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1 Introduction

Although the dynamics of quarks and gluons at the low energy scale is expected to
be relativistic and strongly coupled, the simple non-relativistic quark model sucess-
fully describes the properties of most light mesons (¢g) and baryons (qqq). However,
exception occurs for some scalar particles. Just as stated in Ref. [1], “the features of
QCD not (all) contained in the (simple) quark model”. To describe these overpopu-
lated scalar particles, non-qq structures have been assigned to them for about three
decades since the study in Ref. [2]. They have been regarded as four-quark states [2-5],
or molecules composed of conventional particles [6-11] (e.g. KK for f5(980) and/or
a0(980)), etc.. Up to now, the puzzle about the nature of these scalar particles still
remains unsolved. For example, to describe the recent experimental data [12] and the
more accurate measurement by KLOE Collaboration [13], f5(980) and/or ay(980) were
regarded as four-quark states [5] or molecular binding of KK [9] and both of them
lead to results consistent with the experiments. Obviously, further investigation on the
structure of these scalar particles is necessary.

On the other hand, more and more overpopulated states (especially those contain-
ing heavy flavors) have been discovered and confirmed by various experiments [14].
Due to the proximity of these particles’ masses to those of two lowest lying conven-
tional particles (carrying certain heavy flavor(s)), one would naturally identify them as
molecules of conventional particles (see, e.g. Refs. [11,15]). Therefore, it is interesting
to study whether this picture about these scalar systems is right or not.

In this paper we will focus on the scalar particles f,(980) and ag(980). One purpose
of the present paper is to investigate whether the bound states of the KK system,
interacting by exchanging various vector particles (p, w, ¢), exist. The other purpose is
to discuss the extent to which the KK component contributes to the observed particles
f0(980) and a(980) .

We choose the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) formalism (in the ladder approximation and the
instantaneous approximation) as our starting point. The main reason for this is that,
in comparison with the potential model (used in e.g. Refs. [10,11]), one can include
some relativistic corrections automatically in the BS equation.

One may wonder whether the ladder approximation taken for our pseudo-scalar
system in this paper is suitable. In fact, there have been some works in which the

legitimacy of the application of the ladder approximation in the BS formalism has been
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studied, see e.g. Refs. [16-21]. For example, in Ref. [16] it was shown that including
only ladder graphs in the scalar-scalar system can not lead to the correct one-body limit.
Furthermore, in the gauge theory, within the ladder approximation gauge invariance
can not be maintained. To solve these problems, at least crossed-ladder graphs should
be included [16,17]. More recently, it was shown that the crossed-ladder graphs do
contribute large corrections to the ladder approximation in some cases [18,19]. For
large enough coupling, the contribution from the crossed-ladder graphs becomes even
more important than that from the ladder ones.

In our case, the square of the effective dimensionless coupling constant (see Egs.
(44)- and ([@R) in Sect. B) can be written as g% E?/(4rM2) which is greater
than 3 [1. From the naive point of view, for such a large coupling constant, the ladder
approximation is not legitimate [19]. However, a closer examination shows that there
is a significant difference between our case and the cases discussed in Refs. [18,19] (see
also Refs. [20,21]), in which the mass of the exchanged particle is very small. On the
contrary, the exchanged particles, p, w, ¢, in our case have large masses compared
with the constituent particles K and K. We will show that the large masses of the
exchanged particles suppress significantly the contribution of the crossed-ladder graphs
since factors of the form 1/(p? — MZ) from the extra propagators in the crossed-ladder
graphs lead to extra suppression (in powers of 1/M%). Therefore, in our case, the net
contribution of the crossed-ladder graphs is in fact very small compared with that of
the ladder graphs (more details are given in Sect. [3]).

Since the contribution of the crossed-ladder graphs is small in our case the problems
associated with the ladder approximation, if existing, will not be serious.

Another approximation we will take is the instantaneous approximation. In this
approximation, the energy exchanged between the constituent particles of the binding
system is neglected. This is appropriate if the relativistic effects in the system are small.
Our calculations (in the ladder approximation and the instantaneous approximation)
show that both the iso-scalar and iso-vector bound states of the KK system with small
binding energy exist. This shows that the binding of the constituent particles is weak,
hence the exchange of energy between them can be neglected.

However, regarding these bound states as the observed particles, f,(980) and ay(980),

* In our case, the binding energy is of order O(10*) MeV, the total energy of the binding system
is E ~ 2My , and the coupling gx kv is about 3 when V = p,w and about —3v/2 when V = ¢.



one can find that the decay widths of these bound states are too small to explain the
experimental data. In other words, while the bound states of KK do contribute to the
observed scalar particles, they themselves can not describe the full properties of these
particles.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. [2 we review the BS
formalism for the system of two pseudo-scalar particles and discuss the normalization
condition of the BS wave function. In Sect. [ we discuss the bound state equations
for the KK system in detail. The decays of the KK bound state to 77 and 77 final
states are discussed in Sect. M. The numerical results are presented in Sect. Bl. The

final section is reserved for some discussions and our conclusions.

2 The Bethe-Salpeter formalism

In this section we will review the general formalism of the BS equation and derive
the BS equation for the system of two pseudo-scalar particles. We will also derive the
normalization condition for the BS wave function. Let us start by defining the BS wave

function for the bound state |P) of two pseudo-scalar particles as the following:

X, (21, 22) = (0T @1 (1) Pa(22)| P) = e_iPXXP@)a (1)
where ¢1(x1) and ¢9(x9) are the field operators of two pseudo-scalar particles, respec-

tively, P denotes the total momentum of the bound state, and the relative coordinate

x and the center of mass coordinate X are defined by

X =mxy +1mpxe, =11 — 9, (2)
or inversely,

r1=X+mr, x9=X -1z, (3)

where 1; = m;/(my+msz), m; (i = 1,2) is the mass of the i-th constituent particle. The

equation for the BS wave function can be derived from a four-point Green function,

S(x1, 2252, y1) = (0T @1 (1) da(2) (61 (y1) P2 (y2))'10) - (4)

To obtain the BS equation, we express the above four-point Green function in terms

of the four-point truncated irreducible kernel K ,

S(x1, w25 y2,91) = 5(0)(371755231927191)
+/d4u1d4u2d4vld4vg S(o)(ffl,@;U2,Ul)F(Ul,U2;02701)S(U1,U2;?/2jyl)a (5)
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where S(g) is related to the forward scattering disconnected four-point amplitude,

5(0) (21, 223 Y2, Y1) = Av(21, Y1) Ao (22, ¥2) , (6)

where A;(z;,y;) is the complete propagator of the i-th particle,
d*k
(2m)*

From Eqs. (1)) and () one can derive the following BS equation for the bound state of

Ai(z,y) = (0T ¢i(w)i(y)']0) = / e Y N (kymy) (7)

two pseudo-scalar particles:
X, (71, 22) = /d4u1d4u2d4vld4v2 Sy (1, T2; U, ur) K (ur, us; va,v1) X, (v, v2) . (8)

or, by inverting S(q),

/d4y1d4y2 S(B)l('rth;y27y1)Xp<y17y2) :/d4vld4U2F($1ax2§U2aU1)XP<U17U2)- 9)

In this paper, we will investigate the BS equation in momentum space, in which the

BS wave function is obtained as (using Eq. ()

X, (P1,02) = /d4£171d45€2 ePrrtReey (g, 25) = (2m)6(p1 +p2 — P)x,(p),  (10)

where p = mopy — mp2 is the relative momentum and x,(p) = [d*ze®x (x). The

Fourier transformation of the four-point Green function in Eq. () reads

A*PA*P'd*pd*py’ _ pyripry i
S(w1, 225 Y2, Y1) :/ (27)1627 P g-iPx+iP'Y PR S(p, p', P, P, (11)

with g(p,p’, P, P = (2m)*4(P — P’)gp(p,p'). Similarly, for the irreducible kernel we

have

— / d*Pd*P'd*pd*p’

K('xlv T2; Y2, yl) = (2 )16 eiiPXJriPlY*iprrip,y ?<p7p/7 P7 P/> ) (12)
m

with K(p,p/, P, P') = (21)**(P — P")K p(p,p’). The relative momenta and the total

momentum of the bound state in the equations are defined by

p=1pp1 —mp2, P =mp—mpy, P=p+p=p+70,, (13)

or inversely,

p=mP+p, pp=mP—p, pi=mP+p, py=mpP-p. (14)
4



We must note that the constituents of the bound state can not be on-shell, otherwise
the bound state is not a really bound state. Consequently, p? # m? (and similar for
pi)-

Then, the inhomogeneous equation (F) in momentum space reads

/% [7p(p, k) + K p(p, k)] Sp(k,p') = (27)'6(p — '), (15)
where Ip(p, k) = —(27)*6*(p — k)AL  (p1, m1)As (p2,mz) . The BS equation (@) for

the bound state in momentum space takes the following form:

4
/ % [Io(p. k) + K, )] X, (k) = 0. (16)
This is a homogeneous equation for the BS wave function.

From the BS bound state equation, Eq. (@) in coordinate space or Eq. (I6]) in mo-
mentum space, we can see that the BS wave function satifies a homogeneous equation.
Therefore, its normalization can not be determined from the bound state equation. To
obtain the correct normalization of the BS wave function, following Ref. [22], we start
by considering the contribution of the bound state with P’ = Ep to the four-point
function S. Let us first isolate the contributions from some possible bound states.

Consider the case with min{z?, 29} > max{y?,y9} and insert a complete set of states

into the four-point Green function, we have

S(1, w292, 51) = (0T @1 (w1)a(wa) [PY(P|T pa(ys) 1 (31)7]0)

P

d*P —iEp(X%-Y?)+iP-(X-Y) -
= W € Xp (x)XP(?/)

min{z?,29}>max{y?,y9}

.(17)

min{z?,z9}>max{y9,y9}

Furthermore, the requirement min{z?, 29} > max{y?, 49} can be described by a theta-
function,
’|

0
o(x0_yo ™Mo o 12l 1Y 1
(x0-voa By - I (13)

Using this representation and the contour-integral definition of the theta-function, Eq.

([I7) can be written as

P . PO y0_ 10 1
< . _ iP-(X-Y)—iP°(X°-Y?) Y _
("L‘laan Y2, yl) Z/ (27T)4 € XP(x)XP(y) PY — Ep +ie
% = i(PO=EBp)[(n2=m)(@®—y*)—la®|~|y°[] /2 (19)



Hence, near the pole at P° = Fp, we have
i

Sp(p,p') = PY_ Fp +ic X

L(p)X,(p') + terms regular at P’ = Ep. (20)

Now, define an auxiliary quantity:

QP(]?J?/) = /(;l‘*TI; (PO - EP>§P<p7 k)% [IP(kvp/> +FP(7€7PI)} . (21)

For convenience, we can imagine the arguments of Kp, Ip, Sp, and QQp as matrix

indices and write the above quantity in a compact form:

Qp = (P’ — Ep)gp% [Ip+ Kp) . (22)

In terms of this notation we can also rewrite Eqs. (&), (I6]), and (20) as

Sp[lp+Kp] = 1, (23)
[IP+FP] XP = 07 (POZEP)v (24)
i (P?— Ep)Sp = iX,X, - (25)

Using the above equations and operating Q)p upon x, we have the normalization

condition for the BS wave function,

Z/ dz:;f/ Yp(p)% [Upp ) + Kp(p.p)] x, (W) =1, PP=FEp.  (20)

The BS equation (I0) is very complex. Without approximation we can not even
write down the irreducible kernel and the propagators of particles explicitly. Since the
binding of the KK system is weak we use the so-called instantaneous approximation:
Kp(p,p') = Kp(p,p'). Furthermore, the propagator is set to have the form of the free
one. Then, the BS equation (I6) becomes

2 23 (2 2 d'p — / /
= (pi —mi)(p; — ma)x, (p) = /WKP(I)’ P)X, (1) - (27)
Now, we divide Eq. (27) by the two propagators on both sides and then perform the

integration over p° and p’°. Then we have

;EEl_+(g;)}L£22 X, (P) = %/ éﬁ}, Kp(p,P)X,.(P), (28)

where E; = \/p? + m?2, E = P°, and the equal-time wave function is defined as

%.(p) = / v, (p). (20)
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While deriving Eq. (28) we have used the following result (in the rest frame of the
bound state):

oo dp® . (Ei+Ey)/EE,
= —um : (30)
oo (D2 —m2 +i€)(p3 — m3 + ie) E? — (E| + E»)?

which can be obtained by choosing a proper contour. For convenience we define the

following potential:

V(p,p') = ElEz(EilJrEz) Kp(p.p). (31)

Then, the BS bound state equation can be written as

{(Ej‘jiEz)Q B 1} %P (p) = %/ é:;g V(p,p’)ip(p’). (32)

Eq. (32) will be the starting point in our later numerical calculations.
For later convenience we also write out x ,(p) in terms of X, (p). From Eqs. (27)
and (28)) we have

—1 d?’p’ —
0 — K N~ /
Xp(p 7p) (p% _ m% n ZE)(p% _ mg + ZE) / (27’(’)4 P(p7 p )Xp(p )
i 1 E? — (B + Ey)? _
- X.(p), (33)
™ (p1 — mi +i€)(p; — mj +i€) (E1 + Ep)/ErEy

where pi —mi = (mE +p°)? — B}, p3 —m3 = (o E —p")> — E}.

3 The bound state(s) of the KK system

In this section, we will study the possible bound state of the KK system. The lowest
lying particles with the strangeness numbers 41 form two isospin doublets: (K+, K°)T
and (—FO, K~)T, where the superscript T denotes transpose H One can gather them

into two fields, K; and K5, which have the following expansion in momentum space

dp 1 : .
K, = apie P4l P , 34
1 / (27'(')3 2Ep( K+ K ) ( )
dp 1 : A
Ky, = apoe P 4 gl e , 35
2 / (27’(’)3 \/E< KO i ) ( )

t The conventions about the isospin multiplets used here and in the following are the same as those

used in e.g. Ref. [23].

\]



where E}, = \/m is the energy of the particles and we omit the effects of isospin
violation so that the masses of the kaons are the same. These two fields can be grouped
into an isospin doublet K = (K, K5)T , which furnishes the fundamental representation
of the isospin group SU(2); .

The KK system has isospin 1 or 0. The iso-scalar bound state can be written as

|P)o=—=|K"K~+ K°K"’) | (36)

1
V2
and the three components of the iso-vector states are

Po= = [KVK™ — KR | [Py = - [K9R0) L [Py = KK . (37)

1
V2
Let us now project the bound states on the field operators K; and K». From Egs. (34)
and (B8) we have

(O[T {Ki(xl)Kj(xZ)THP)I,Ig = 03713) XP(I) (z1,22) (38)

where XP(I ) is the common BS wave function for the bound state with isospin I which
depends only on the state |P);, (as will be shown later, the BS wave function only
depends on I but not on I3) but not on the concrete field contents. The isospin

coefficients O™

(1.Ts) for the iso-scalar state are

Clooy = Clogy = 1/V2,  else =0, (39)
and for the iso-vector state we have

Now consider the kernel. The BS equation (27)) for the bound state can be written

down schematically,

ATATCE D = K O, D (41)

where A, 5 are the propagators of the constituent particles. Then, from Eq. (39), for

the iso-scalar case, we have (take ij = 11 as an example)

11,11 - 11,22 (0)
) p :

AIIAEIXP( =(Kp +Kp’ (42)

Similarly, for the iso-vector case, taking the I3 = 0 component as an example, we have

1A 11,11 —11,22
ATTA; 1XP(1’O) =(Kp" —Kp )Xp(l’o) .

8
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From the above equations, we can see that if the iso-scalar bound state exists one can
not ensure the existence of the iso-vector bound state, and vice versa.

The interactions among the kaons and vector particles, p, w, ¢, at the level of
hadrons are described by the SU(3),, x SU(3), chiral dynamics. The relevant interac-

tion vertices are (see e.g. Ref. [11])

Likp = i K'(7-p"0.K +cc., (44)
Lxrw = ig, . K'(0,K)w"+c.c., (45)
Lixo = 19, K (0" +cc., (46)

(V can be p, w, and ¢)
are the coupling constants which can be related to g, in the SU(3); limit,

where c.c. is the complex conjugate of the first term and g,

gKKp = gp7T7r/27 Iyrw = gp7T7r/27 gKK¢ - _gpmr/\/é- (47)

The prr coupling is determined by gpre = M,/(V2fx) ~ 6 [24], where M, is the mass
of p and f, is the decay constant of the pion.
From the above observations, at the tree level, in ¢-channel we have the following

kernel for the BS equation in the so-called ladder approximation [f:

K (p1, pa; Ph, ph; My) = —i(2m)*8* (0} + Py — p1 — pa)

< e & (p1+ 1Y) - (p2 + pb) + (pF — p12)(p3 — pb?) /M2
! ey (pr = p))? — M3 ’

(48)

where ¢; is the isospin coefficient: ¢, = 3,1,1and ¢; = —1,1, 1 for p, w, ¢, respectively.
These results are consistent with those in Ref. [7]. In Eq. (48) we have used the
following propagator for a massive vector meson:

—1

A (p, My) = o V]

(guu - pupu/M\Qf) . (49)

From the above analysis, we can see that the BS wave function depends only on the
isospin I but not on its component /3. This is because we have only considered strong
interactions which preserve the isospin symmetry. Therefore, we will omit the I3 label

and write XP(I’I?’) simply as XP(I) from now on.

2 —12,12 —11,11

— 11,11
() =2Kp" (p)and Kp ' "(p)=-Kp" (p);
. . —11,22 12,12 —11,11
when the exchanging meson is w, we have Kp = (w) =0 and Kp = (w) = Kp = (w) ; the case for ¢

. . —11,2
! When the exchanging meson is p, we have K p

is the same as that for w.



In the following discussion and calculation in this paper, we will take the kernel (48])
as our starting point (this is the so-called ladder approximation) and will not consider
those non-ladder (e.g. crossed) graphs. Before proceeding, let us discuss briefly the
contribution of the crossed-ladder graphs. Our aim is to estimate the ratio of their
contribution to that of the ladder graph. To make the calculation of the (4-th order)
crossed graph tractable, the following simplification are taken: terms carrying p?, p'?,
p-p, etc. are omitted in the calculation. Since we will stay in the rest frame of the
binding system, we also set p- P and p’ - P to zero (the instantaneous approximation).
These approximations will be appropriate if the half width of the BS wave function is
small enough compared with the masses My and M . From the numerical results (in
Sect. [B]), we can see that the half width of the BS wave function is about 0.1 GeV, which
is indeed very small compared with the masses My and Mgk . The physical picture for
this approximation is that the configurations with small momenta are dominant in the
model.

Taking these approximations, we calculate explicitly the contribution from the (4-
th order) crossed graph. We take the case where the exchanged particle is p as an
example, other two cases with w and ¢ as exchanged particles give similar results. We
work with the dimensional regularization method and the minimal subtraction scheme
while calculating the crossed graph. The numerical results show that the ratio of the
contribution from the crossed graph to that from the ladder (2nd order) graph has the

following form:

2

0.12 — 0.01ln ——— (50)

1GeV?’

where 1 is the renormalization scale. Since only one (but not all) higher order graph
is calculated, the result depends on this renormalization scale. It is natural to take u
to be around 1 GeV, which is the scale of chiral symmetry breaking. From this result,
we can see that the ratio of the contribution from the crossed graph to that from the
ladder one is less than 15% (in the case where w is the exchanged particle the result is
almost the same while in the case where ¢ is the exchanged particle, we have the ratio
~ 25%).

For comparison, let us reduce manually the masses of the exchanged particles to
0.15My, which is the case discussed in Refs. [18,19]. We find that this ratio will rise
to 300% or even more: 3.84 +3.38In —— . This result is consistent with those shown

1GeV?
in Refs [18,19].
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Now, let us consider only the ladder approximation and proceed by taking the
instantaneous approximation, p® = 0 and p’® = 0 in the kernel (48)), and stay in the
center-of-mass frame of the bound state, P = 0. Then, the potential in Eq. (31 due

to the exchange of a vector meson V becomes (using Eq. (I4]))

V(I) (pa p/7 MV) = Cr U(p7 p/a MV)
. 9w (PH+P)?+4AmmE? + (p? — p'?)? /M3
E\Ey(E) + E») (Pp—p)*+ M\Q/

. (51)

In order to describe the phenomena in the real world, we should include a form factor
at each interacting vertex of hadrons to include the finite-size effects of these hadrons.
For the meson (¢q) case, the form factor is assumed to take the following form [7]:

202 — M2

Fl)=5mre

k=p—-p, (52)

where A is a cutoff parameter which will be adjusted to give the solution of the BS
equation. At the lowest order, the BS equation includes F? in its kernel, i.e. V — V-F2,
The most important term in the numerator of Eq. (5I)) is 4m7mE?. Other terms are
small since the momenta of the constituent particles of the binding system are small.
After transforming into the form in coordinate space, similar to the case in Ref. [11],
one can see that the potential is in fact a Yukawa-like potential (the sum of a Yukawa
potential and several derivatives of the Yukawa potential).

Then, for the bound state of the KK system, the BS equation ([32) becomes

l(ElfiEg)? - 1} X (Ipl) = %/ (C2l:)/3 Vi (0. )PP, D ('), (53)

where the effective potential is (depending on isospin I)
Vi (p.p) = 3U(p,p; M) +U(p,p'; My)+ U(p, p; M), (54)

Vd(p,p) = —Up,p;M,) +U(p,p'; M,) + U(p,p’; My) . (55)

If we are interested in the ground state of the BS equation, the corresponding BS wave
function is in fact rotational invariant, i.e. X ,(p) depends only on the norm of the three
momentum, |p|. Therefore, after completing the azimuthal integration, the above BS

equation becomes a one-dimensional-integral equation, which reads

% (lpl) = / dp'| Vi (Il [P, (') (56)

11



where Vl(cf)(|p|, |p’|) are one-dimensional effective potentials: Vl(c?)(|p|, 1p'|) = 3U1a(M,)+
Ura(Me) + Ura(My) , and Vi (Ipl, [19]) = = Uia(M,) + Una(Me) + Una (M) with
: Ey + Ey p'|

g
U (My) = — Ty Pl vv oy
1a(My) 4(27)2 BBy B2 — (Ey + By)2] |p|< Vet V),

where

20 +2(2mma E? 4 [p|* + [P')?) + (Ip|* — |[p'])? /M3
[2A2 + (Ip| + [p'])?] [2A% + (|p| — [P'])?] ’

M2 + (|p| + |p'])?

M+ (Ip| — [p'])?

2A% + (|p| + |p'|)?

2A% + (|p| — |p'|)?

Vi = —4|p||p/| (2A% — M)

V= [MZ+2@mmE + pf +[p'P) + (bl — [p'2)?/M3] n

Vs = — [M\Q/ +202mmE* + p)* + [P')?) + (Ip)* — |p'\2)2/M\2,] In

4 The decay width of the KK system

To find out the bound states of the KK system, one only needs to solve the homo-
geneous BS equation. However, when we want to calculate physical quantities such
as the decay width we have to face the problem of the normalization of the BS wave
function. In the following we will discuss the normalization of the BS wave function
X, (pl)-

Substituting the relation between x,(p) and X ,(|p|), Eq. (33), and Egs. (3]
(5I) into the normalization equation (26) one arrives at the following normalization

equation for X (|p|) (after carrying out some pop-integrations with proper contours):

2 [ R e - PERE [ EPLE 0o, 0 £ 1)~ 1 57
where F(= %) is the form factor, H® = 3H(M,) + H(M,) + H(My) and
HO = ~H(M,) + H(M,) + H(M,) with H(My) = 25 and

R = —B|—2B%E} - E3)(Em — Eyp) + E*(Eum + Exm)

+ (B2 — B3)(Bdm + 3EyEdm — 352 Eypy — Eimy)|
—1
X {2E1E2 [B* + (E? — E2)? — 2B2(E2 + E§)]2} .
After completing the azimuthal integration in Eq. (57) we have
1 ~
~ ot [ dlPE T, O (p)?

mnaE ~ ~
LU / / dpldlp’| ol 7. P (DT O ) T = 1, (58)
12

86



where T = 3T7(M,) + T(M,,) + T(My) and TW = —T(M,) + T(M,,) + T (M) with

2 _ 2 2 2
MV 282+ (Ip[ + [P])? 2A% + (|p[ - [P'])?
20° + (Ip| = Ip')* | My + (Ipl - [p'))*
20 + (|p| + [P']) Mg+ (Ipl + [p'])?

+1In

for each vector meson with mass My and coupling g, . -

If the wave function obtained in the previous section (which will be calculated
numerically in the following section) dose not satisfy this normalization equation but
gives some constant ¢? # 1 for the expression on the left hand side of Eq. (58], one need
only make the replacement X _(|p|) — X, (|p|)/|c| to ensure the correct normalization
of the BS wave functions.

If the molecular binding is dominant in the KK system, then the possible bound
states of the KK system are most likely related to the two particles which are denoted
by f0(980) and ay(980) in the review of PDG [26], since they are just below the thresh-
old of the free KK system and, up to now, can not be assigned with the common ¢g
structure. One possibility is that they are (mainly) molecular states of other conven-
tional particles, e.g. K and K. However, to identify the possible molecules of KK with
these scalar particles, we should also identify other properties (other than the binding
energy) of the molecules with those of the scalar particles measured by experiments.
Among these properties, an important one is the decay width of the bound state.

Now, we will proceed to study the decay widths of the K'K bound states and
compare them with those of f,(980) and a((980) and see whether the assignment of
the molecular states with them is suitable. Since the dominant decay channels of
f0(980) and a¢(980) are mm and nm, respectively, we will study the decay widths of
the above bound states into w7 and nm. The relevant interaction vertices are (see e.g.
Ref. [11])

Loxie = 00 rn [GMKT(?- AK* — K (7. auﬁ)K*u} Y., (59)
Lokice = g, pe [% KRy — KTK*“@W} tec., (60)

where c.c. denotes the complex conjugate of the previous terms. The coupling con-

stants are related to g, in the following way:

Gurcrer = Gonn/20 Gorerer = —V3Gprnn /2. (61)

13



The differential decay width of the bound state can be written as [26]
dr = 11y 62
s M (62)
where |q| is the norm of the three-momentum of the particles in the final state in the
rest frame of the bound state. M is the Lorentz invariant decay amplitude of the
process. The lowest order decay amplitude can be written as (the decay to mn will be

considered later on)

(7 () ()| = / odby T (Lo (2)Lorerc- (9) 1 P)
9 e d'p

\/m (2m)i = Ay (ky My )i (k + 22)"(k — 2q1)" F(|k|)?
+ (TbTa)

a_b C
X {(7‘ T ) bqtpt ()P kq—p} (I)X (p)
(2m)'0" (P —q1 — q2) (63)

where ¢; (i = 1,2) is the momentum of the i-th particle in the final state and F. =

VA& +m2, B = /43 +m?2,. The coefficients Cé}) in Eq. (G3)) are the isospin
factors which have been given in Eqs. (89) and ({Q), ¢ = n2¢1 — m1¢2 which is not the
relative momentum of particles in the final state (note that 7; and 7, are defined as
n; = m;/(my + my), and my and my are the masses of the component particles of the
bound states but not of the final states). In deriving the above equation the following

propagator for the vector kaons has been used:

(OIT (K (2) K ()1} 0) = / a

v —ik(x—y) B
i @A, (k, Myc:)6ij (64)
where 7 and j are isospin indices.

The Lorentz-invariant decay amplitude of the KK bound state to 77 is then

™ iwis dp
MG = i V2 / j:F<Ik\) A (ky My )i (k4 2g2)"(k — 2q1)"

k=q—p
(k= g+ p+ (m = m)P) px, D), (65)
where “+”7 and “—” in “4” are for the iso-scalar and iso-vector channels, respectively.
For the iso-scalar channel, from Eq. ([39) we have (T“Tb)ijcgé) = %TT(TaTb) =/25%.
Since the iso-scalar w7 final states reads
1
|77 0.0 tr +a T + 1070 = —— |7'7t + Pn? 4 2Pt (66)
(0,0) = \/— ‘ > V3 ‘ >

§ For the states in isospin multiplets, we use the same conventions as those in Ref. [23]. That is

to say, we have |r, £1) = F|r+) = :F%hrl +im?) and |7, 0) = |73).

14



we have cgg)7r ) = —\/6. For the iso-vector channel, using Eq. (40) we have ca )) =2
since the iso-vector 77 final state is
1 1
Tm) 1) = —7 |7 — 2OrF) = 3 |07t — 7lal £ in'7® Fin?n®) , (67)
T 0 = \/_ mtaT —nat) = \;5 |wir? — 7Pt (68)

Note that this isospin coefficient is independent of the component I3 (notice that our

convention for the kaon state is different from that in Refs. [7,10]). This iso-vector

final state is anti-symmetric, so there is in fact no S-wave 7 final state with I = 1.
Now, let us turn to 7n final state. The lowest order matrix element for the decay

of the KK system into 77 is
,L'2
(r*an(an)2g; [ dtad'y T (L) Ly ()P

gﬂ-KK*gnKK* a 7 d4 . v
= T (1) O / Gyt LD A, My )2k + 200) (k= 20)

2FE,2E, 2m)4
(k= g+ p+ (m = m)P) x, D (0) 2m) 0 (P — 1 — a2)

Then, the Lorentz-invariant decay amplitude is (only the iso-vector channel contributes)

k=q—p

() _ () /
'/\/1(1)17 - 26(1)17 gn-KK*gnKK* 2E

x / o (PR (, Mic )20 + 200 — 201)"

(2m) k=q—p
(k= g+ p+ (m —m)P) px, V(). (69)
The components of 7 are
[mn) 41 = Flr*n) \/_ (7' £im®)n) . lm)ae) = [7Pn) = |7Pn) . (70)
Then, from Eq. (40), we have c = /2 which is again independent of I5.

In the calculation we stay in the rest frame of the bound state and hence P = (F,0) .

In this frame the momenta of the two particles in the final state can be taken as:
= (F1,q), ¢2 = (B3, —q) . Therefore, ¢ = noq1 —maqo = (2] —m Ey, q) . When the

ﬁnal state is 7w, B} = F,. and E, = E.» while when the final state is m, F| = E
and E) = E, . To calculate the amplitude, we first carry out the azimuthal integration

of the spatial part of p, the result having the following structure:

/ (;lj};z; F(|k|)2AW(k, M) (k + 2g9)" (k — 291)VXP(I)(p)

dp d\pHp\ FO°) x, P (£ |p)) (71)




(MZ. — 2A%)?

0y _
(") (—2p°¢° + |p|2 + |q|? + s4 + 2A2 + ic)?

[(|p| — |a])? + 2A2] [(|p| + |al)? + 2A2]

s1+ 54— 5953/ M. [2p°° +2|p[lal =4 (Ip| —lal)* + 2/\2} }
2|p||q| 2p°¢° — 2|plla| — s4  (Ip| + |q])? + 2A2

" {2(—2p°q° + [p|* + [a* + 54 + 2A%)(—2p°¢" + |p|* + |a|® — 51 + s253/ M. + 2A%)

Now we will give some explanations about Eq. (). The results for kK = ¢ — p
and k = g+ p + (m1 — n2)P have the same structures. We have changed the sign
of the imaginary part of the pole for k = g + p + (m1 — o) P by taking the variable
transformation p® — —p°. When k& = ¢ — p we will take XP(I)(+p0, |p|) in Eq. (1)
and s; (1 = 1,...,4) are defined by

s1 = P+ 4 —m)P?+22n —1)(p- P+q- P),
sy = p'—¢+2mp-P—q-P),

s3 = = +2m—-1)(p-P—q-P),

si = p4q*— M.,

while when k = ¢+ p + (g1 — m2) P we will take x, (= |p|) in Eq. () and s;
(1=1,...,4) are defined by

s1 = pP+q —P?,

s = pPP—¢ —@2m—1)P*=20m —1)p- P —2mpq- P,

S3 = p2—q2+(27)1—1)P2—27)1p-P—2(771—1)q-P,

ss = PP A¢ = Mg + (2m = 1)°P? = 2(2m — 1)p- P+ 2(2m — 1)g- P

Now, we can substitute Eq. (B3) into Eq. (7)) and complete the p‘-integration by
choosing proper contours. From the expression of f(p") above we can see that the all
the poles come from the BS wave function. This is because the denominator in f(p°)

(neglecting the isospin violation, then 7; = 1)
—20°° + |p|* + |af® + 54+ 2A% = (p° — ¢°)* + 27 — M.

is positive when A > M- /+/2, which is satisfied in our case (see the discussion in the

next section). The remaining contour integration over p° is straightforward and the

16



result reads

[ LK Sy M)+ 2005~ 200

'l;

_ /0 dlplpl? (& 1) 10 + & SO o

(2n)
6 F0) oy 6O o] %P1 (72)

where & = Ey(E — Ey — Eb)/[(Ey + Ex)(E+ Ey — Eb)), & = E1(E+ Ey+ Eb) /[(EL +
E))(E + Ey — Ey)], & = Ey(E + Ey + Es)/[(EL + E))(E — Ey + Ey)], and & =
E\(E — By — Ey) [[(By + E2)(E — By + Ep)]. If g1 = mp we have & = & and &, = &3,
then for the iso-vector w7 final state, the decay width is zero.

Once we have obtained the BS wave function of the ground state x ,(p) (the numer-
ical calculation will be carried out in the next section), we will take the wave function

as input to calculate the decay amplitudes in Egs. (63]) and (69]).

5 Numerical analysis and results

The cutoff A in our model is not a free parameter in principle. It contains the informa-
tion about the non-point interaction due to the structures of hadrons. In Ref. [7], the
cutoff for the interaction of K'Kp is taken to be rather large (about 3.18 GeV in our
notation). On the other hand, in the study of baryons in the quark-diquark picture,
the cutoff in the form factors associated with the diquark-gluon-diquark interaction is
taken to be about 1.27 GeV [25]. In this work, we shall treat the cutoff A in the form
factors as a parameter varying in a much wider range (0.8,4.8) GeV, in which we will
try to search for possible solutions of the KK bound states.

Let us first solve the BS bound state equation (B) numerically. We discretize the
integral equation (B6]) into a matrix eigenvalue equation by the Gaussian quadrature
method. For each pair of trial values of the cutoff A and the binding energy F}, of the
KK system (which is defined as E,, = E'—mj —my), we will obtain all the eigenvalues
of this eigenvalue equation. The eigenvalue closest to 1.0 for a pair of A and Ej
will be selected out and called “the-trial-eigenvalue”. Fixing a value of the cutoff A
and varying the binding energy Ey (from 0 to —100 MeV) we will obtain a series of

“the-trial-eigenvalue”s. For some (not all) values of the cutoff, we will find that the
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Table 1: For the iso-scalar KK system, there are five regions of the cutoff A . In each
region, for any value of the cutoff, the series of “the-trial-eigenvalue”s cross over the

exact eigenvalue 1.0 (at certain binding energy Fj, € [—1, —99] MeV).

By ( MeV) A (GeV)
~1 1.1360 2.0793  2.7352  3.5453 4.7633
—99 1.2162 2.0979  2.7444  3.5524 4.7697

Table 2: The decay widths (Fﬁffo’) corresponding to the five cutoff-regions when the
binding energy F}, ~ —20 MeV.

A (GeV) | 1.1700 2.0862 2.7385 3.5479 4.7656
' (MeV) | 0.671 4.758 7.516 11.102 11.949

corresponding series cross over 1.0H in the range of F}, € (0,—100) MeV. The task is
then to find out all these cutoff values (which are, in fact, some continuous regions).

In searching for the possible solutions in the iso-scalar channel of the K'K system
and its contribution to f5(980) (I9(JFC) = 0% (0*+)), we find several regions of the
cutoff. The results are listed in Table [l If we want to identify the iso-scalar bound
state of the KK system with the observed f,(980), we should let the binding energy
approximately be —20 MeV. For the above five regions, this is equivalent to set the
cutoff to be

A~ 1.1700, 2.0862, 2.7385, 3.5479, 4.7656 GeV, (73)

respectively. From Eqs. (68) and (62), taking the corresponding BS wave function
as input, the decay width of the iso-scalar KK to 77 can be obtained. The results
are listed in Table 2l From the PDG’s review [26] the full width of f,(980) is I' =
40 to 100 MeV (mm dominant). Therefore, the results in Table 2 show that f,(980) can
not be completely the KK iso-scalar bound state.

Now, let us turn to the iso-vector KK bound state. We find the following two

regions of the cutoff in this case:

A € (2.1160,2.2213) and (4.4998,4.5147) GeV . (74)

¥ That is to say, e.g., from 0.99 to 1.01.
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The corresponding decay widths of the KK system into 71 with the binding energy
Ey, = —20 MeV are given by

=Y = 1329 MeV, A=21590 GeV, (75)
=Y = 0031 MeV, A=45056 GeV. (76)

The full width of a¢(980) is T = 50 to 100 MeV (71 dominant) [26]. Although the K K
iso-vector bound state does contribute to ag(980) (I¢(JFC) =17(07*)), just as in the
case of f3(980), ao(980) can not be completely the KK iso-vector bound state.

6 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper we derive the BS equation for the KK system, study the possible bound
states of this system, and calculate their decay widths in the BS formalism. In our
model, we have used the ladder approximation. This approximation has been ques-
tioned and is found not to be a good one in some models where higher order graphs give
even more important contribution than the ladder graph [18-21]. However, in our case,
we have shown explicitly that crossed-ladder graphs are suppressed greatly comparing
with the ladder graphs due to the large masses of the exchanged particles. This makes
the ladder approximation be legitimate in our model. In addition, based on the fact
that the KK system is weakly bound, we have used the instantaneous approximation
in the BS equation, in which the energy exchange between the constituent particles
is neglected. Since the constituent particles and the exchanged particles in the KK
system are not point-like, we introduce a form factor including a cutoff A which reflects
the effects of the structure of these particles. Since A is controlled by non-perturbative
QCD and can not be determined at present, we let it vary in a reasonable range within
which we try to find possible bound states of the KK system.

From the calculating results we find that there exist bound states of the KK system.
Unfortunately, we can not determine the binding energy uniquely. The binding energy
depends on the value of the cutoff A . For the iso-scalar K K system, we find five cutoff
regions in which the solutions (with the binding energy Ey, € (0, —100) MeV) to the
ground state of the BS equation can be found (in unit of GeV):

A ~ (1.136,1.216) , (2.079,2.008), (2.735,2.744) , (3.545,3.552), (4.763,4.770) .
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From these results, we can see that, except for the first interval, these regions are very

narrow. For the iso-vector case, we find two regions (in unit of GeV),
A~ (2.1160,2.2213), (4.4998,4.5147) .

How to fix the cutoff (then the binding energy can be predicted), which is equivalent
to how to determine the finite size effects of hadrons in the calculation, is beyond the
scope of this paper. If we treat the binding energy as an input (Ep, = —20 MeV), we

find that the corresponding BS wave function gives too small decay widths, i.e.

=0

iwis

= 0.671, 4.758, 7.516, 11.102, 11.949 MeV
corresponding to the five cutoff regions, respectively. For the iso-vector case we have

rU=b — 1329, 0.0305 MeV,

)

corresponding to the two cutoff regions, respectively.

The authors in Ref. [10] concluded that the model with the one-meson-exchange
potential from chiral dynamics, which is also used in this work, is sufficient to bind the
KK system into a molecule which has the same mass and decay width as those of the
iso-scalar fo(980). From our calculation, however, we find that even these (KK ) bound
states could contribute to the observed scalar particles, the portion should be small M
We prefer to draw the conclusion that there may be some more important structures
besides the KK molecule in the observed overpopulated scalar particles (e.g. f5(980)

and a((980)). Obviously, to resolve this problem further investigations are required.
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