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Analysis of the scalar nonet mesons with the QCD sum rules

Zhi-Gang Wang1,
Department of Physics, North China Electric Power University, Baoding 071003, P. R. China

Abstract

In this article, we assume that the nonet scalar mesons below 1GeV are the q̄q−qqq̄q̄ mixed
states and study their masses and pole residues using the QCD sum rules. In calculation, we
take into account the vacuum condensates up to dimension 10 and the O(αs) corrections to
the perturbative terms in the operator product expansion. We determine the mixing angles,
which indicate the two-quark components are much larger than 50%, then obtain the masses
and pole residues of the nonet scalar mesons.

PACS number: 12.38.Lg
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1 Introduction

There are many scalar mesons below 2GeV, which cannot be accommodated in one q̄q nonet,
some are supposed to be glueballs, molecular states and tetraquark states [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. If the
dynamics dominates the scalar mesons below and above 1GeV are different, there maybe exist
two scalar nonets below 1.7GeV [2, 3, 4]. The strong attractions between the scalar diquarks and
anti-diquarks in relative S-wave maybe result in a nonet tetraquark states manifest below 1GeV,
while the conventional 3P0 quark-antiquark nonet mesons have masses about (1.2− 1.6)GeV, the
well established 3P1 and 3P2 quark-antiquark nonets lie in the same region. In Ref.[5], Klempt
and Zaitsev suggest that there maybe exist four scalar nonets below 2.3GeV,

{f0/σ(600), a0(980), κ0(800), f0(980)} , {f0(xxx), a0(1450),K∗
0(1430), f0(1500)} ,

{f0(xxx), a0(xxx),K∗
0 (xxx), f0(1760)} , {f0(xxx), a0(2020),K∗

0(1950), f0(2100)} . (1)

We usually take the lowest scalar nonet mesons {f0/σ(600), a0(980), κ0(800), f0(980)} to be the
tetraquark states, and assign the higher scalar nonet mesons {f0(1370), a0(1450),K∗

0(1430), f0(1500)}
to be the conventional 3P0 quark-antiquark states [2, 3, 4]. In 2013, Weinberg explored the
tetraquark states in the large-Nc limit and observed that the existence of light tetraquark states
is consistent with large-Nc QCD [6]. Instanton induced effective six-quark lagrangian provides a
mechanism to describe the decay f0(980) → ππ [7].

The QCD sum rules provides a powerful theoretical tool in studying the hadronic properties,
and has been applied extensively to study the masses, decay constants, hadronic form-factors,
coupling constants, etc [8, 9]. There have been several works on the light tetraquark states using
the QCD sum rules [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. In Refs.[10, 11], the scalar nonet mesons below
1GeV are taken to be the tetraquark states consist of scalar diquark pairs and studied with the
QCD sum rules by carrying out the operator product expansion up to the vacuum condensates of
dimension 6. In Ref.[13], Lee carries out the operator product expansion by including the vacuum
condensates up to dimension 8, and observes no evidence of the couplings of the tetraquark currents
to the light scalar nonet mesons. In Ref.[15], Sugiyama et al study the non-singlet scalar mesons
a0(980) and κ0(800) as the q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states with the QCD sum rules, and observe that the
tetraquark currents predict lower masses than the two-quark currents, and the tetraquark states
occupy about (70− 90)% of the lowest mass states.

In this article, we assume that the scalar nonet mesons below 1 GeV are the q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed
states and study their properties with the QCD sum rules by taking into account the vacuum
condensates up to dimension 10 in the operator product expansion.
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The article is arranged as follows: we derive the QCD sum rules for the scalar nonet mesons in
Sect.2; in Sect.3, we present the numerical results and discussions; and Sect.4 is reserved for our
conclusions.

2 The scalar nonet mesons with the QCD Sum Rules

In the scenario of tetraquark states, the structures of the scalar nonet mesons in the ideal mixing
limit can be symbolically written as [2, 3, 4]

f0(600) = udūd̄ , f0(980) =
usūs̄+ dsd̄s̄√

2
,

a−0 (980) = dsūs̄, a00(980) =
usūs̄− dsd̄s̄√

2
, a+0 (980) = usd̄s̄ ,

κ+
0 (800) = udd̄s̄ , κ0

0(800) = udūs̄ , κ̄0
0(800) = usūd̄ , κ−

0 (800) = dsūd̄ . (2)

If we take the diquarks and antidiquarks as the basic constituents, the two isoscalar states ūd̄ud
and s̄s ūu+d̄d√

2
mix ideally, the s̄s ūu+d̄d√

2
degenerates with the isovector states s̄sd̄u, s̄s ūu−d̄d√

2
and

s̄sūd naturally. The mass spectrum is inverted compare to the traditional q̄q mesons. The lightest
state is the non-strange isosinglet, the heaviest states are the degenerate isosinglet and isovector
states with hidden s̄s pairs, the four strange states lie in between.

In the scenario of conventional two-quark states, the structures of the scalar nonet mesons in
the ideal mixing limit can be symbolically written as

f0(600) =
ūu+ d̄d√

2
, f0(980) = s̄s ,

a−0 (980) = dū, a00(980) =
uū− dd̄√

2
, a+0 (980) = ud̄ ,

κ+
0 (800) = us̄ , κ0

0(800) = ds̄ , κ̄0
0(800) = sd̄ , κ−

0 (800) = sū . (3)

In this article, we take the scalar nonet mesons to be the q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states, and write
down the two-point correlation functions Πk(p),

Πk(p) = i

∫

d4x eip·x〈0|T
{

Jk(x)Jk
†(0)

}

|0〉 , (4)

Jk(x) = cos θJ4
k (x) + sin θJ2

k (x) , (5)

2



where k = f0(980), a
0
0(980), κ

+
0 (800), f0(600), and

J4
f0(980)

(x) =
ǫabcǫade√

2

{

uT
b (x)Cγ5sc(x) ūd(x)γ5Cs̄Te (x) + dTb (x)Cγ5sc(x) d̄d(x)γ5Cs̄Te (x)

}

,

J2
f0(980)

(x) = −〈q̄q〉
3
√
2
s̄(x)s(x) , (6)

J4
a0
0
(980)(x) =

ǫabcǫade√
2

{

uT
b (x)Cγ5sc(x) ūd(x)γ5Cs̄Te (x)− dTb (x)Cγ5sc(x) d̄d(x)γ5Cs̄Te (x)

}

,

J2
a0
0
(980)(x) = −〈s̄s〉

6

ū(x)u(x) − d̄(x)d(x)√
2

, (7)

J4
κ+(800)(x) = ǫabcǫade uT

b (x)Cγ5dc(x) s̄d(x)γ5Cd̄Te (x) ,

J2
κ+(800)(x) = −〈q̄q〉

6
s̄(x)u(x) , (8)

J4
f0(600)

(x) = ǫabcǫade uT
b (x)Cγ5dc(x) ūd(x)γ5Cd̄Te (x) ,

J2
f0(600)

(x) = −〈q̄q〉
3
√
2

ū(x)u(x) + d̄(x)d(x)√
2

, (9)

the currents J4
k and J2

k are tetraquark and two-quark operators respectively, and couple potentially
to the tetraquark and two-quark Fork states of the scalar nonet mesons respectively. In the currents
J4
k , the a, b, c, ... are color indices and C is the charge conjugation matrix, the ǫabcuT

b (x)Cγ5dc(x),
ǫabcuT

b (x)Cγ5sc(x), ǫ
abcdTb (x)Cγ5sc(x) represent the scalar diquarks, and their charge conjugation

is implied. The one-gluon exchange force and the instanton induced force can result in significant
attractions between the quarks in the scalar diquark channels [3, 18].

We insert a complete set of intermediate states with the same quantum numbers as the current
operators Jk(x) satisfying the unitarity principle into the correlation functions Πk(p) to obtain the
hadronic representation. After isolating the ground state contributions from the pole terms of the
scalar nonet mesons, we get the result,

Πk(p) =
λ2
k

m2
k − p2

+ · · · , (10)

where we have used the definitions 〈0|Jk|Sk〉 = λk.
In this article, we carry out the operator product expansion by including the vacuum con-

densates up to dimension 10. The condensates 〈g3sGGG〉, 〈αsGG
π 〉2, 〈αsGG

π 〉〈q̄gsσGq〉 have the
dimensions 6, 8, 9 respectively, but they are the vacuum expectations of the operators of the

order O(α
3/2
s ), O(α2

s), O(α
3/2
s ) respectively, their values are very small and discarded. We take

the truncations n ≤ 10 and k ≤ 1, the operators of the orders O(αk
s ) with k > 1 are discarded.

Furthermore, we take into account the O(αs) corrections to the perturbative terms, which were
calculated recently [17].

Once the analytical QCD spectral densities are obtained, then we can take the quark-hadron
dualities below the thresholds s0 and perform the Borel transformation with respect to the variable
P 2 = −p2, finally we obtain the QCD sum rules,

Πk(M
2) = λ2

k exp

(

−m2
k

M2

)

,

=

∫ s0

0

ds
{

cos2 θρ4k(s) + sin θ cos θρmk (s) + sin2 θρ2k(s)
}

exp
(

− s

M2

)

, (11)
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ρ4f0/a0(980)
=

s4

61440π6

{

1 +
αs

π

(

57

5
+ 2 log

µ2

s

)}

+
(mq − 2ms)〈q̄q〉+ (ms − 2mq)〈s̄s〉

192π4
s2

+
(3ms −mq)〈q̄gsσGq〉+ (3mq −ms)〈s̄gsσGs〉

192π4
s+

〈q̄q〉〈s̄s〉
12π2

s

−〈q̄q〉〈s̄gsσGs〉+ 〈s̄s〉〈q̄gsσGq〉
24π2

+
〈q̄gsσGq〉〈s̄gsσGs〉

96π2
δ(s)

− (2mq −ms)〈q̄q〉〈s̄s〉2 + (2ms −mq)〈s̄s〉〈q̄q〉2
9

δ(s) +
s2

1536π4
〈αsGG

π
〉

−ms〈q̄q〉+mq〈s̄s〉
72π2

〈αsGG

π
〉+ mq〈q̄q〉+ms〈s̄s〉

192π2
〈αsGG

π
〉

+
5

216
〈q̄q〉〈s̄s〉〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) , (12)

ρmf0(980) =
〈q̄q〉2
72

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24ms〈s̄s〉δ(s)

}

+
〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

48π2
, (13)

ρma0(980)
=

〈s̄s〉2
144

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24mq〈q̄q〉δ(s)

}

+
〈s̄s〉〈s̄gsσGs〉

96π2
, (14)

ρ2f0(980) =
〈q̄q〉2
144

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24ms〈s̄s〉δ(s)

}

, (15)

ρ2a0(980)
=

〈s̄s〉2
288

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24mq〈q̄q〉δ(s)

}

, (16)

ρ4κ0(800)
=

s4

61440π6

{

1 +
αs

π

(

57

5
+ 2 log

µ2

s

)}

+
(ms − 2mq)〈s̄s〉 − (mq + 2ms)〈q̄q〉

384π4
s2

+
3(ms +mq)〈q̄gsσGq〉 + (3mq −ms)〈s̄gsσGs〉

384π4
s+

〈q̄q〉2 + 〈q̄q〉〈s̄s〉
24π2

s

−2〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉 + 〈q̄q〉〈s̄gsσGs〉 + 〈s̄s〉〈q̄gsσGq〉
48π2

+
〈q̄gsσGq〉2 + 〈q̄gsσGq〉〈s̄gsσGs〉

192π2
δ(s)

− (2ms −mq)〈q̄q〉3 + (4mq −ms)〈s̄s〉〈q̄q〉2
18

δ(s)

+
s2

1536π4
〈αsGG

π
〉+ (ms − 2mq)〈s̄s〉 − (mq + 2ms)〈q̄q〉

384π2
〈αsGG

π
〉

− (2mq +ms)〈q̄q〉+mq〈s̄s〉
576π2

〈αsGG

π
〉

+
5

432

[

〈q̄q〉2 + 〈q̄q〉〈s̄s〉
]

〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) , (17)

ρmκ0(800)
=

〈q̄q〉2
144

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 4(mq + 2ms)〈q̄q〉δ(s) + 4(ms + 2mq)〈s̄s〉δ(s)

}

+
〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

96π2
, (18)

ρ2κ0(800)
=

〈q̄q〉2
288

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 4(mq + 2ms)〈q̄q〉δ(s) + 4(ms + 2mq)〈s̄s〉δ(s)

}

,(19)
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ρ4f0(600) =
s4

61440π6

{

1 +
αs

π

(

57

5
+ 2 log

µ2

s

)}

− mq〈q̄q〉
96π4

s2 +
〈q̄q〉2
12π2

s+
mq〈q̄gsσGq〉

48π4
s

−〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉
12π2

+
〈q̄gsσGq〉2

96π2
δ(s)− 2mq〈q̄q〉3

9
δ(s)

+
s2

1536π4
〈αsGG

π
〉 − 5mq〈q̄q〉

288π2
〈αsGG

π
〉+ 5

216
〈q̄q〉2〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) , (20)

ρmf0(600) =
〈q̄q〉2
72

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24mq〈q̄q〉δ(s)

}

+
〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

48π2
, (21)

ρ2f0(600) =
〈q̄q〉2
144

{

3

π2
s+ 〈αsGG

π
〉δ(s) + 24mq〈q̄q〉δ(s)

}

, (22)

where the s0 denotes the continuum threshold parameters.
We differentiate the Πk(M

2) with respect to 1
M2 , then eliminate the pole residues λk, and

obtain the QCD sum rules for the masses,

m2
k =

∫ s0
0 ds d

d(−1/M2)

{

cos2 θρ4k(s) + sin θ cos θρmk (s) + sin2 θρ2k(s)
}

e−
s

M2

∫ s0
0 ds

{

cos2 θρ4k(s) + sin θ cos θρmk (s) + sin2 θρ2k(s)
}

e−
s

M2

. (23)

3 Numerical results and discussions

In calculation, the input parameters are taken to be the standard values 〈s̄s〉 = (0.8 ± 0.2)〈q̄q〉,
〈s̄gsσGs〉 = m2

0〈s̄s〉, 〈q̄gsσGq〉 = m2
0〈q̄q〉, m2

0 = (0.8± 0.2)GeV2, 〈ūu〉 = 〈d̄d〉 = 〈q̄q〉 = −(0.240±
0.01GeV)3, 〈αsGG

π 〉 = (0.33GeV)4, mu = md = 6MeV and ms = 140MeV at the energy scale
µ = 1GeV.

Firstly, let us set the mixing angle θ to be zero, then the scalar nonet mesons are pure tetraquark
states. The perturbative QCD spectral densities are proportional to s4, it is difficulty to satisfy
the pole dominance condition compare to that of the two-quark states. We can choose the largest
continuum threshold parameters as s0f0(980) = 1.9GeV2, s0a0(980)

= 1.8GeV2, s0κ0(800)
= 1.7GeV2

and s0f0(600) = 1.6GeV2 tentatively to avoid the possible contaminations from the high resonances

f0(1370), a0(1450), K
∗
0 (1430) and f0(1500). In Fig.1, we plot the masses of the scalar mesons

as pure tetraquark states with variations of the Borel parameter M2, where the central values of
other parameters are implied. From the figure, we can see that the condensates 〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉 of
dimension 9 play an important role, the predicted masses mk ≥ 1.4GeV, which is inconsistent with
the experimental data [1]. The result is compatible with the observation of Ref.[13], that there
exists no evidence of the couplings of the tetraquark states to the light scalar nonet mesons [13].

Now we set the mixing angle θ to be π
2 , and take the scalar nonet mesons to be pure two-quark

states. In Fig.2, we plot the masses of the scalar mesons as pure two-quark states with variations
of the Borel parameter M2, the same parameters as that in Fig.1 are implied. From the figure,
we can see that the predicted masses mk ≤ 1.1GeV at the value M2 > 0.5GeV2, it is possible to
reproduce the experimental data approximately with fine tuning the threshold parameters and the
Borel parameters.

If we turn on the mixing angle θ 6= 0, π
2 , the contributions of the condensates 〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉 of

dimension 9 can be canceled out completely with the ideal mixing angle θ0k,

θ0f0(980) = tan−1

(

2
〈q̄q〉〈s̄gsσGs〉+ 〈s̄s〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

)

≈ 72.6◦ ,

θ0a0(980)
= tan−1

(

4
〈q̄q〉〈s̄gsσGs〉+ 〈s̄s〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

〈s̄s〉〈s̄gsσGs〉

)

≈ 84.3◦ ,

θ0κ0(800)
= tan−1

(

2
2〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉+ 〈q̄q〉〈s̄gsσGs〉+ 〈s̄s〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉

)

≈ 82.1◦ ,

θ0f0(600) = tan−1 (4) ≈ 76.0◦ , (24)
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Figure 1: The masses of the scalar mesons as pure tetraquark states with variations of the Borel
parameter M2, where the (I) and (II) denote the contributions of the condensates 〈q̄q〉〈q̄gsσGq〉 of
dimension 9 are included and not included, respectively.
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Figure 2: The masses of the scalar mesons as pure two-quark states with variations of the Borel
parameter M2.
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Figure 3: The masses of the scalar mesons as q̄q− qqq̄q̄ mixed states with variations of the mixing
angle θ.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

 

 

po
le

/ 0

 f0(980)
 a0(980)
 0(800)
 f0(600)

Figure 4: The pole contributions of the scalar mesons as q̄q− qqq̄q̄ mixed states with variations of
the mixing angle θ.

and results in much better behavior in the operator product expansion.
In Fig.3, we plot the masses of the scalar mesons as q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states with variations

of the mixing angle θ, where the input parameters are chosen as s0f0(980) = 1.5GeV2, M2
f0(980)

=

1GeV2, s0a0(980)
= 1.8GeV2, M2

a0(980)
= 1GeV2, s0κ0(800)

= 1.0GeV2, M2
κ0(800)

= 0.8GeV2,

s0f0(600) = 1.0GeV2, M2
f0(600)

= 0.8GeV2. From the figure, we can see that there appear minima

in the predicted masses at the values θf0(980)/θ
0
f0(980)

= 0.6 − 1.2, θa0(980)/θ
0
a0(980)

= 0.9 − 1.1,

θκ0(800)/θ
0
κ0(800)

= 0.6− 1.1, θf0(600)/θ
0
f0(600)

= 0.5 − 1.2. Those lowest masses can reproduce the
experimental data approximately.

In Fig.4, we plot the pole contributions of the scalar mesons as q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states with
variations of the mixing angle θ, where the same parameters as that in Fig.3 are implied. From the
figure, we can see that the pole contributions increase with the θ/θ0 slowly, and reach the maxima
at the values θ/θ0 = 1.0− 1.3, then decrease quickly and reach zero approximately.

There exist a compromise between the minimal masses and the maximal pole contributions,
θ = θ0 is the optimal value. In this article, we choose the optimal value θ = θ0, then impose
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Figure 5: The masses of the scalar nonet mesons with variations of the Borel parameters.

the two criteria (pole dominance and convergence of the operator product expansion) of the QCD
sum rules on the q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states, and search for the optimal values of the Borel param-
eters M2 and threshold parameters s0. The resulting Borel parameters, continuum threshold
parameters, pole contributions, masses and pole residues of the scalar nonet mesons are shown
in Table 1 explicitly. From Table 1, we can see that the pole dominance condition are satis-
fied marginally. For light tetraquark states, the QCD spectral densities ρ(s) ∼ sn with n ≤ 4,
the integral

∫∞
0

ρ(s) exp
(

− s
M2

)

ds converges slowly, it is difficult to obtain the pole contributions
larger than 50%. While for the light two-quark states, the QCD spectral densities ρ(s) ∼ sn with
n ≤ 1, the integral

∫∞
0

ρ(s) exp
(

− s
M2

)

ds converges quickly, it is easy to satisfy the pole domi-
nance condition. In this article, we use the QCD spectral densities ρ(s)θ(s − s0) to approximate
the continuum contributions, the perturbative contributions of the two-quark components in the
interpolating currents are proportional to 〈q̄q〉2, which are of dimension-6 according to the factors
〈q̄q〉 in the currents J2

k . In calculations, we observe that the main contributions come from the
terms 〈q̄q〉2, the operator product expansion is well convergent. It is reasonable to extract the
masses, which can reproduce the experimental data.

4 Conclusion

In this article, we assume that the nonet scalar mesons below 1GeV are the q̄q− qqq̄q̄ mixed states
and study their masses and pole residues using the QCD sum rules. In calculation, we take into
account the vacuum condensates up to dimension 10 and the O(αs) corrections to the perturbative
terms, and neglect the condensates which are vacuum expectations of the operators of the order
O(α>1

s ), in the operator product expansion. We determine the mixing angles by imposing the two
criteria of the QCD sum rules, which indicates that the two-quark components are much larger

8



0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

f0(980)

 

 

(1
0-4

G
eV

5 )

M2(GeV2)

 Central value
 Upper bound
 Lower bound

0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

a0(980)

 

 

(1
0-4

G
eV

5 )

M2(GeV2)

 Central value
 Upper bound
 Lower bound

0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

0(800)

 

 

(1
0-4

G
eV

5 )

M2(GeV2)

 Central value
 Upper bound
 Lower bound

0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

f0(600)

 

 
(1

0-4
G

eV
5 )

M2(GeV2)

 Central value
 Upper bound
 Lower bound

Figure 6: The pole residues of the scalar nonet mesons with variations of the Borel parameters.

M2(GeV2) s0(GeV2) pole mS(GeV) λS(10
−4GeV5)

f0(980) 0.8− 1.2 1.5± 0.1 (25− 52)% 0.98± 0.06 8.7± 1.3
a0(980) 0.8− 1.2 1.8± 0.1 (39− 69)% 0.97± 0.05 5.0± 1.7
κ0(800) 0.6− 1.0 1.0± 0.1 (20− 51)% 0.80± 0.05 3.6± 0.6
f0(600) 0.6− 1.0 1.0± 0.1 (24− 59)% 0.70± 0.06 5.8± 1.0

Table 1: The Borel parameters, continuum threshold parameters, pole contributions, masses and
pole residues of the scalar nonet mesons as the q̄q − qqq̄q̄ mixed states.
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than 50%, then obtain the masses and pole residues of the nonet scalar mesons. The predicted
masses can reproduce the experimental data while the pole residues can be used to study the
hadronic coupling constants and form-factors.
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