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Study on the mixing among the 0" mesonsaround 1 ~ 2 GeV with the

QCD sumrules

Xu-Hao Yuan*, Liang Tang' Mao-Zhi Yang* Xue-Qian Li?*
School of Physics, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China

We calculate the correlation functions@®f* ¢g, s5 and glueball in the QCD sum rules and
obtain the mass matrix where non-diagonal terms are detedriy the cross correlations
among the three states. Diagonalizing the mass matrix amdifiging the eigenstates as
the physicab™* scalar mesons, we can determine the mixing. Concretelycalaulations
determine the fractions afg, ss and glueball in the physical statgg(1370), fo(1500) and

fo(1710), the results are consistent with that gained by the phenological research.

I. INTRODUCTION

Existence of glueball is a long-standing puzzle in the QGEdtlp. Searching for it becomes the
most challengeable task for high energy physics society. Q@D theory predicts its existence and
the lattice QCD almost determines the mass spectra of glaetith various quantum numbeDs[l—

]. Itis believed that the mass of the lighter glueballs $tidne at around 1 to 2 GeV. But where
are they, can we pin down them? Several bound states near Zh&ebeen found in recent
experimentLﬂO]. People believe that the number of thegesindeed exceeds that predicted by
the simple symmetry analysis. One natural explanationas tthere exist exotic states and the
newly observed resonances are either such exotic stateshail, hybrid and multi-quark states,
or their mixtures. In fact, none of the resonances which amyobserved at BES and BELLE
can be identified as glueballs, so that one is tempted to edacthat glueballs mix with the regular
guark states. The lattice and other model-dependent adilon$ all predict the mass of tie ™
glueball falling within the range of aboﬂ:t?GeV]. Meanwhile the mass of the state made
of pure light quarkgq, where, they refers to u, d and s quark, is also né&a ~ 1.7GeV[|ﬂ-@],

therefore it is very possible that the scalar glueball aedjtirark states mix to constitute physical
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states. The observed resonang¢gd370), fo(1500) and f,(1710) which have masses close to
[1.3 ~ 1.7]GeV, can really be such mixtures.

For this mixing, it implies that the scalar glueball does matependently exist as a physi-
cal state which people explore in experiment, but the thiessipal states:f,(1370), fo(1500)
and f,(1710) possess glueball components. In fact, many authors havessisd the mixing of
these three physical sta@[El—Zl]. Generally, this ismgediscussed based on phenomenology,
namely by fitting data of various reactions, the mixing pagters are fixed. It would be inter-
esting to investigate this problem from a more fundamerabty. However, the energy scale
for the mixing is low and the non-perturbative QCD effectsyrdaminate, therefore the regular
perturbative theory does not apply. By contrast, the QCD sues may be the bridge between
perturbative quantum field theory and the non-perturbqihmomen@;], thus should be a rea-
sonable approach for this research. Two groups have dorsghi&cant work QS]. Narison
et al's work fixed the mixing of the three statefs(1370), f,(1500) and f,(1710) through the de-
cays of the light-quark meson and the glueball. In their wttk masses of the scalar light-quark
states and glueball are determined in the QCD sum rules angibg them to estimate the de-
cay rates of the corresponding processes they fix the mixangnpeters. By contrast, we assume
that the scalar light-quark statgs, S) and the glueballG) are un-physical, therefore the masses
independently determined in the QCD sum rules cannot be tosestimate the decay rates. In
another work, Steele et al. predicted that the mixing ststtesild involve mixing off,(980) with
the f,(1500) and f,(1710) in terms of the Gaussian QCD sum rule. Instead, in our workaree
going to investigate the mixing of the three states all 2€arV in the QCD sum rules.

The first step of our work is to define the currents for the upsptal states: gluebaliz), light-
quark state$N) and|S) (N is for u, d quarks, and S is for s quark), then find their fefat to the
three physical statesf:), | f2) and|f3) via a mixing matrixy’.

The work is organized as follows. After this introductiore walculate the correlation functions
in terms of the QCD sum rules, in Section lll, we formulate thixing matrix and show the
relations between the unphyiscal states and the physiakrsmesons. In Section IV, we present

our numerical results and the last section is devoted to @uclasion and discussion.



II. THE CORRELATION FUNCTION

In the scenario of the QCD sum rules, the correlation fumdti¢;?) is defined as:

fg?) = i [ dae™ (OIT{3(a), J(0)}[0) ®
By the dispersion relation, at the hadron hand, the corogldiinction can be written as:
1 ImII
1) - - [ a2 @
T s —q?

After the Borel transformation and considering the quaakifon duality, we obtain the “Moment”
R as:

1 [
Ry = —/ dss*ImII(s)e " (3)
0

™

wherer is the Boral parameter ang is the threshold for the continuity.

So in our work, the relevant correlation functions are defias:

99 g?) = / dxei® (01T {J(x), Ja(0)}]0)

(%) = i [ dee™ (017 (x), ZO)}0)
() = i [ dee™ O[T {1y (o). J,(0)}0) @
1%(g%) = i [ dee™ O[T {Jy(o). J,(0)} 0
1%(7) = [ doe O[T (J,(a), Jy(0)}0)
whereJ, (z) is
Jy(@) = @G, (2)G (2), (52)

and.J,s(z) is:

Jys(x) = mq,swq,s(ﬂf)?/jq,s(x)- (5b)



FIG. 1: The Feynman Diagrams bl :(a) perturbative part; (b-c) with quark condensates ; (ih w

gluon condensates; (e) with quark-gluon condensates

The “Moments™R are defined as:
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whereR$® can be found in Ref&]lﬁ%] amf'*™ is given in RefsELlBﬂ. For the mixing
current, we calculate the correlation functions and the riMats”R,*** are obtained from the
Feynman Diagrams in Fig-1.

With the Operator Product Expansion (OPE), the correldtiantionI1994¢(¢?) is decomposed
as:

1%%(g%) = CoOp + Cilag. s5) + CalauG?) + C5(g.05) + -+ ™)

whereC;(i = 1,3,4,5,---) are the Wilson coefficients, and the operathris the unit operator.
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FIG. 2: The Counter term faty, wherel is for the vertex correction

In the fixed-point gaug@S], we calculate the two-loop daag in Figkl(a) and then we have:

1302 2 3 2
Cy = %s logQ Q2+— 2 Q? 1og2Q—
eom 2 V2
2
+log%<—3log4ﬁ+37E—?§)} +- (8)

where,Q* = —¢2. In Eq.[8), we drop out the terms which are not proportionabt[Q? /1/?]
because they do not contribute to the monifit® and disappear after the Borel transformation.
The Feynman diagrams related to the counter terms are peelsarFigk2.

In the M S scheme, we find:

i = o, (9a)
and
1 30(2 Q2 2 3 Q2
() _ s 2 2 2
Q’ 9
+logﬁ<—3log4ﬂ+3wg—z)}+--- (9b)

Eventually we have the coefficieat at the two-loop order as:

Co = Co+ i+

of , Q% 13 QT (10)

3
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which corresponds to the perturbative contribution to tleemants. The other Wilson coefficients

are calculated from Figt1(b-e) as:
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Cs = —47rﬁmq,s log R
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With the correlation function Eq.7), the moment is:

. 1 < 2af® s
RGE™ = ﬁ(l — p1(so7))ag” — 7'; [VE + By (s07) + log so7 + e %7 — 1
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1
s
andp; »..(z) andE; (z) are already given irmﬂg%].
It is noted that our result is different from that given 12$his is understood since different

subtraction schemes are employed in the two works.

1. EQUATIONSFOR MIXING MATRIX V/

We define the physical states|ds) | f») and| f5), whereas the un-physical stateg &3 = |qq),

|S) = |ss) and|G). The mixing matrix connecting them is:

|f1) Vit Viz Viz\ [IN)
If2) | = | Vor Voo Vas |S) (13)
| f3) Var Vag Vaz ) \ |G)

According to the first approximation, it is assumed th}, |S) and|G) constitute a complete
basi@], but as a matter of fact, when the other resongfy¢€890) and f,(1812) were observed
by the BES collaboratio El%l], we suggested that theibiglonight join the game and mix with
the aforementioned stat [El 32]. But it seems that ondéirsaignore the hybrids which might
be heavier than the other three, and assume that the thregghyesons are only composed of
the regular quark and glueball components. We will dischississue in the last section. So, the

mixing matrixV” transforms the flavor representation into the physicalesgmtation, i.e. the mass



representation, so it must be unitary, thus we have:

VE+VE+ Vi =1
Vip + Vi + Vi = 1; (14)
Vs + Vi + Vi =1,

and the conditions are enforced

ViiVig + Vo1 Vg + Va1 Vo = 0;
Vi1Viz + Va1 Vaz + V31 Vag = 0; (15)
ViiViz + Va1 Vaz + V31 Vag = 0.

Next, we will build the equations to solve this mixing matkixin terms of the QCD sum rules.

In QCD sum rules, the integrand of the dispersion integrellithes the imaginary part of the
correlation functionll at ¢> > 0 and then one inserts a complete set of physical statésof
hadrons between the curre@[%]. In the quark-hadronitgulke lowest states’ contributions
dominate and the contributions of the higher exited statelste continuum should be dropped
out by introducing the threshold as the lower bound of the integration. Since we are invetstiga
the mixing, we insert all the three lowest statés, | f2) and|f3) into Eq.[6) and then we have:

%Mﬂﬁw)z > O (fal J510)3(s = mi) + p"(s)6(s — 55), (16)
n=1,2,3
wherei, j = q, s, g stand for the different currents (see E.(4))abels the state in the complete
set,p"(s) represents all the higher exited states and the continudngida the threshold for these
higher states.
Putting Eql(16) back into EQI(6) and with the quark-hadraalidy, we finally have the mo-

ments as:

R = (01Jg f1)2e™™7 + (0] Jg fo) 2™ + (0] Ty f)2e ™57
= (Vﬁe—m% + Ve 4 V’") (0]Jy| NY? (17a)

RE = (O]J| f1)2e ™ + (0]Ji] f2) 2737 4 (0| Jo| f)2e ™57
= (V’" + VAe ™7 4 V’“) (0].1.]S)? (17b)

REE = (01Tl )%™ + (O] Jg| f2)2€ ™7 + (0] Jg| f) e
= (m%;,e—m?T+1/2%;,e—m3T+1/3%;,e—m§T) (0]J,|G)? (17¢)
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B (VHVWW%T + Vi Vase ™57 + vg,l%ge‘m‘g’) (OLJ[ NHGI o) (a7d)

RE = (O] T f1) (f1]Je|0)e ™™ + (0| Ju| fo) (fol Ju|O)e 2"
(0] T f) ( f] T 0)e ™37
= (mvme-mff + VagVage ™7 + %zwge-mﬁT) (0].1| SY(G| J4|0), (17€)

wheremy, m, andms are the masses ¢f;), | f2) and|f3). In Eq.[1T), and the relationship of the
physical and the un-physical states is involved in the datmns: such the concerned current only
couples to the certain un-physical state with the right ¢wamumber and flavor. For example,
the current of the glueball cannot couple to the state ofig-guark, vice versa. For the physical

state| f1), | f2) and| fs), we have:

(01Jl fi) = (O]Jg|Vir [N} = Vir (0] Jg| V) ;
(05| fi) = (0] Js|Vi2] S) = Via (0] Js[ S) : (18)
(01T fi) = (OJ|Vis| G) = Via (0T |G)
wherei = 1,2, 3 for the three physical states. The un-physical stat8s |S) and|G) directly
couple to the certain currents, but do not correspond to bggipal values. Thus we need to relate

them to the physical states in terms via the moments in[Eq). Thus we are able to establish the

equations for the ratios among the moments:

qq aq —m2 2k+1 2 2k+1 2 2(k+1
Rk—l—l(T? So ) ‘/116 miT o ( )+V2 m3T e ( )+V26 mSng( ) .

RM(r,s0") Vne‘ml m* + V3 ‘mng —|— Ve miTm3k 7

REA(ryst) _ Ve 4 Voot 4 ygemingdth

Ry (7, 55) Ve ™Tm* + Vge mimmak 4+ Vdemimmak 7
REL (T s8) _ Ve irmi ™) 4 Ve mirmi ™Y 4 vgemmirmitth (19)
RE(Ts6%) Vae mitmik 4 Vie mm3k + Ve mitm3k 7
R (1, 585)  ViaVise ™i"m; 20D Vo Vage ™ mi T 4 Vg Vggemmimm Y .
RE(T,80%) Vit Vise ™MTm3 + Vi Vage ™8 m3k + Vi Vaze ™57m3" ’

R (1,507 VisVige ™im) 2050 4 Voo Vage ™3 maF ) 4 vy VigemmiTm 2D

sg sey
Ry (T, 80°) VigVige ™ 3R + Voo Vage™ m3T m3¥ + Vi Vaze™ m-’Tm;%,k
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FIG. 3: The Gray Area is the value of the lhs. of the first thre@ations in EqL(T9):(afoqq €
[3.1,3.7]GeV?; (b) soss € [4.2,4.8]GeVZ;(C) sogg € [3.5,4.1]GeV?. The Area between the Dashed line
and the Dotted line is the value of the rhs. of the first thregaéiqns in Eq[(19): (a)Vi1,21| € [0.6,0.8];

(b) [Vi2,22| € [0.01,0.5]; (c) |Vis,23| € [0.5,0.8]. So the overlapping region is the proper parameter area for

the mixing matrixV/.

Totally we have eight equations in Hg.[19) and Ed.(14) feedeining the mixing matrix. Suppos-
ing the matrix is real, there should be nine independentetgsn but we only have eight equations,
so that this equation group is not enough to directly deteertine whole matrix. However, as we
know, the matrix is unitary (as the matrix is real as assuntéslan orthogonal matrix), thus we
may gain an extra equation to fix all elements of the matrixmilg, on the other hand, if we fix
one element of the matriX, in our work, for examplelss, then all other elements of the matrix
V' can be obtained by solving these eight equations. Sequégttl; run in the region—1, 1],

the unitarity condition may help to eventually fix its valuglahe best fitting of th&” is expected.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Eq.(19), it needs the values of the condensates and sdraedrameters as inputs. From
[@], we set them as:
my = 0.008GeV, m, = 0.14GeV,
mo = v0.8GeV, (Gq) = —0.24*GeV?, (20)
(a,G?) = 0.06GeV*, (g,05) = m§(qq)GeV?>.
The other parameters are related to the QCD sum rules: the¢ Bamameter and the threshold
of sg4, s&, s&8, sg® and sy’ defined in EqI(I9). By the general strategy, one should kefarc

plateaus in the diagrams of the correlation versus the Bamelmeter and the threshaig Only

the parameters fall in a certain region, the plateaus caraappamely within the plateaus the
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FIG. 4: The Gray Area s the value of the Ihs. of the last twoegigms in Eq[(ID):(d¥oqe € [3.6,4.2]GeV?;
(€) s0sg € [4.2,4.8]GeV2. The Area between the Dashed line and the Dotted line is tie wd the rhs. of
the last two equations in EQ.(19): (8);21 € [—0.7,—0.6], V51 € [0.6,0.72], and V35 € [—0.72, —0.6];
(e) Va1 € [0.1,0.3], Vay € [0.45,0.47], Va1 € [0.6,0.7] and Vs € [—0.69, —0.60]

results are not sensitive to the choice of Borel parametdrsgnthen are trustworthy. In this
work, there are six correlation functions in total, so weuieg| all of them to have a common
plateau region for the Borel parameter, where all the six erdshare relatively independent of
the Borel parameter. Obviously this condition is not easpedcatisfied. Once such a region is
found, we would be able to conclude that the results baseldeo® €D sum rules make sense. The
dependence of all six moments on the Borel parameter aremqiezsin Fid-B and Figl4. And we
can see obvious appearance of plateaus.

We first have to check if in the parameter regions Eqg$.(19¢ meal solutions. We find that
there are indeed. As we require the matrixo be real, only a very narrow parameter space is
available. The Fi¢d3 and Fig-4 show the values of the riginiehside (rhs) and the left-hand side
(Ihs) of the equations in EQ.(1L9), where the Fig-3 is for thet three equations, and the Fig-4 is
for the last two equations. Taking the error tolerance ictmant, the lines would be widened into
bands, in the Figi3 and Fig-4, the region between the Dashedhd the Dotted line is for the rhs
of the EqI(19) and the Gray one is for |hs. It is clear thatyamlthe overlapping region, rhs and
Ilhs can be equal, and appearance of the overlapping regigiresrthat a solution of the E@.({19)
may exist.

Searching for such an overlapping region in Eig-3 and[FFigrt needs to find a proper pa-
rameter space. Eventually, we have found a satisfactoignmeghere the best-fitted parameters
are: the Borel parameter < [1/1.8%,1/2.12)GeV~* and the five thresholds which must be close
to 509 = 3.4GeV?, ares® = 4.5GeV?, 58 = 3.8GeV?, s = 3.9GeV? andsy! = 4.5GeV?, At

the same time, the allowed value ranges of the matrix elesignare also set. From Fig-3, one
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FIG. 5: The dependence of the matrix elemevitson the Borel parameter: in (a,b,c) the line is for

‘/11,12,13, the dashed line is f%l,gg,gg and the Dotted line is fOY/31,32,33

notices that only as the matrix elements fall in the follogviegions:

Vii € [-0.6,—0.8] Viy €[0.01,0.5] Vi € [0.5,0.8]

Vay € [—0.6,—0.8] Vi €[0.3,0.6] Vi € [0.5,0.8]
(21)

all the requirements are satisfied. It is also noted that dube unitarity condition[(14)V3; (
1 = 1, 2, 3) depend on other elements; and V5;, thus their value-ranges would be uniquely
determined (there might be a sign difference), once theetre fixed.

Fig{4 corresponds to the last two equations in[Eq.(19), aparently overlapping regions exist
when the matrix elements &f reside in the ranges (21). Moreover, for the last two equatin
Eq.(19), we set = 3. The reason is that, only whén= 0 or 3, the equations Eq.(19) have real
solutions. However; = 0 is not proper since wheh = 0, the |hs does not appear in the plateau.

We solve the equations EQq.(19) together with the three emsin Eq[1#). Our strategy is to
setlss as a free parameter and let it run within a range. We find thigtwhen 153 ~ —0.69, the
matrix V' is real and orthogonal. The numerical solution is given ib{fand the dependence of
the matrix element$;; on the Borel parameteris shown in Fid-b.

Since such termyg exist in Eq(19), the solution may not be unique. As a matfdaat,
we obtain eight independent groups of solutions. Howev#greing the unitary condition to the
matrix V', we find that several groups are practically identical they deviate from each other by
just a common phase) and others must be dropped out becaysgatimot satisfy the orthogonal

condition. Finally only one group of solutions remains whis presented in the following table.
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TABLE I: The relationship of the elements of théandr

V1/7(GeV) 1.8 185 19 195 20 205 21 215
Vi -0.71 -0.72 -0.73 -0.74 -0.74 -0.75 -0.75 -0.76

Va1 -0.72 -0.69 -0.65 -0.63 -0.60 -0.57 -0.55 -0.52
Va1 0.01 0.11 0.20 0.26 0.30 0.33 0.36 0.38
Via 0.31 0.25 0.19 0.14 0.09 0.03 -0.06 -0.15
Vao 0.40 0.44 0.46 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.44 041
V3o 0.87 0.86 0.87 0.87 0.88 0.88 0.89 0.89
Vis 0.71 0.69 0.67 0.65 0.63 0.62 0.60 0.59
Vas -0.69 -0.69 -0.69 -0.69 -0.69 -0.69 -0.69 -0.69
Vi3 0.12 0.22 0.27 0.32 0.35 0.38 0.40 0.42

Our numerical results show that= 1/22GeV? is the center of the common plateau, and the
mixing matrixV' is
—0.741002 0.0979-2 (.63+0%8
V=1 -0.60"008 047759 —0.69* (22)
0.30739% 0.8879:92 0.3570:4%
The numerical analysis indicates that the matrix elemé&ntsVs,, V22, V33 and Vi3 do not

change much when the Borel parameter runs figm8?GeV 2 to 1/2.152GeV 2, but it is also

noted that the errors df;;, V;, and V33 are relatively larger.
The ratio of the contribution of the perturbative part to tMments” R and the lowest state

below the threshold is given in Fig-6.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

From the FIG-6 we find that, within the range ofc [1/2.15% 1/1.8%]GeV 2, the fraction
of the perturbative part in the total contribution is owi®%. By the general principle of the
QCD sum rules, after performing the Borel transformatidw, perturbative contribution should

dominate, and it is a criterion for judging the reliabilititbe results. 60% is not too bad at all.
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the threshold point

For a comparison let us write down the mixing matrix given bygse et al. ]:

~0.79 —0.13 0.60
Ve=|-062 037 —0.69 (23)
0.14 091 0.39

In this work, we calculate the mixing of th&/), |.S) and|G) to result in the physical resonances
f0(1370), fo(1500) and f,(1710). The mixing matrix Eql(22) which we obtained in the QCD sum
rules is consistent with [18] which was achieved based on phenomenological studies.

This work is based on the conjecture of Close and I@k[lSl trdy the mesons heavier than
1GeV are mixtures of;q, ss and glueball7, because the lattice results indicate that the mass of
0™ " isaroundl.5 ~ 1.7GeV. This was also suggested by Narison et al. in their earlipe;%ls—
a8

With this picture we calculate the mixing off-diagonal agdators which result in the physical
resonanceg(1370), fo(1500) and f,(1710). Narison and his collaborators computed the off-
diagonal correlators in their pioneer work when they coamsed a mixing between meson and
glueball@;].

Today, thanks to the progress of experimental facilitied emovation of the data-analysis,
many new resonances have been observed and data are upHblageavailable new data enable
us to re-study the mixing effects, even though the basiciigcies have been provided in those
pioneer papers. That is the aim of this work. We are indeed eecouraged by the consistency
between the numerical results obtained in terms of the QQD des and that gained by the
phenomenological research. It implies that the QCD sumnsrate really a good approach for

studying hadron physics even though certain uncertainii@soidably exist.
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Moreover, as we indicated above, the another two resonafy¢&€®90) and f,(1812) were
observed and they also reside in the range of 1 to 2 GeV, threrefe do not have reason to ignore
a possibility that all the five physical statég1370), fo(1500), fo(1710), fo(1790) and f,(1812)
are mixtures ofyq, s5, ¢gG andssG and glueball of0™*. But it would be much more difficult
to calculate the mixing not only because then we have to déhl avfive-dimensional matrix,
but also the leading order of the perturbative part of theetation function is two-loop feynman
diagrams. But if it is the real physics, we need to carry oatdhlculations, and it will be the task

of our next work.
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