth signi�cantly below their

continuum extrapolationsatallthesim ulated � values.

(ii)Linearextrapolationsinaanda2 forW ilson andtree-levelcloverrespectively,

including � = 6:0 (aM (1S0)= 1:4)arenotjusti�ed.

(iii)Iftoo coarse latticesare included in the �t,continuum extrapolationsbe-

com e quite sensitive to the assum ed dependence on the lattice spacing. This is

clearly observed in the case ofthe tree-levelclover data,forwhich �t(II)gives a

considerably highercontinuum value.Itisonly when theextrapolationsstartfrom

su�ciently �nelatticesthatthey com eoutreasonably consistent.A lowerbound for

consistentextrapolationsseem sto be a � 0:07 fm forW ilson and tree-levelclover

data,i.e.aM (1S0)� 1.Surprisingly,though,non-perturbativecloverim provem ent

seem sto work welleven on thecoarser� = 6:0 latticewhereaM (1S0)= 1:4.

To sum m arize, non-perturbative clover im provem ent seem s crucialto rem ove

strongscalingviolations.Itispossibletoextractcom parableresultsfrom W ilson or

tree-levelcloverim proved Diracoperators,butvery �nelatticesareneeded in order

to rem ovetheam biguitiesinherentin theextrapolation procedure.

2.4 W ave functions

The origin ofthe the hyper�ne splitting can be easily understood within the naive

non-relativisticapproxim ation (seeforinstance [34]).Thisapproxim ation am ounts

to solving the Schr�odinger equation in a non-relativistic Coulom bic potentialand

dealing with relativisticcorrectionsin perturbation theory.To zeroth order3S1 and
1S0 statesaredegenerate.Thedegeneracy isrem oved to �rstorderin perturbation

theory by thespin-spin interaction,giving a valueofthehyper�ne splitting:

M (3S1 �
1
S0)=

32��s(m q)

9m 2
q

j	 N R(0)j
2 (4)

with 	 N R(0)thevalueofthenon-relativisticwavefunction attheorigin (	 N R(r)=

(8��3)� 1=2expf� r=(2�)g,� = (4�sm q=3)
� 1). Perturbative correctionsto the wave

function also depend on the spin;to lowestorderin perturbation theory,the value

13



ofthe wave function atthe origin increasesforthe pseudoscalarand decreasesfor

thevectoraccording to [34,35]:

	 �c(0)=

�

1+ �N P + (
1

2
� �)

8 �2s(�
2)

9

�

	 N R(0) (5)

	 J= (0)=

�

1+ �N P � (
1

6
+ �)

8 �2s(�
2)

9

�

	 N R(0): (6)

where � � 7:241� 10� 2 and �s(�
2)the strong running coupling evaluated atscale

�2.Here�N P denotesthe,spin-independent,non-perturbativecorrection tothewave

function attheorigin (estim ated in [35,36]).

� = 6:6� = 6:4� = 6:2
� wave funtion

j	(r)j2(GeV 3)
r (fm) 1.41.210.80.60.40.20

10�110�210�310�410�510�6
� = 6:6� = 6:4� = 6:2

J= wave funtion
r (fm) 1.41.210.80.60.40.20

Figure 6: Scaling analysis ofpseudoscalar (left) and vector (right) m atter wave

functions.Theverticalscaleislogarithm ic.

Asin Ref. [38],we have extracted gauge invariantwave functionsfrom lattice

4-pointfunctions:

j	(~r)j2 = hc�cj( y
c c)(0)( 

y

�c �c)(~r)jc�ci= (7)

N
X

~x

hTr f S(~0;0;~x;t1)Q S(~0;2t1;~x;t1)
y�5

S(~0;2t1;~x + ~r;t1)Q
y
S(~0;0;~x+ ~r;t1)

y
5�

y
g i

S is the quark propagator and � = f5;ig for f1S0;
3S1g. W e have m easured

m atterand charge wave functionsby setting Q = f1;0g respectively [39]. N isa

norm alization constant�xed by im posing norm alization 1 to thewavefunction.
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Table5: Param etersofthe�tto Eq.(8)ofthe�c and J= m atterwave function.

W egiveboth thedirectvaluesofthewavefunction attheorigin 	(0)and thevalues

derived from the�t,	̂(0),in GeV 3.Theparam eter� isgiven in ferm i.

� j	�c(0)j
2 ĵ	 �c(0)j

2 p�c ��c j	 J= (0)j
2 ĵ	 J= (0)j

2 pJ= �J= 

6.0 0.156(6) 0.153(6) 1.24 (2) 0.155(4) 0.093(4) 0.089(3) 1.46(3) 0.210(5)

6.2 0.124(7) 0.117(3) 1.24 (2) 0.172(4) 0.063(3) 0.060(1) 1.59(2) 0.255(2)

6.4 0.108(5) 0.100(2) 1.20 (2) 0.176(3) 0.045(3) 0.0445(3) 1.59(1) 0.283(1)

6.6 0.117(9) 0.112(2) 1.14 (1) 0.164(2) 0.049(3) 0.0500(5) 1.57(2) 0.273(2)

A com parison between pseudoscalarand vectorm atterwavefunctionsusing the

non-perturbatively im proved cloverDiracoperatorispresented in Fig.6.W e have

binned the wave function in bins ofsize a=2. W e include in the �gure results for

� = 6:2,6.4and � = 6:6which show very good scaling within errors,up to possible,

sm all,�nite size e�ects for � = 6:6 which willbe discussed in the next section.

Theobserved pattern corroboratesqualitatively thepredictionsoftheheavy-quark

m odel:the value ofthe wave function atthe origin increasesforthe pseudoscalar,

decreases for the vector. Table 5 presents the results ofthe �t ofm atter wave

functions (Q equal1 in Eq.(7)) to the following ansatz m otivated by the heavy

quark non-relativistic approxim ation and the form ofvariationalwave functionsin

potentialm odels:

j	(r)j2 = ĵ	(0)j2exp

n

�

�
r

�

�po

: (8)

Our�tshavebeen perform ed forr� 0:8 fm .In allcasesweobtain a �2=ndf < 0:5

(<1.4 for� = 6:0).In in�nite volum e,wave function norm alization �xesthe value

ofthewavefunction attheorigin to ĵ	(0)j2 = p=(4��3�[3
p
]),arelation wellsatis�ed

by our�ts.Given thegood scaling propertiesofour� = 6:6 and 6.4 wavefunctions

onecan extractan estim ateofthecontinuum valuesofthepseudoscalarand vector

wave functionsatthe origin. Fitting to a constantthe resultsforthese two values

of� we obtain j	�c(0)j
2 = 0:110(4) and j	 J= (0)j

2 = 0:047(2). This quantity is

ofphenom enologicalinterestsince itentersin m any ofthe estim atesofthe heavy

quark approxim ation aswellasin potentialm odelsforheavy quarks.Oneexam ple,

apartfrom thehyper�nesplitting,istheleptonicdecay width oftheJ= which,in

thenon-relativisticapproxim ation,can beexpressed as:

�(J= ! e
+
e
� )=

16�Q2
c�

2

m 2
J= 

j	(0)j2 (9)

with Q c thecharm quark chargein unitsoftheproton chargeand � the�nestruc-

tureconstant.Inserting ourvalueoftheJ= wavefunction attheorigin weobtain
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�(J= ! e+ e� ) = 5:8 � 0:2 keV,probably in too good agreem ent with the ex-

perim entalvalue �exp(J= ! e+ e� ) = 5:26� 0:37 keV,taking into account that

form ula (9)doesnotinclude radiative corrections(appartfrom those a�ecting the

wavefunction)which,estim ated to lowestorder,m ultiply therighthand sideofEq.

(9)by a factor1� 16 �s(4m
2
c)=(3�)� 0:5 [34,37].

W e can also m ake use ofform ulas (5) and (6) to extract an estim ate ofthe

m agnitudeofnon-perturbativecontributionstothewavefunctionattheorigin(�N P).

Forthiswe use m c(m c)= 1:301(34)GeV from [30]and extractfrom the equations

both �N P and �s.Pluggingourvaluesforj	 �c(0)j
2 and j	 J= (0)j

2 gives�N P = � 0:12

and �s = 0:761. The large value of�s needed to m atch our results is a clear

indication thatspin dependent,and hence relativistic,non-perturbative e�ectsare

indeed ratherstrongforthesecharm onium states.Ifwewould instead �x thestrong

coupling constantto �s � 0:5 asin [34]we would obtain a strong spin dependence

of�N P which would m oreoverturn outto beofO (1)forthe�c wave function.

2.5 Finite volum e e�ects

Table 6: Pseudoscalar m ass and hyper�ne splitting from non-perturbatively im -

proved cloverDiracoperator.Thelatticespacing is�xed to 0.093 fm (� = 6:0)and

thenum beroflatticepointsL,hencethephysicalvolum eLa,isvaried asindicated

in thetable.Results,averaged over100 con�gurations(190 forL = 8),aregiven in

physicalunits(M eV)with thescalesetby r0.

L La (fm ) 1S0
3S1

3S1 �
1S0

8 0.75 2958(10) 3019(12) 61.4(4.4)

10 0.93 2953(5) 3023(6) 70.6(2.5)

12 1.12 2957(3) 3032(5) 75.4(2.7)

14 1.30 2947(3) 3020(4) 72.6(1.9)

16 1.49 2952(3) 3025(4) 74.9(2.1)

18 1.68 2949(2) 3021(3) 72.5(1.5)

In this section we investigate how our results depend on the physicallattice

volum e. In particular we are interested in what happens with our �nest � = 6:6

latticewhich hasa som ewhatsm allphysicalsizeLa = 1:3 fm .An indication ofthe

m agnitude of�nite volum e e�ectscan already be obtained from the wave function

plots and �ts in the previous section. Com pare in Fig. 6 the results for � =

6:6 (La=1.3 fm ) and � = 6:4 (La=1.6 fm ). W ithin errors, the wave functions

do not show any clear signalof�nite size e�ects,except for a sm alldeviation of

the pseudoscalar wave function atthe tail,which is,however,notvery signi�cant

16



within our errors. One could also argue from the �ts in Table 5 that the wave

functionsatthe origin are slightly largerthan expected forthe La=1.3 fm lattice,

butthism ay be justa reection,through the wave function norm alization,ofthe

�nite volum e e�ects at the tail. It is,anyway,clear from these plots that �nite

size e�ects on the charm onium wave function are really sm allon the La=1.3 fm

lattice. In consequence,we do notexpectthe hyper�ne splitting on thislattice to

besigni�cantly a�ected.

L= 8L=10L=12L=16L=18
� wave funtion

r (fm)
j	(r)j2(GeV 3)

1.41.210.80.60.40.20

10�110�210�310�410�510�6
L=8L=10L=12L=16L=18

J= wave funtion
r (fm) 1.41.210.80.60.40.20

Figure 7: Finite volum e e�ects on � = 6:0 pseudoscalar (left) and vector (right)

wavefunctions.

A com plete�nitevolum eanalysis,includingthevolum edependenceofthehyper-

�nesplitting in thecontinuum lim it,isbeyond thescopeofthispaper.To address

the question ofthe relevance of�nite volum e e�ects,we have decided to study in-

stead a setofL= 8,10,12,14,16 and 18 latticesatthe coarsest,� = 6:0,lattice

spacing.Table6presentsourresultsforthepseudoscalarand vectorm assesand the

hyper�nesplittingfor� = 0:11925,corresponding,forL=18,toapseudoscalarm ass

ofM (1S0) = 2949(2)M eV.Ourresults are not precise enough to attem pt a �t of

thevolum edependence.Still,thevariation ofthehyper�nesplitting am ountsto at

m ost4% forLa > 1 fm .Furtherindication aboutthesm allnessof�nitevolum eef-

fectsforlatticeslargerthan 1fm com esfrom thestudy ofthevolum edependenceof

wavefunctions.Fig.7showstheresultsforthesetoflatticesin Table6.Deviations

from thelargevolum ebehaviorarenegligibleforLa > 1:12 fm .
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3 C onclusions

Table7com pilesourresultfortheJ= � �c hyper�nesplittingtogetherwith previous

determ inationsusing otherlatticeform alism s[9,5].Ourresultisobtained with the

non-perturbatively im proved cloverDiracoperator.Thesystem aticerrorcoversthe

di�erencebetween choosing asreferencescaleforcharm the�c orJ= m assaswell

asdi�erentcontinuum extrapolations(including ornot� = 6:0).Our�nalresultis

�M (J= � �c)= 77(2)(6)M eV.

Table7:Hyper�ne splitting in M eV from di�erentlatticeapproaches.The scale is

setby r0 orby thespin-averaged P � S splitting.The resultquoted as‘Thiswork’

isobtained from thenon-perturbatively im proved cloverDiracoperator.

Thiswork CP-PACS [9] CP-PACS [9] latestNRQCD[5]

Form alism Relativistic Relativistic Relativistic Non relativistic

Lattice Isotropic Anisotropic Anisotropic

Extrapolation Continuum Continuum Continuum

Scale r0 r0 P � S P � S

�M 77(2)(6) 72:6(9)
(+ 1:2)

(� 3:8)
85:3(4:4)

(+ 5:7)

(� 2:5)
55(5)

Our value for the quenched hyper�ne splitting within the OZIapproxim ation

rem ains 30% below the experim entalresult. Dynam icalquark e�ects are usually

expected to be O (10 � 20)% ,which am ounts for a large part but not allofthe

discrepancy. Actualdynam icalquark e�ects m ay turn out to be larger for this

particular quantity but the rem aining discrepancy m ight also be due to the OZI

approxim ation.

Our study shows the virtue of the \brute force" approach: reliable, consis-

tent continuum extrapolations can be obtained from im proved or non-im proved

discretizations ifthe lattice is �ne enough. Conversely,using a coarse lattice im -

plies continuum extrapolations where non-leading term s m ay be signi�cant,thus

introducing a system atic errorwhich isvery hard to control. From ourstudy,the

boundarybetween thesetworegim essitswhereonewould expect,around aM q�q � 1.

Rem arkably however,thenon-perturbatively im proved cloverDiracoperatorap-

pears to give reliable extrapolations even starting from aM q�q � 1:4. Non-leading

term srem ain sm all,perhapsbecauseleading correctionsO (a2)arethem selvesvery

sm all. W e considerourFig.5 asa spectacular advertisem ent forusing thisDirac

discretization.

W e believe our result �nally closes the long debate on the m agnitude ofthe

quenched charm onium hyper�ne splitting (within the OZIapproxim ation). W hile

NRQCD or an anisotropic discretization m ay yield a sim ilar value,the reliability
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ofsuch a resultrem ainsquestionable: in the �rstcase,one dealswith an e�ective

theory wherethecontinuum lim itcannotbetaken;in thelatter,theadvantageover

isotropiclatticesin rem ovingO (am q)
n scalingviolationsrem ainsunclear.Untilthis

pointissettled,and although very accurateresultscan beobtained with anisotropic

actions,thisreduction in statisticalerrorscan bem orethan o�setby an increasein

system aticerrorsduetopossiblescalingviolations.Anisotropiclatticesm ay bevery

usefulin othercontexts ofcourse like forinstance at�nite tem perature. Perhaps

ourresultcan beused to �ne-tunetheanisotropicactionsinvolved.

Note �nally thatthe charm onium system isideally suited fora precision study

on thecurrentgeneration ofPC clusters.Large,quenched latticescan besim ulated

e�ciently with littleinter-nodecom m unication,and high accuracy can beobtained

atsm allcost. Thiscom puterenvironm entseem swellsuited fora m easurem entof

OZI-e�ects.
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