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The spectrum of mesons with open charm and beauty is analyzed using heavy quark
symmetry arguments. A classification of the newly observed states is presented, together
with predictions for several unobserved resonances.

1 Heavy meson doublets

A QCD framework for the analysis of hadrons containing a single heavy quark can be set
up using the heavy quark (HQ) limit, and is formalized in the heavy quark effective theory
(HQET) [1]. This is an effective theory of QCD formulated for N; heavy quarks @ with mass
mqg > Agcp, with the four-velocity of @ fixed. The theory displays heavy quark spin-flavour
symmetries, i.e. the invariance under SU(2Ny) transformations, which are symmetries of the
QCD Lagrangian in the heavy quark limit. Within this framework, several heavy hadron
properties can be studied, with important results represented, for instance, by the relations
among semileptonic transition form factors in weak heavy hadron matrix elements [2]. The
heavy meson spectrum can also be studied from the point of view of the heavy quark limit
[3]: this is particularly interesting, due to the numerous recently discovered charm and beauty
resonances needing to be recognized [4].

The classification of heavy Q7 mesons (g is a light quark) in the HQ limit relies on the
decoupling of the heavy quark spin sg from the spin of the light antiquark and gluons. The
separate conservation in strong interaction processes of sg and of the total angular momentum
sy of the light degrees of freedom permits a classification of the heavy mesons according to the
value of s;. Mesons can be collected in doublets: the two states in each doublet (spin partners)
have total spin J = sy i% and parity P = (—1)”17 with £ the orbital angular momentum of the
light degrees of freedom and sy = 7+ 3y (sq is the light antiquark spin). Within each doublet
the two states are degenerate in the HQ limit and, due to flavour symmetry, the properties of
the states in a doublet can be related to those of the corresponding states differing for the heavy
quark flavour. Corrections can be systematically included considering next-to-leading terms in
an expansion in the inverse heavy quark mass.

We focus on the meson doublets with £ = 0,1,2 (s—, p— and d—wave states in the quark
model), discussing their properties in the HQ limit and considering a few next-to-leading correc-
tions. This allows us to study how the observed charmed and beauty mesons fit in the theoretical
classification. Moreover, using data in the charm sector, the properties of the corresponding
beauty mesons can be predicted.

Important information for a proper identification comes from the heavy meson decays to
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light pseudoscalar mesons, whose features depend on the quantum numbers of the decaying
resonances. An effective Lagrangian approach, with the heavy meson doublets represented by
effective fields and the octet of light pseudo Goldstone mesons grouped in a single field, can be
formulated imposing the invariance under heavy quark spin-flavour transformations and chiral
transformations of the light pseudo Goldstone boson fields. This allows to infer the properties of
the heavy meson doublets in the HQ limit, namely that the two degenerate states in a doublet
have the same full width, that the sum of the partial widths of a state in a doublet to another
heavy state in another doublet with emission of a light meson is the same for the two members
of a doublet, that the ratios of partial decay widths for a given state are related, that the partial
decay widths are independent of the heavy quark flavour [3].

The lightest Qg mesons correspond to ¢ = 0, hence s = %_. This doublet consists of two

states with J¥ = (07,17), denoted as (P, P*). For £ = 1 one has s’ = %_,_ with J¥ = (0%, 1%)
(the states are (Pg, P{)), and s} = %Jr with J¥ = (1F,2%) (P, P5)). ¢ = 2 corresponds to

either s} = 37 (states (P}, P») ) or sf =2~ ( (P§*, P3)). An analogous notation holds for the

radial excitations with n = 2 (denoted by a tilde: P, P*, ...). The effective fields describing the
various doublets in the HQ limit are listed below, with a = u, d, s light flavour index. The fields,
defined including a factor ,/mg, have dimension 3/2 and annihilate mesons of four velocity v
which is conserved in strong interaction processes.

sh = %_ : H, = 1%% [P;MW” - a’75]

sf = %+ o Sa= l%é [Pivuys — Poa)

sp = ;+ Th = 1%% Py v — Pm\/g% {g“” - év”(v” - v“)H (1)
sf=3 ¢ xt =1 P - a3 [ - o]

The octet of light pseudoscalar mesons is introduced defining £ = e and ¥ = €2, with M
incorporating the fields of m, K and n (f, = 132 MeV):

\/gﬁo I \/%77 — K+
T f\/gwo + \/%77 K° . (2)
0

_%77

M:
K-

Imposing invariance under heavy quark spin-flavour and light quark chiral transformations, an
effective QCD Lagrangian can be constructed [5, 6], with kinetic terms of the heavy meson

HQ2013 21



P. COLANGELO, F. DE FAzi0, F. GIANNUZZI, S. NICOTRI

doublets and of the 3 field reading:

2
r - ngr[aﬂz@MET} +i Tr[Hyv" Dy Hy)
+ T’f‘[gb (l ’U“D/J«ba - (Sba AS)Sa} + TT[TI? (Z ’UuDllba o 6ba AT)Taa] (3)
+ Tr[Xy (i v"Dupa — ba Ax)Xaal + TT[XIQQB (i v*Dyba = b0 Ax1)Xoap] »

. 1 i
with Dyba = 0600y + Visba = ~00a0p + 5 (€70, +€0,T),, and Aupe = 3 (£10,6 — €081, -
The parameters Ap (with FF = S, T, X, X') correspond to the mass splittings between the
higher mass doublets and the lightest one described by H:

Ap=Mp—Myg , (4)

with M( ) the spin-averaged masses of the doublets:

_ 3Mp+« + M — 3Mp:r + Mp= i S5Mpx + 3M,
My = oM tie iy s i M s Mcaie s N
4 4 8
— 5Mp, + 3M p-= — TMp, + 5Mp:~
MX = 4132 8 Pl 9 ]\4){/:—125 12 P2 . (5)

Corrections to the heavy quark limit involve symmetry breaking terms suppressed by powers
of 1/mg [7]. For instance, the Lagrangian terms

1 _ _ _
Limg = 2mq {)\HTT[HaU#UHaGHD] + AsTr[Se0" Saopw] + ArTr(1g o™ T3 o)

AAXT[X O X g0 0,] + )\X/TT[X(’IO‘BU“”X;MUW]} (6)

break the mass degeneracy between the members of the various doublets. The constants Ag,
As, A1, Ax and Ax/ are related to the hyperfine splittings:

1 1 3
/\H = g(MI%*—M}%) ’ )\Szg(MIZ:-{—M?DJ) ) /\T:TG(MIQDQ*_M]%l) )

3 2 2 5 2 2
Ay = 1—6(Mp2—MP1*>, AX/:Q(MPS—MPZ;*) . (7)

The transitions F — HM (with F = H,S,T,X, X’ and M a light pseudoscalar meson),
at the leading order in the light meson momentum and heavy quark mass expansion, can be
described by the Lagrangian interaction terms [5]:

Ly = gTr [I_JQHWM%A’;G}
Ls = hTr[HSmnsdl,| + he
W
Ly = - Tr [HaTg‘(iDMA +i,DAu)ba'y5] ¥ he.
.
Lx = T [Ha X} DA + 1D A)uars] + hc. 8)
X
[
ﬁxl = FTT {HaXZ/,M [kl{Du7 DV}A}\ + kQ(-D/,LD/\AV + DVD)\AH):I ba’yA75] + h.C.;
X
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these terms involve the coupling constants g, h, h', k; (we set k = ki + ko, and the chiral
symmetry-breaking scale A, to A, =1 GeV). Lg and L1 describe positive parity heavy meson
transitions with the emission of light pseudoscalar mesons in s— and d— wave, respectively, £ x
and Ly the transitions of higher mass mesons of negative parity, belonging to the X and X’
doublets, with the emission of light pseudoscalar mesons in p— and f— wave. At the same order
in the expansion in the light meson momentum, the structure of the Lagrangian terms for radial
excitations of the various doublets is unchanged, since it is dictated only by the spin-flavour
and chiral symmetries, but the coupling constants are replaced by new ones, g, h, etc.

In this basic framework all data for mesons with open charm and beauty can be analyzed,
and a classification scheme for the observed resonances can be elaborated. In Table 1 we propose
the assignment for the observed charmed c¢q, ¢§, and beauty bg, bs (with ¢ = u,d) mesons to
the various doublets [4], justified by the arguments presented below.!

Table 1: Observed open charm and open beauty mesons organized in HQ doublets. States
denoted by () have uncertain assignment; they are classified according to the scheme proposed
in this study.

sy ‘ JT ‘ cq (n=1) cq (n=2) ‘ c§ (n=1) c§ (n=2) ‘ bg (nzl)‘ bs (n=1)
g1 0~ D(1869)  D(2550) x | D.(1968) B(5279) | B.(5366)
2 1~ D*(2010) D7 (2600) = | Dz (2112) T.(2700) | B*(5325) | B (5415)
g 1+ of D (2400) D7, (2317)
2 i D7 (2430) D71(2460)  D,;(3040) =
. i D1(2420) D.1(2536)  D.,(3040) x | B1(5721) | Ba1(5330)
2 27 Dj3(2460) D7,(2573) B3 (5747) | Br,(5840)
_ 1~
X 2 3=
X i- 2= | D(2750) x
2 3= | D(2760) x D, 7(2860) %

2 Arguments for the classification

The analysis of the doublets with either ¢ = %Jr, %i, ...,orn >11is based on the mass and
_ 3t

width experimental data collected in Tables 2 and 3. The sf’ = 5 charmed doublets are filled
by (D;(2420), D3(2460)) and (Ds1(2536), D%,(2573)) in the non-strange and strange sector,
respectively; their widths are quite narrow, as expected for mesons with d-wave decays.

(D§(2400), D1(2430)) and (D%,(2317), D’,(2460)) can be identified with the members of
the s¥ = %+ charm doublet, although they present intriguing features. The non-strange states
follow the expectation of being broad, due to their s-wave strong decays. After the first evidences
of broad c¢g states [11], the separate identification of the two states and the measurement of
their masses and widths is due to Belle [12]. On the contrary, the strange partners, first
observed in 2003 [13], are very narrow: they are below the DK (for D},(2317)) and D*K

(for D.,(2460)) thresholds, their isospin-conserving decays are kinematically forbidden, and

IThe recently observed structures D ;(3000) and D*(3000), mentioned in the text, are not included in the
Table.
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Table 2: Measured mass and width of the observed excited open charm mesons, as reported
by the PDG [8] (with the states denoted by T omitted from summary tables), excluding the
data on D*%*(2600), D°(2750) and D*%*(2760) which are from BaBar [9]; new experimental
results on these states have also been provided by LHCb [10]. The widths of D**(2600) and
D**(2600) are kept fixed in the experimental BaBar analysis [9]. The bounds are at 95% CL.

cq mass (MeV) I' (MeV) s mass (MeV) ' (MeV)
D% (2400) 2318 & 29 267 + 40
D;(2400)T 2403+ 14+35  283+24+34 50(2317) 2317.8+0.6 < 3.8
DP0(2430)T 2427426 + 25 384 +197 +74
1(2460)  2459.6 £ 0.6 <35

DY(2420) 2421.4 + 0.6 274425

DT (2420) 2423.2 + 2.4 25+ 6 D41(2536)  2535.12+0.13  0.92 £ 0.03 + 0.04
D3°(2460) 2462.6 + 0.6 49.0+1.3

D3*(2460) 2464.3 + 1.6 37+ 6 5(2573)  2571.9+0.8 17+4
D°(2550)"  2539.4+45+6.8 130+12+ 13

T
D™(2600) 2608.7 +24+25 93+6+13
D*T(2600) 2621.3+£3.7+4.2 93 (fixed) 1(2700) 2709 £ 4 117 £ 13
DU(2750) 27524+ 1.7+27 T71+6+11
D™(2760) 27633 +2.3+2.3 60.9+5.1+3.6
D*T(2760) 2769.7£38=+1.5  60.9 (fixed) | D.;(2860)  2863.2+30 58 & 11

[ D.s(3040)7 3044 £ 8+3° 239 + 35475

the observed strong decays Dym’ and D*7¥ violate isospin conservation. Their identification
with the doublet (DZ,, D.;) is supported by analyses of the radiative decays [14] and by lattice
QCD studies [15]. A puzzling aspect is the mass degeneracy between the strange states and
their non-strange partners. Another issue is the possible mixing between the two 11 states: in
the case of non-strange mesons, Belle has determined a small mixing angle: § ~ —0.10 rad [12].

D, ;(2860) and D (2700) in Table 1 were observed in the DK final state at the B factories
[16, 17], and confirmed in pp collisions at the LHC [18]. The spin-parity JE = 1= of D*(2700)
has been established studying the production in B decays. DZ(2700) and D, ;(2860) are also
seen to decay to D*K [19], hence they have natural parity JZ = 1=, 2%, 37,...; the D*K
mode excludes the assignment J” = 0% for D, ;(2860). Additional information comes from the
ratios of decay rates [19]

B(D?,(2700) — D*K)
B(Dx,(2700) — DK)

B(D,;(2860) — D*K)
B(D,,(2860) — DK)

=0.91£0.13+0.12, =1.10£0.15+0.19 , (9)

where DK = DUOK+ 4 D(*)+Kg. As discussed below, for D7 (2700) the ratio coincides
with the result in the heavy quark limit if D}, (2700) is identified with the first radial excitation
of D¥(2112) [20]. The classification of D,;(2860) is more uncertain. The resonance decays to
both DK and D*K, hence it may be identified with the lowest lying n = 1 state with either
JS = 1;/2, ie. D} in the X doublet, or JS = 35_/2, i.e. the state D3 in the X’ doublet.
Another possibility is the identification with the radial excitation with n = 2 and JSIZ = 21"/2,
i.e. the state [):2 in the T doublet. Allowed decay modes are into DK, D,n, D*K and Din.
Considering the ratios of strong decay rates in the three possible cases, the identification of
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D, ;(2860) with D3 was proposed [21], which explains the quite narrow width as due to the f-
wave decays. On the other hand, D¥ and D;‘Q decay in p- and d- wave, respectively; therefore,
the first one is expected to be broader, while a larger mass, M(D%,) ~ 3.157 GeV, is predicted
by the quark model for the second one [22]. We shall return below to D ;(2860).

A broad structure in the D* K distribution was also observed, Dy;(3040) [19]. Absence of
signal in the DK distribution suggests unnatural parity JZ = 17,27, 3%,.... The lightest
not yet observed states with these quantum numbers are the two J© = 27 states of the ¢ = 2

3 5
doublets, D,y with s7 = 3 and D’ with s7 = 5 - JP = 3% corresponds to a doublet with

7+
sf =3 the mass of which is expected to be larger. In the case of radial excitations, the

1t ~ 3
identification with the states with n = 2, J¥ = 17, and s} = 3 (the meson D’,;) or s} = 3

(the meson Dsl) is possible. In the heavy quark limit, the two J” = 17 are expected to be
broader than the two J¥ = 2% states, hence D,;(3040) is likely to be identified with one of
the two axial-vector mesons. This justifies the classification of D, ;(3040) as one of the two
states with J© = 1%, n = 2, proposed in Table 1. The properties of the corresponding spin and
non-strange partners can be predicted accordingly [23].

The last four states in Table 1 are the non-strange cg mesons discovered by BaBar in
ete™ — c¢ — DW7rX [9], with measured mass and width in Table 2, recently confirmed by
LHCD [10]. The ratios

B(D*°(2600) — D)
B(D*°(2600) — D*tx—)

B(D*0(2760) — DTr )
BD(a750) = Do) — 420055011
(10)

measured by BaBar can be used for the classification. Moreover, for the D**7~ mode, infor-
mation comes from the cos @y distribution, with 8y the angle between the primary pion 7~
and the slow pion 7% from the D** decay. For D*(2600), this distribution suggests natural
parity, consistent with the observation in both Dm and D*m. The ~ cos? 8y distribution for
D°(2550) is compatible with a JP = 0~ state. Babar suggested that (D(2550), D*(2600))
compose the H, J” = (0~,17) doublet of n = 2 radial excitations of (D, D*) mesons, while
(D(2750), D*(2760)), can be identified with the £ = 2, n = 1 states [9], mainly from comparison
with quark model results [24]. Since there are two possible doublets with ¢ = 2, the identification
with the JZ = (27, 37) doublet would come together with the assignment D, ;(2860) = D3,
and in this case D,;(2860) and D*(2760) represent corresponding states with and without
strangeness. Other classifications have been proposed [25] and discussed [4].

Finally, other broad states, denoted as D ;(3000) and D%(3000), have been recently observed
in the region around 3000 MeV by LHCb in the final states D**7~, D*7~ and D%t [10].
They are not included in this overview, as their assignment deserves a dedicated study.

The masses and widths of the beauty excited states, observed at LEP [26], Tevatron [27]
and LHCb [28], are collected in Table 3.

=0.3240.02£0.09 ,

Table 3: Mass and width (in MeV) of the observed open beauty excited mesons [8].
bq mass T bs mass r
BY(5721) 57235+ 2.0 BU,(5830) 5828.7 £ 0.4
B3°(5747) 5743+5 227735732 | BiU(5840) 5839.7+0.6 1.56+0.13+0.47
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3 Mass parameters

The assignments proposed in Table 1 are supported by the values of the HQ parameters: the
average masses M r in Eq. (5), the mass splitting A and the hyperfine splitting Az parameters
in Eq. (7) that we collect in Table 4. Flavour symmetry implies that the mass splitting Ap
is the same regardless of the heavy quark flavour of the doublets, and that the mass splitting
Ar between spin partners in a doublet is independ of the heavy flavour. Indeed, from the
Lagrangian (3) and (6), one has:

AL ZAD 0 0

)

The observed deviations, due to both light flavour and heavy quark mass effects, suggest the
size of the higher order symmetry breaking terms: as an example, the strange quark mass effect
is visible in M .

Table 4: Spin averaged masses Mp (in MeV), mass splittings A (in MeV) and hyperfine
splitting parameters Ap (in MeV?) defined in Eq.(5) and (7).
c cd cs bu bd bs
Mg 1971.454+0.12 1975.12+£0.10 2076.44+0.4 5313.7+0.3 5313.8 £0.3 5403 £ 2
Mg 25914433

Ms 2400 + 28 2424.1+0.5

My 24471405  2449.0+1.6  2558.1+0.5 5735.74+3.2 5834.7+0.5
My 27588 +2.3

As 429 + 28 3477+ 0.6

Ar  475.7+05 473.9+1.6  481.7+0.6 421.943.2  431.7+2.1

Axr  787.4+23

A (262.34+0.2)7 (261.24+0.2)% (270.9+£0.6)7 (246.8 +1.2)7 (245.9+1.2)7 (256.3 £6.4)°
A (211.2+13.4)3

s (254 + 54)? (290.9 £ 0.9)*

Ar (195 & 2)? (193 +7)% (187.7 £ 2.1)? (205 +28)*  (149.9 £ 6.7)?
Axr (1124 24)?

Using the input from Table 1, predictions can be worked out for the masses of unobserved
states, namely the missing n = 1 and n =2, JZ = (07, 17)1 /2 charmed mesons, see Table 5.
Moreover, in the HQ limit and using charm data, the beauty meson properties can be computed.
For F = H, S, T, X" and T, with the data in Table 4 predictions for beauty doublets can be
worked out, Table 6. Noticeably, B, and B, turn out to be below the BK and B* K thresholds;
they are expected to be very narrrow, with main Bsm® and Bi7° decay modes [29, 30]. The
masses of the resonances recently observed by CDF [31] and LHCb [32] in the B7 channel follow
the expectations.

Table 5: Predicted mass and width (in MeV) of two not yet observed charm mesons, together
with their spin partners.

D) (00,m=2) Df, (17,n=2) 2 (27) D3 (37)
cq D(2550) D*(2600) D(2750) D(2760)
c5  mass 2643 + 13 D21 (2700) 2851+7  D,s(2860)
r 33.5+3.3 20.5 + 2.4
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Table 6: Predicted mass and width (in MeV) of doublets of excited beauty mesons. For the
decay widths of B, and B, see the text.

B(07,n=2) By (17,n=2) | B{yo(0") B(,,(17) | B»(27) Bs)s(37)

bg M 5911 +5 5941 + 3 5708 £23 5753 + 31 6098 £ 2 6103 £ 3

r 149 + 15 186 £+ 18 269 £ 58 268 & 70 103 £8 129+ 10

bs M 5997 + 6 6027 £ 8 5707 £ 1 5766 + 1 6181 £+ 5 6186 £ 5
r 76 +9 118+ 14 57+6 Ve ==t

4 Strong decays

Two-body heavy meson decays in final states comprising a light pseudoscalar meson can be
analyzed using the Lagrangian (8). A prime role is played by the effective strong coupling
constants, for which the following information is available.

g governs the strong transition among states in the H doublet. The measurement I'(D**) =
96+4+22 KeV [8], recently improved by BaBar: I'(D**) = 83.5+1.741.2 KeV [33], corresponds
to the value in Table 7; it is larger than a set of theoretical results in the HQ limit and at finite
mgq [34, 35, 36], and agrees with more recent calculations [37].

h controls the decays S — HM, and can be obtained using data on the cg doublet S, with
q = u,d. From the widths of (D{(2400), D}(2430)) in Table 2, the value in Table 7 can be
derived, which agrees with QCD sum rule [35] and lattice QCD determinations [36]. The
predicted widths of the corresponding beauty mesons are in Table 6.

h' is involved in T'— HM decays, and can be determined from Table 2. The obtained value in
Table 7 translates into a prediction for the Dy;(2536) decay width: I'(D,1(2536)) = 0.30540.002
MeV. The BaBar determination in Table 2 [38], is larger than this result, a possible consequence
of the mixing with the axial-vector state D’;(2460) [39]. In the case of the beauty T doublet,
the width of the B3 meson has been measured, giving A’ = 0.36 + 0.09, with a O(30%)
deviation form the charm value. The computed widths of the sf = 3/2% beauty states are:
I'(B1) = 13.6 £ 0.6 MeV, I'(Bs1) = 0.016 £ 0.002 MeV and I'(B%,) = 0.9 £ 0.1 MeV, the last
one compatible with the recent LHCD result [28].

§ governs the decays H — HM, with H the radial excitations of H. Observed states that fit
in such a doublet, with and without strangeness, are D(2550), D*(2600) and the strange one
D, (2700). From their measured widths we obtain the value in Table 7. The predicted width
of the spin partner of D¥ (2700) using the mass fixed in Sec. 3, is in Table 5, and the expected
widths of the corresponding beauty resonances are in Table 6.

k. 1In the classification of Ds;(2860) as the J¥ = 3~ state of the X’ doublet, the resonances
(D(2750), D*(2760)) fill the corresponding non strange doublet. From their mass and width
we obtain the coupling k = k; + ko in Table 7. This allows to predict the width of the D%, the
spin partner of D;;(2860), and of the analogous beauty state, see Tables 5 and 6. The results
from other assignments to Dy ;(2860) are discussed in [4].

Information comes from ratios of decay rates in which the dependence on the strong cou-
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Table 7: Coupling constants in the effective Lagrangian (8), obtained from the experimental
data and using the classification in Table 1.
g h % F k
0.64+£0.075 0.56+0.04 0.43+0.01 0.28=+£0.015 0.42=£0.02

plings cancels out. For a meson F{,) decaying to P4y M and P(*S) M, these ratios are relevant:

g _ BE—D'm)
T B(F — Dm) ’

RUF B(Fs — D*K) RF _ B(Fs — Dgn) RH(E) B(Fs — Din) e
K B(F;, — DK) '~ B(F, — DK) ' " B(F, — DK)

D®r(K) indicates D*O7+(K+) 4+ DM+79(Kg) for charged states and to D™O70(Kg) +
D&+ (K) for neutral ones. Table 8 reports the predictions for D*(2600) and D7, (2700),
identified with D* and D7, respectively; for D3°(2460) and DZ,(2573), and for D*(2760) and

D, ;(2860) identified with D3 and Ds3. A detailed discussion is in [4]. Here we only mention a
few issues.

e For D7(2700), the results in Table 8 agree with the measurement in Eq.(9) [19], support-
ing the classification of this state as D7;.
e Identifying D*(2760) with D3 and D(2750) with its spin partner D5, one obtains the ratio

B(D*(2 Dtr™
B((D*O ((27756(()))):1)*4_7;_)) o= 0.660 £+ 0.001. On the other hand, in the hypothesis that
B(D*°(2760) — Dt7n~)

(D(2750), D*(2760)) fill the (D}, D3) doublet, the result is BDO(2750) = D a7 =

0.563 £0.001. The measurement (10) does not discriminate between the two possibilities.

e If D ;(2860) is identified with D3, the ratios in Table 8 do not compare favorably with
the measurement in Eq.(9) [21]. A possible reason is the existence of the spin partner
with very close mass, M (DZ,) = 2851 + 7 MeV, difficult to resolve in the common D*K
decay mode. If the signal measured to give Eq.(9) includes the decay DX, — D*K, the
actual measurement is the D*) K sample produced from both the states, hence

_  T(D,;(2860) — D*K) + T'(D2(2851) — D*K)
F(2860) = I'(D,;(2860) — DK) ’

whose prediction is: R(2860) = 0.99 + 0.05, compatible with (9).

e For the beauty system, the computed ratio Ry for B}, is confirmed by the LHCb mea-
surement: Rx = (9.1 +1.3+1.2) x 1072 [28].

5 Conclusions
Using the heavy quark symmetry as a guideline, the observed ¢q and bg mesons can be classified

in doublets. Of course, finite heavy quark mass effects, such as those inducing a mixing be-
tween states with the same J belonging to different doublets, could distort the picture: their
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Table 8: Computed ratios Rg\f/;).
cq R cs Ryo R, R;
D*O(ZGOO) 1.22 +£0.01 51(2700) 0.91 £0.03 0.195 + 0.006 0.05 £ 0.01
D3°(2460) | 0.440 + 0.001 %5 (2573) | 0.086+0.002 0.018 £ 0.001 -
D*0(2760) 0.514 £+ 0.004 D, 7(2860) 0.39 £ 0.01 0.132 £ 0.003 0.025 4+ 0.001

bg R~ b5 Rx R, R
B* 1.63 £ 0.005 B! 1.43+0.015 0.132+£0.008 0.11 £0.015
B3 0.87 +0.01 , 0.07 + 0.005 - -
Bs 0.92 + 0.005 B3 0.815+0.006 0.103 £+ 0.002 0.063 + 0.003
3500
— 3000 -
% D(2760)
S D'(2600) b (2450, D(2750)
;)/ 2500 |- D(2550) D,(2430) M2(=45¢
N D;(2400) D;(2420)
(48] .
= 2000 |-
D
]500 1 1 1 L L

Figure 1: Spectrum of ¢ mesons organized in spin doublets. The structures denoted as
D;(3000)° and D*(3000)° [10] are not included in the plot.

description in terms of the effective theory would require additional parameters. A posteriori,
looking at data, one can estimate the size of such effects, and check the scaling rules and the
main features determined by the heavy quark symmetry.

A comprehensive assignment is proposed in Table 1; in the case of charm, the spectrum is
depicted in Figs.1 and 2. The properties of missing states are predicted accordingly. A wealth
of new interesting information is expected from the ongoing experiments.
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3500
Ds,(3040)
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Figure 2: Spectrum of ¢5 mesons organized in spin doublets. The horizontal dashed lines
correspond to the DK and D*K threshold. Two possible classifications for D, ;(3040) are
shown. The predicted Dg2(2855) is included in the plot.
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