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Abstract: We revisit the masses of heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons with exotic
quantum numbers JPC = 1−+ and 2+− in the framework of the QCD sum rules. Considering
the double-gluon hybrid meson operators in the octet-octet color structure, we have constructed
two independent interpolating currents with JPC = 1−+ and five independent currents with JPC =

2+−. For the interpolating currents with antisymmetric glueball operator, there exist non-local
divergences in one kind of additional Feynman diagrams of tri-gluon condensate, which will give
important contributions to the sum rule stabilities and mass predictions. We use the diagrammatic
operator renormalization to cancel out such divergences. At the leading order of αs, the two-point
correlation functions and spectral densities can be expressed in the analytic form of the generalized
hypergeometric functions and Meijer’s G-functions. After performing the numerical analysis, we
predict the masses of the 1−+ and 2+− charmonium double-gluon hybrid mesons to be around
6.1 − 7.2 GeV and 6.3 − 6.4 GeV, respectively. For the bottomonium systems, their masses are
predicted to be 13.7 − 14.3 GeV and 12.6 − 13.3 GeV for the 1−+ and 2+− channels, respectively.
Besides, it is possible to hunt for these charmonium hybrids in the radiative decays of bottomonium
mesons in BelleII experiment. Further investigations on these hybrid states in various theoretical
and phenomenological methods are also anticipated in the future.

Keywords: Hybrid meson, Hypergeometric function, Meijer’s G-function, Operator renormaliza-
tion, QCD sum rules

ArXiv ePrint: 2403.18696

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

18
69

6v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

8 
M

ar
 2

02
4

mailto:liandk@mail2.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:wangqn8@mail.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:chenxliang@mail2.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:yangpf5@mail2.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:chenwei29@mail.sysu.edu.cn
mailto:hxchen@seu.edu.cn
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.18696


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Double-gluon hybrid meson interpolating currents 2

3 QCD sum rules for the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrids 5

4 Numerical analysis 10

5 Summary and discussion 12

A Operator renormalization 14

B Correlation functions and spectral densities 15

1 Introduction

Hadrons are qq̄ mesons and qqq baryons in the conventional quark model (CQM) [1–3]. However,
there exist exotic hadrons in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) beyond CQM, such as multiquark
states, hybrid mesons and glueballs, etc. A typical hybrid meson is composed of a pair of quark-
antiquark and one valence gluon (q̄Gq). Due to the existence of gluonic degree of freedom, hy-
brid mesons can carry exotic quantum numbers (JPC = 0−−, even+−, odd−+), which are forbidden
in the ordinary qq̄ systems. To date, the most fascinating candidates of light hybrid mesons are
π1(1400) [4], π1(1600) [5] and π1(2015) [6] with the exotic quantum number IG JPC = 1−1−+. Re-
cently, an isoscalar η1(1855) was reported by BESIII with IG JPC = 0+1−+ in the decay process
J/ψ → γη1 → γηη′ [7, 8], which has been considered as a partner state of π1(1600) in a hybrid
nonet [9–14].

In the past several decades, there have been many theoretical studies on the q̄Gq hybrid mesons
based on various methods, such as the MIT bag model [15, 16], flux-tube model [17–19], lattice
QCD [20–27] and QCD sum rules [9, 28–44]. It is interesting that there exists a supermultiplet
structure for the q̄Gq hybrid mesons, among which the states with JPC = (0, 1, 2)−+, 1−− form
the lightest hybrid supermultiplet, while the states with JPC = (0, 2)+− constitute a heavier hybrid
supermultiplet [24–27, 37, 45–48].

Recently, a new hadron configuration, the double-gluon hybrid meson consisting of a pair of
quark-antiquark and two valence gluons (q̄GGq), has been firstly proposed and investigated in the
light quark sector [49–51] and then extended to the heavy quark sector [52, 53]. It is no doubt that
one more valence gluon field will enrich the spectra of the hybrid mesons, motivating by recent in-
vestigations of the two-gluon and three-gluon glueballs [54, 55]. In ref. [52], the heavy quarkonium
double-gluon hybrid mesons with JPC = 1−− were studied by using the vector interpolating cur-
rents with antisymmetric glueball operators. However, an incorrect gluon propagator was adopted
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in their calculations, while the quantum numbers of two of the hybrid operators were proposed
in a wrong C-parity. In ref. [53], the masses and strong decays of charmonium double-gluon hy-
brids were investigated by using the interpolating currents with an even number of Lorentz indices,
leading to very complicate tensor structures of the correlation functions, especially for high-spin
states.

In this work, we shall revisit the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons with exotic
quantum numbers JPC = 1−+ and 2+− in the framework of QCD sum rule, which has been proven to
be a very powerful non-perturbative approach for studying hadron properties [56–60]. It is a QCD
based phenomenological method investigating the bound state problem from the asymptotic free-
dom side at short distances to long distances where confinement emerges and hadrons are formed.
We shall construct distinct interpolating currents with fewer Lorentz indices to simplify the ten-
sor structures of correlation functions. Moreover, it is found that one kind of additional Feynman
diagrams with non-local divergences were neglected in previous works [49–53], which will be im-
portant after the operator renormalization for the interpolating currents with antisymmetric glueball
operators. They cannot be neglected for the correlation functions in which the dimension-4 gluon
condensate vanishes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we study the color structures of
the Q̄GGQ double-gluon hybrid operator and construct the interpolating currents carrying JPC =

1−+, 2+− with one, two and three Lorentz indices. In section 3, the two-point correlation functions
and spectral functions are calculated. In section 4, we perform numerical analyses and extract
hadron masses of the charmonium and bottomonium double-gluon hybrids. The last section is a
brief summary.

2 Double-gluon hybrid meson interpolating currents

Following refs. [49–53], we firstly construct the interpolating currents for the heavy quarko-
nium double-gluon hybrid mesons with exotic quantum numbers JPC = 1−+ and 2+−. A double-
gluon hybrid meson operator Q̄GGQ is composed of a quark-antiquark Q̄Q field and a two-gluon
glueball GG field. In the color SU(3) symmetry, the color structures for the Q̄GGQ operator can
be obtained as

(3 ⊗ 3)[Q̄Q] ⊗ (8 ⊗ 8)[GG] = (1 ⊕ 8)[Q̄Q] ⊗ (1 ⊕ 8 ⊕ 8 ⊕ 10 ⊕ 10 ⊕ 27)[GG]

= (1 ⊗ 1) ⊕ (8 ⊗ 8) ⊕ (8 ⊗ 8) ⊕ · · · ,
(2.1)

in which the color singlet structure may come from the (1[Q̄Q] ⊗ 1[GG]) and (8[Q̄Q] ⊗ 8[GG]) terms.
Neglecting the Lorentz structure, a color singlet double-gluon hybrid meson operator has the fol-
lowing form

Q̄a(T sT t)abQbGsGt , (2.2)

where Q = c/b represents a charm/bottom quark field, Gs is the gluon field strength, a, b are the
color indices, T s = λs/2 (s = 1, 2, ..., 8) are the generators of SU(3) group. The generators satisfy
the following relation

T sT t =
1
2

[
1
3
δst13×3 + (drst + i f rst)T r

]
, (2.3)
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where 13×3 is the three-dimension identity matrix, f rst and drst are the completely antisymmetric
structure constants and completely symmetric constants of SU(3) group respectively. Using this
relation, the double-gluon hybrid meson operator in Eq. (2.2) can be separated into three terms
with different color structures

Q̄a(T sT t)abQbGsGt =
1
6

Q̄aQaGtGt +
1
2

Q̄a(T r)abQbdrstGsGt +
i
2

Q̄a(T r)abQb f rstGsGt . (2.4)

In the above decomposition, the first term is composed of two color singlet field in the color struc-
ture (1[Q̄Q] ⊗ 1[GG]), which may couple to the meson-glueball molecule [61]. The second and
third terms are in the octet-octet (8[Q̄Q] ⊗ 8[GG]) color structure, containing symmetric and an-
tisymmetric two-gluon glueball operators, respectively. In this work, we shall study the heavy
quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons by constructing the interpolating currents in the octet-
octet (8[Q̄Q] ⊗ 8[GG]) color structure containing both symmetric and antisymmetric glueball opera-
tors.

Operator P C

Q̄aQb + +

Q̄aγ5Qb − +

Q̄aγµQb (−1)µ −

Q̄aγµγ5Qb −(−1)µ +

Q̄aσµνQb (−1)µ(−1)ν −

drstGs
αβG

t
γδT

r (−1)α(−1)β(−1)γ(−1)δ +

f rstGs
αβG

t
γδT

r (−1)α(−1)β(−1)γ(−1)δ −

drstG̃s
αβG

t
γδT

r −(−1)α(−1)β(−1)γ(−1)δ +

f rstG̃s
αβG

t
γδT

r −(−1)α(−1)β(−1)γ(−1)δ −

Table 1. Parity and C-parity of the color octet quark-antiquark and double-gluon operators.

Now let’s consider the Lorentz structures of these double-gluon hybrid meson operators to
determine their JPC quantum numbers. We summarize the parities and C-parities of the color
octet quark-antiquark Q̄Q and two-gluon GG operators with various Lorentz structures in table 1.
Combining these Q̄Q and GG operators, we can construct the interpolating currents for the heavy
quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons with exotic quantum numbers JPC = 1−+ and 2+− as the
following.

• There are six double-gluon hybrid meson interpolating currents with one Lorentz index car-
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rying exotic quantum numbers JPC = 1−+:

J1
µ = Q̄aT r

abγρQbg2
s f rstGs

µνG
t, νρ ,

J2
µ = Q̄aT r

abγρQbg2
s f rstG̃s

µνG̃
t, νρ ,

J3
µ = Q̄aT r

abγµQbg2
s f rstGs

αβG
t, αβ ,

J4
µ = Q̄aT r

abγµγ5Qbg2
sdrstG̃s

αβG
t, αβ ,

J5
µ = Q̄aT r

abγργ5Qbg2
sdrstG̃s

µνG
t, νρ ,

J6
µ = Q̄aT r

abγργ5Qbg2
sdrstGs

µνG̃
t, νρ ,

(2.5)

where gs is the strong coupling and G̃s
µν =

1
2εµναβG

s, αβ is the dual of gluon field strength.
However, one can demonstrate that these six currents are not independent due to the symme-
tries of the glueball operators. Since G̃s

µν =
1
2εµναβG

s, αβ and Gs
µν = −

1
2εµναβG̃

s, αβ, we find
two relations as

G̃s
µνG

t, νρ = −
1
4
εµνγλε

νραβGs, γλG̃t
αβ = −

1
4

(4Gs, νρG̃t
µν + 2δ ρµ Gs, αβG̃t

αβ)

= −Gs, νρG̃t
µν −

1
2
δ
ρ
µ Gs, αβG̃t

αβ ,

G̃s
µνG̃

t, νρ =
1
4
εµνγλε

νραβGs, γλGt
αβ =

1
4

(4Gs, νρGt
µν + 2δ ρµ Gs, αβGt

αβ)

= Gs, νρGt
µν +

1
2
δ
ρ
µ Gs, αβGt

αβ ,

(2.6)

in which we have performed the well-known identity

εµνγλε
νραβ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
δ
ρ
µ δ

ρ
γ δ

ρ
λ

δαµ δ
α
γ δ

α
λ

δ
β
µ δ

β
γ δ

β
λ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (2.7)

We find the following relations by using the results in Eq. (2.6)

f rstGs
αβG

t, αβ = − f rstGt
αβG

s, αβ = − f rstGs
αβG

t, αβ ⇒ f rstGs
αβG

t, αβ = 0 , (2.8a)

f rstG̃s
µνG̃

t, νρ = f rst(Gs, νρGt
µν +

1
2
δ
ρ
µ Gs, αβGt

αβ) = f rstGs, νρGt
µν = − f rstGs

µνG
t, νρ , (2.8b)

drstG̃s
µνG

t, νρ = drstG̃t
µνG

s, νρ = −drst(Gs, νρG̃t
µν +

1
2
δ
ρ
µ Gs, αβG̃t

αβ)

⇒ drstG̃s
µνG

t, νρ = drstGs
µνG̃

t, νρ = −
1
4
δ
ρ
µ drstGs, αβG̃t

αβ . (2.8c)

So that the six currents in Eqs. (2.5) are not independent

J1
µ = −J2

µ, J3
µ = 0, J5

µ = J6
µ = −

1
4

J4
µ. (2.9)

We shall use the interpolating currents J1
µ and J5

µ in the following calculations to study the
heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons with JPC = 1−+. Noting that the currents
J1
µ and J2

µ were first constructed and studied in ref. [52], in which their quantum numbers
were considered incorrectly as JPC = 1−−. Moreover, the calculations in ref. [52] are in
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contradiction to the relation J1
µ = −J2

µ in Eq. (2.9). In this work, we shall reexamine these
two currents and our calculations of the two-point correlation functions in appendix B can
satisfy exactly the relation J1

µ = −J2
µ.

• There is only one double-gluon hybrid meson interpolating current with two Lorentz indices
carrying exotic quantum numbers JPC = 2+−:

J1
µν = Q̄aT r

abγ5Qbg2
s f rstG̃s

µαGt, α
ν . (2.10)

As shown in the appendix B, however, the two-point correlation function induced by J1
µν

contributes only the perturbation theory, while the non-perturbative effects up to dimension-
eight condensate vanish at the leading order of αs. The OPE series of the current J1

µν are
too simple to study the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons reliably. Revisiting
the Q̄Q and GG operators in table 1, one may wonder whether the following two Q̄GGQ
currents with two Lorentz indices can carry the exotic quantum numbers JPC = 2+−

J2
µν = Q̄aT r

abQbg2
s f rstGs

µαGt, α
ν ,

J3
µν = Q̄aT r

abσ
αβQbg2

sdrstGs
µαGt

βν .
(2.11)

Unfortunately, it is shown that J2
µν and J3

µν are antisymmetric on the Lorentz indices consid-
ering the properties of drst and f rst, so that they cannot carry the tensor quantum numbers
JPC = 2+−. To investigate the 2+− heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons in QCD
sum rules, we need to invoke the interpolating currents with three Lorentz indices, as our
previous work for the one-gluon hybrid mesons in ref. [48].

• There are four double-gluon hybrid meson interpolating currents with three Lorentz indices
carrying exotic quantum numbers JPC = 2+−:

J1
µνρ = Q̄aT r

abγαQbg2
sdrstGs

µνG
t, α
ρ ,

J2
µνρ = Q̄aT r

abγαQbg2
sdrstGs

µνG̃
t, α
ρ ,

J3
µνρ = Q̄aT r

abγαγ5Qbg2
s f rstGs

µνG
t, α
ρ ,

J4
µνρ = Q̄aT r

abγαγ5Qbg2
s f rstGs

µνG̃
t, α
ρ .

(2.12)

One can obtain their dual currents J̃1
µνρ, J̃

2
µνρ, J̃

3
µνρ, J̃

4
µνρ by replacing Gs

µν with G̃s
µν. However,

a current Ji
µνρ and its dual J̃i

µνρ actually couple to the same 2+− hybrid state via different
coupling tensor structures, as shown in ref. [48].

In this work, we shall use the interpolating currents J1
µ, J

5
µ in Eq. (2.5) to investigate the

1−+ heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons, while the currents J1
µνρ, J

2
µνρ, J

3
µνρ, J

4
µνρ in

Eq. (2.12) to study the 2+− hybrid mesons.

3 QCD sum rules for the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrids

The two-point correlation functions induced by the interpolating currents with one, two and
three Lorentz indices are defined as

Πµν(p2) = i
∫

d4xeip·x
〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [Jµ(x)J†ν (0)

]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 , (3.1)
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Πµ1ν1, µ2ν2(p2) = i
∫

d4xeip·x
〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [Jµ1ν1(x)J†µ2ν2

(0)
]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 , (3.2)

Πµ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2(p2) = i
∫

d4xeip·x
〈
0
∣∣∣∣T [Jµ1ν1ρ1(x)J†µ2ν2ρ2

(0)
]∣∣∣∣ 0〉 . (3.3)

In general, these correlation functions contain several different invariant functions contribute to
hadron states with various quantum numbers. To investigate the interested hadron state, one needs
to extract the corresponding invariant function from the above correlation functions. A current with
one Lorentz index can couple to hadron states with spin-1 and spin-0 via〈

0
∣∣∣Jµ∣∣∣ 1P(p)

〉
= Z1

1ϵµ , (3.4a)〈
0
∣∣∣Jµ∣∣∣ 0(−P)(p)

〉
= Z0

1 pµ , (3.4b)

where ϵµ is the spin-1 polarization vector. And a current with two Lorentz indices can couple to
hadron states with spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 via the coupling relations〈

0
∣∣∣Jµν∣∣∣ 2P(p)

〉
= Z2

1ϵµν , (3.5a)〈
0
∣∣∣Jµν∣∣∣ 1P(p)

〉
= Z1

1εµναβϵ
αpβ , (3.5b)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµν∣∣∣ 1(−P)(p)

〉
= Z1

2ϵµpν + Z1
3ϵνpµ , (3.5c)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµν∣∣∣ 0P(p)

〉
= Z0

1gµν + Z0
2 pµpν , (3.5d)

where ϵµν is the symmetric spin-2 polarization tensor. Likewise, a current with three Lorentz in-
dices can couple to hadron states with spin-3, spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 via the following coupling
relations [48]〈

0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 3P(p)

〉
= Z3

1ϵµνρ , (3.6a)〈
0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 2(−P)(p)

〉
= Z2

1ϵµνpρ + Z2
2ϵµρpν + Z2

3ϵνρpµ , (3.6b)〈
0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 2P(p)

〉
= Z2

4εµντθϵ
τ
ρ pθ + Z2

5εµρτθϵ
τ
ν pθ , (3.6c)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 1P(p)

〉
= Z1

1ϵµgνρ + Z1
2ϵνgµρ + Z1

3ϵρgµν + Z1
4ϵµpνpρ + Z1

5ϵνpµpρ + Z1
6ϵρpµpν , (3.6d)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 1(−P)(p)

〉
= Z1

7εµνρτϵ
τ + Z1

8εµντλϵ
τpλpρ + Z1

9εµρτλϵ
τpλpν , (3.6e)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 0(−P)(p)

〉
= Z0

1 pµgνρ + Z0
2 pνgµρ + Z0

3 pρgµν + Z0
4 pµpνpρ , (3.6f)〈

0
∣∣∣Jµνρ∣∣∣ 0P(p)

〉
= Z0

5εµνρτpτ , (3.6g)

where ϵµνρ is the spin-3 polarization tensor. One notes that all the double-gluon hybrid interpolating
currents in Eq. (2.12) cannot couple to the spin-3 states because the first two Lorentz indices in
these currents are antisymmetric while the spin-3 polarization tensor ϵµνρ is completely symmetric.
Using the above coupling relations, the two-point correlation functions defined in Eqs. (3.1)-(3.3)
can be written as [32, 37, 48]

Πµν(p2) = ηµνΠ1P
(p2) +

pµpν
p2 Π

0(−P)
(p2) , (3.7)

Πµ1ν1, µ2ν2(p2) =
1
2

(ηµ1µ2ην1ν2 + ηµ1ν2ην1µ2 −
2
3
ηµ1ν1ηµ2ν2)Π2P

(p2) + · · · , (3.8)
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Πµ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2(p2) = P2P

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
Π2P

(p2) + P2(−P)

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
Π2(−P)

(p2) + · · · , (3.9)

in which Π0(−P)
(p2),Π1P

(p2),Π2P
(p2) and Π2(−P)

(p2) are the invariant functions contribute to the
hadron states with spin-parity JP = 0(−P), 1P, 2P and 2(−P), respectively. In Eqs. (3.8)-(3.9),
there are also contributions from other invariant functions in “· · · ”, which are omitted here be-
cause we don’t concern these structures in this work. The tensor projectors ηµν, P2P

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
and

P2(−P)

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
in Eqs. (3.7)-(3.9) are defined as

ηµν = −gµν +
pµpν
p2 , (3.10)

P2P

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
= εµ1ν1τ1θ1εµ2ν2τ2θ2

pθ1 pθ2

p2

∑
ϵ τ1
ρ1
ϵ τ2∗
ρ2

, (3.11)

P2(−P)

µ1ν1ρ1, µ2ν2ρ2
=

1
p2

∑
(ϵµ1ρ1 pν1 − ϵν1ρ1 pµ1)(ϵ∗µ2ρ2

pν2 − ϵ
∗
ν2ρ2

pµ2) , (3.12)

with the summation over the polarization tensor∑
ϵµ1ν1ϵ

∗
µ2ν2
=

1
2

(ηµ1µ2ην1ν2 + ηµ1ν2ην1µ2 −
2
3
ηµ1ν1ηµ2ν2) . (3.13)

At the hadron level, the invariant function can be described by the dispersion relation

Π
(
p2
)
=

(
p2
)N
π

∫ ∞
4m2

Q

ImΠ(s)
sN (s − p2 − iϵ

)ds +
N−1∑
n=0

bn
(
p2
)n
, (3.14)

where bn are the subtraction constants and will be removed later by performing the Borel transform.
The imaginary part of the invariant function is usually defined as the the spectral function

ρ(s) ≡
1
π

ImΠ(s) =
∑

n

δ(s − m2
n)⟨0|J|n⟩⟨n|J†|0⟩ = f 2

Xδ(s − m2
X) + · · · , (3.15)

in which the “one pole dominant narrow resonance” approximation is adopted in the last step, and
“· · · ” represents the contributions from the continuum and higher excited states, and fX , mX are the
coupling constant and hadron mass of the lowest lying resonance respectively.

At the quark-gluon level, the invariant functions can be calculated via the operator product
expansion (OPE) method. In this work, we calculate the correlation functions at the leading order
(LO) of αs and consider the nonperturbative effects of condensates up to dimension eight. In the
heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid systems, we apply the factorization assumption to reduce
the dimension-eight four-gluon condensate as ⟨αsGG⟩2, which is usually adopted in QCD sum
rules to estimate the values of the high dimension condensates [56, 57]. In our calculations, we use
the full heavy quark propagator (Q = c or b) in momentum space

iS ab(p) =
iδab

�p − mQ
−

i
4

gsT r
abGr

µν

σµν(�p + mQ) + (�p + mQ)σµν

(p2 − m2
Q)2

, (3.16)

where the first term is the free quark propagator and the second term is for the single-gluon emission
with one gluon leg attached, mQ is the heavy quark mass. Similarly, the full gluon propagator also
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contains the free gluon propagator and the single-gluon emission term, as shown in figure 1(a) and
figure 1(b) respectively. Considering the definition of gluon filed strength tensor

Gr
µν = ∂µAr

ν − ∂νA
r
µ + gs f rstAs

µAt
ν , (3.17)

the third term with two gauge fields As
µAt

ν will result in another different single-gluon emission with
one gluon leg attached in the full gluon propagator, as shown in figure 1(c). The expression of the

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1. The full gluon propagator of the gluon field strength. The two-gluon-line with a red vertex in (c)
represents the single-gluon emission with one gluon leg attached from the third term of Eq. (3.17).

full gluon propagator for the gluon filed strength up to single-gluon emission term in momentum
space is

iS rs
αµ, βν(p) =

−iδrs

p2 + iϵ

[
gµνpαpβ − gµβpαpν + (µ↔ α, ν↔ β)

]
+

igs f rst

(p2 + iϵ)2 Gt, ρσ(0)
[
2pαgµρ(pβgνσ − pνgβσ) + pαpσ(gµβgνρ − gµνgβρ)

+ (µ↔ α, ν↔ β)
]

+
igs f rst

2(p2 + iϵ)2 Gt, ρσ(0)
[
2gασpρ(gµβpν − gµνpβ) − p2gασ(gµβgνρ − gµνgβρ)

+ (µ↔ α, ν↔ β)
]
,

(3.18)

where the three square brackets correspond to three diagrams in figure 1. One notes that this
expression is different from that used in ref. [52], leading to different results of the correlation
functions.

To calculate the correlation functions at the leading order of αs, we consider the Feynman
diagrams depicted in figure 2, in which figure 2(b)-figure 2(f) are the two-loop sunrise diagrams
with one massless line and two equal mass lines, and figure 2(g) can be reduced to the two-loop
sunrise diagram [62]. For the perturbative diagram in figure 2(a), it can also be reduced to a two-
loop sunrise diagram by integrating the massless gluon loop. These two-loop sunrise diagrams can
be expressed in terms of the generalized hypergeometric functions p+1Fp [63, 64]∫

dDk1

(2π)D

dDk2

(2π)D

1
(k2

2 − m2
Q + iϵ)α[(k1 − q)2 − m2

Q + iϵ]β[(k1 − k2)2 + iϵ]γ

=
(−1)1−α−β−γ

(
m2

Q

)D−α−β−γ
(4π)D

Γ
(

D
2 − γ

)
Γ
(
α + γ − D

2

)
Γ
(
β + γ − D

2

)
Γ(α + β + γ − D)

Γ(α)Γ(β)Γ
(

D
2

)
Γ(α + β + 2γ − D)

× 4F3

( γ, α + β + γ − D, β + γ − D
2 , α + γ −

D
2

D
2 , γ +

α+β−D
2 , γ +

α+β+1−D
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ q2

4m2
Q

)
,

(3.19)
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g) (h)

Figure 2. The LO Feynman diagrams for the Q̄GGQ hybrid meson systems up to dimension eight gluon
condensate. Diagrams related by symmetry are not shown.

where the dimensional regularization has been performed with D = 4− 2ϵ. The one-loop diagrams
can also be expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions, as tabulated in refs. [65, 66]. Using the
Mathematica package Tarcer [67] based on the algorithm in refs. [62, 68], the two-loop Feynman
integrals with tensor structures can be reduced to the scalar integrals as in Eq. (3.19).

We find that the diagram in figure 2(g) gives significant contributions to the correlation func-
tions of the interpolating currents J1/2

µ , J3
µνρ and J4

µνρ with antisymmetric glueball operator f rstGs
µνG

t
αβ,

while making no contribution to the currents with symmetric glueball operator drstGs
µνG

t
αβ. They

are especially important for J1/2
µ , in which the correlation functions have no dimension-4 con-

densate contribution. The calculations show that there exists non-local divergences in figure 2(g),
which cannot be removed simply by the subtraction scheme as shown in Eq. (3.14). To cancel
out such non-local divergence in figure 2(g), we use the diagrammatic renormalization approach
described in refs. [69–71]. We show the renormalization process in figure 3, in which figure 3(b)
represents the counter term vertex introduced to cancel out the divergence arising from figure 3(a).
The vertices of currents J1

µ, J
3
µνρ, J

4
µνρ, their respective counter terms, and the corresponding renor-

malization coefficients are listed in table 4, appendix A. In next section, we shall discuss the sig-
nificance of figure 2(g) in contributing to the tri-gluon condensate.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3. Diagram (a) is a subgraph of figure 2(g), raising the non-local divergence exhibited in figure 2(g).
Diagram (b) with the black square represents the counter term vertex generated from the divergence of
diagram (a). Diagram (c) with the counter term vertex will eliminate the non-local divergence in figure 2(g).

To obtain the spectral functions, we need to calculate the imaginary part of the generalized
hypergeometric function through its integral representation [72, 73]

p+1Fp

(
σ, A

B

∣∣∣∣∣ z
)
=

∫ ∞
1

µ(t)dt
(t − z)σ

, (3.20)
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with

µ(t) =

 p∏
i=1

Γ(bi)
Γ(ai)

 tσ−1Gp,0
p,p

(1
t

∣∣∣∣∣BA
)
, (3.21)

in which A = (a1, a2, . . . , ap), B = (b1, b2, . . . , bp), and Gp,0
p,p

(
1
t

∣∣∣ BA ) is the Meijer’s G-function [64].

In our calculations, we always use the functions with parameter σ = 1 in Eq. (3.20), so that the
imaginary part of the generalized hypergeometric function can be obtained as

1
π

Im
[

p+1Fp

( 1, A
B

∣∣∣∣∣ z
)]
=

 p∏
i=1

Γ(bi)
Γ(ai)

Gp,0
p,p

(1
z

∣∣∣∣∣BA
)
. (3.22)

We collect results of the correlation functions and spectral functions for all interpolating currents
in appendix B.

The Borel transform is usually applied for the correlation function at both the hadron and
quark-gluon levels to improve the OPE convergence and suppress the contributions from continuum
and higher excited states. Based on the hadron-quark duality, one can establish the QCD sum rules
for the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons

Lk(s0, M2
B) = f 2

X(m2
X)ke−m2

X/M
2
B =

∫ s0

s<
dsskρOPE(s)e−s/M2

B , (3.23)

where s0 is the continuum threshold and MB is the Borel mass. Then we can extract the lowest
lying hadron mass

m2
X =
L1(s0, M2

B)

L0(s0, M2
B)
. (3.24)

4 Numerical analysis

To perform the QCD sum rule numerical analyses, we use the following values of the heavy
quark masses, the strong coupling and the QCD condensates [1, 74, 75]:

mc(µ = mc) = (1.27 ± 0.02) GeV ,

αs(µ = mc) = 0.38 ± 0.03 ,

mb(µ = mb) = 4.18+0.04
−0.03 GeV ,

αs(µ = mb) = 0.223 ± 0.008 ,

⟨αsGG⟩ = (6.35 ± 0.35) × 10−2 GeV4 ,

⟨g3
sG

3⟩ = (8.2 ± 1) × ⟨αsGG⟩ GeV2 ,

(4.1)

where the heavy quark masses and strong coupling at the corresponding energy scales are obtained
by using the two-loop QCD perturbation theory in the MS scheme.

As shown in Eq. (3.24), the hadron mass depends on the continuum threshold s0 and Borel
mass MB. The suitable working regions of these two parameters are very important to obtain reli-
able sum rule prediction of the hadron mass. In QCD sum rules, the behaviors of OPE convergence
and the pole contribution (PC) are usually studied to determine the parameter working regions. To
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guarantee the good OPE convergence, we require that the contributions of the condensates with
D = 6 and D = 8 to be less than 20% and 10% respectively

RD=6 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣L
D=6
0 (∞,M2

B)

Ltotal
0 (∞,M2

B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 20% ,

RD=8 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣L
D=8
0 (∞,M2

B)

Ltotal
0 (∞,M2

B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 10% ,

(4.2)

which can give the lower bound on M2
B. Furthermore, we require the pole contribution to be larger

than 40% to determine the upper bound of M2
B

PC =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣L
total
0 (s0,M2

B)

Ltotal
0 (∞,M2

B)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ > 40% . (4.3)

One can find the Borel window of M2
B with these two requirements, in which an optimal value of

the continuum threshold s0 can also be determined by minimizing the dependence of the hybrid
mass mX on the Borel parameter M2

B. In other words, there should exist a smooth plateau for the
hybrid mass mX in the variation of the Borel parameter M2

B.
In figure 4, we show the OPE series behavior for the charmonium hybrid system by using

the current J1
µ, for which the dimension-4 gluon condensate vanishes. One finds that the dom-

inant non-perturbative effect comes from the dimension-6 tri-gluon condensate. We emphasize
here the important contribution of the Feynman diagram in figure 2(g) to the tri-gluon condensate,
which is not taken into account in previous studies [49–53]. As shown in figure 4(b), the tri-gluon
condensate contribution from figure 2(g) is negative while those from Figs. 2(c)-2(f) are positive,
resulting in the negative value for the tri-gluon condensate in total. Such a big improvement would
potentially affect the sum rule stability and mass predictions. For the interpolating currents J3

µνρ

and J4
µνρ with JPC = 2+−, our analyses show similar effect of diagram figure 2(g) on the tri-gluon

condensate, while the influence on the sum rule behaviors is smaller than that for the J1
µ current.

pert

<gs
3G3>

<αsG
2>2

6.0 6.1 6.2 6.3 6.4 6.5 6.6

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

MB
2[GeV2]

ℒ
0
(∞
,M

B
2
)[
G
eV

10
]

(a)

total <gs
3G3>

Fig.2(g)

Figs.2(c)-2(f)

6.0 6.1 6.2 6.3 6.4 6.5 6.6
-0.008

-0.006

-0.004

-0.002

0.000

0.002

0.004

MB
2[GeV2]

ℒ
0
(∞
,M

B
2
)[
G
eV

10
]

(b)

Figure 4. For the charmonium hybrid system with the interpolating current J1
µ carrying JPC = 1−+: (a)

convergence of the OPE series; (b) important contribution from the Feynman diagram figure 2(g) to the
tri-gluon condensate.
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MB
2=6.1 GeV2

MB
2=6.3 GeV2

MB
2=6.4 GeV2

5 6 7 8 9

5.6

5.8

6.0

6.2

6.4

s0/4mc
2

m
X
[G
eV

]

(a)

z=6.7

z=7.1

z=7.5

5.6 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8
6.00

6.05

6.10

6.15

6.20

6.25

6.30

MB
2[GeV2]

m
X
[G
eV

]

(b)

Figure 5. The variations of charmonium hybrid mass mX with respect to z = s0/4m2
c and M2

B for J1
µ with

JPC = 1−+.

For the charmonium hybrid system with current J1
µ carrying JPC = 1−+, we obtain the param-

eter working regions 6.12 GeV2 ≤ M2
B ≤ 6.42 GeV2 and z = s0/4m2

c = 7.1 ± 0.4 after studying the
above criteria for the OPE convergence, pole contribution and mass sum rule stability. In figure 5,
we show the variations of the charmonium hybrid mass mX with respect to the variables z = s0/4m2

c

and M2
B. It shows that mass sum rules are very stable within the Borel window (the gray region) in

figure 5(b), from which one is able to predict the hybrid mass as

mX = 6.14 ± 0.19GeV . (4.4)

After performing the QCD sum rule analyses for all interpolating currents, we calculate the
masses of the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid states with JPC = 1−+ and 2+−. We sum-
marize the numerical results for the charmonium and bottomonium hybrids in table 2 and 3, re-
spectively. The uncertainties from the heavy quark masses, the strong coupling constants and the
condensates are taken into account. It shows that the pole contributions for the interpolating cur-
rents J1

µνρ and J3
µνρ with JPC = 2+− are much smaller than those for other currents, implying that

these two currents may couple weakly to the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid states. We
still give the mass predictions for these two currents, which are much lower than masses extracted
from J2

µνρ and J4
µνρ with the same quantum numbers.

5 Summary and discussion

In this work, we have revisited the mass spectra of the heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid
states with JPC = 1−+ and 2+−. Considering the Q̄GGQ operators in the octet-octet (8[Q̄Q] ⊗ 8[GG])
color structure, we can construct two independent one Lorentz index currents coupling to JPC =

1−+. However, only one current (J1
µν) with two Lorentz indices coupling to JPC = 2+− can be

formed. Nevertheless, our calculations show that the two-point correlation function induced by
J1
µν with JPC = 2+− contains no non-perturbative contribution up to dimension-8 condensate at the

leading order of αs. To study the 2+− hybrid mesons reliably, we have constructed four independent
interpolating currents with three Lorentz indices in this channel, as shown in Eq. (2.12).
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Currents JPC Glueball Operator s0/4m2
c M2

B (GeV2) mX (GeV) PC

J1
µ 1−+ A 7.1 ± 0.4 6.12 − 6.42 6.14 ± 0.19 45.9%

J5
µ 1−+ S 9.7 ± 0.52 8.15 − 8.56 7.21 ± 0.14 46.8%

J1
µνρ 2+− S 3.24 ± 0.53 7.75 − 8.75 4.22 ± 0.18 2.2%

J2
µνρ 2+− S 7.71 ± 0.44 6.77 − 7.25 6.41 ± 0.17 46.6%

J3
µνρ 2+− A 3.74 ± 0.28 5.0 − 5.5 4.55 ± 0.17 12%

J4
µνρ 2+− A 7.4 ± 0.37 6.16 − 6.51 6.33 ± 0.17 44.3%

Table 2. Numerical results for the c̄GGc charmonium double-gluon hybrid states. In the third column, “A”
and “S” represent the antisymmetric and symmetric glueball operators f rstGs

µνG
t
αβ and drstGs

µνG
t
αβ in the

interpolating currents, respectively.

Currents JPC Glueball Operator s0/4m2
b M2

B (GeV2) mX (GeV) PC

J1
µ 1−+ A 3.38 ± 0.09 23.55 − 24.43 14.26 ± 0.19 45.8%

J5
µ 1−+ S 3.04 ± 0.12 18.13 − 19.0 13.71 ± 0.2 44.1%

J1
µνρ 2+− S 2.16 ± 0.08 15.31 − 15.92 11.67 ± 0.26 19%

J2
µνρ 2+− S 2.58 ± 0.11 14.76 − 15.44 12.58 ± 0.16 49.8%

J3
µνρ 2+− A 1.52 ± 0.16 12.85 − 14.65 9.85 ± 0.43 5.3%

J4
µνρ 2+− A 2.88 ± 0.13 18.2 − 19.1 13.31 ± 0.19 43.3%

Table 3. Numerical results for the b̄GGb bottomonium double-gluon hybrid states.

We calculate the two-point correlation functions and spectral functions up to dimension-8
condensate, considering the Feynman diagrams in figure 2. For the Q̄GGQ interpolating currents
containing the antisymmetric glueball operator f rstGs

µνG
t
αβ, our calculations show that the diagram

in figure 2(g) will provide very important contributions to the OPE series and sum rule stabili-
ties. However, it gives no contribution to the correlation functions for the currents with symmetric
glueball operator drstGs

µνG
t
αβ. We perform the QCD sum rule analyses to both the double-gluon

charmonium and bottomonium hybrid mesons with JPC = 1−+ and 2+−, and collect the numerical
results in table 2 and 3, respectively. Neglecting the weakly coupled states extracted from J1

µνρ

and J3
µνρ, we find that the charmonium c̄GGc hybrid mesons with symmetric glueball operators are

heavier than those with antisymmetric glueball operators in both the 1−+ and 2+− channels. How-
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ever, the situation is reversed for the bottomonium b̄GGb system, in which the hybrid mesons with
symmetric glueball operators are lighter than those with antisymmetric glueball operators.

These heavy quarkonium double-gluon hybrid mesons can decay into the final states with
two/three mesons or two baryons. One can consult ref. [53] for detailed discussions. Similar to
the production of η1(1855) in the J/ψ radiative decay process [7, 8, 11], the charmonium double-
gluon hybrids with JPC = 1−+ and 2+− may be produced through the three-gluon and four-gluon
emission processes in the hadronic decay of Υ(nS ) and χbJ respectively, as illustrated in figure 6.
The copious bottomonium mesons in BelleII experiment will be helpful to detect these charmo-
nium double-gluon hybrids in the future. Further investigations on these hybrid mesons in various
theoretical and phenomenological methods are also useful and expected.

γ

X(1−+)Υ(nS)

(a)

γ

X(2+−)χbJ

(b)

Figure 6. The possible production mechanisms of the charmonium double-gluon hybrids with JPC = 1−+

and 2+−.
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A Operator renormalization

The renormalizations are performed for the interpolating currents J1
µ, J3

µνρ and J4
µνρ with the

antisymmetric glueball operator f rstGs
µνG

t
αβ, for which the Feynman diagram in figure 2(g) will

give important contribution to the tri-gluon condensate. Typically, the diagram in figure 3(a)
for the double-gloun hybrid operator has two kinds of vertices. For J1

µ, its vertices are AJ1
µ
=

g2
s f rstGs

µνT
rγρ and BJ1

µ
= g2

s f rstGt, νρT rγρ. For J3
µνρ, its vertices are AJ3

µνρ
= g2

s f rstGs
µνT

rγαγ5

and BJ3
µνρ
= g2

s f rstGt, α
ρT rγαγ5. For J4

µνρ, its vertices are AJ4
µνρ
= g2

s f rstGs
µνT

rγαγ5 and BJ4
µνρ
=

g2
s f rstG̃t, α

ρT rγαγ5. It is clearly that AJ3
µνρ
= AJ4

µνρ
and B̃J3

µνρ
= BJ4

µνρ
, where B̃ denotes the duality of
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B. We employ the MS scheme to evaluate the renormalization coefficients of the counter terms in
figure 3(b) using the dimensional regularization. The results are shown in table 4.

B Correlation functions and spectral densities

In this appendix, we list the correlation functions and spectral densities for the interpolating
currents constructed in section 2. We omit the polynomials of z = q2

4m2
Q

in the correlation functions

since they will be eliminated by the Borel transform.

• For the interpolating currents with JPC = 1−+

• J1
µ = −J2

µ:

Π
pert

J1/2
µ

=

α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,3
7
2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

28350π4 +

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,5,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

315π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
5
2 ,5,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

567π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1575π4 +

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

630π4

−

2α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
5
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

2835π4 −

4α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
3, 7

2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

4725π4

+

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,4,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

14175π4 −

4α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

23625π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

7875π4 +

8α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
7
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

23625π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,7,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

47250π4 +

2α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
7
2 ,7,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

42525π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,6
7
2 ,7,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

85050π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,1,4

5
2 ,5,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

420π4

+

4α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,5,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

2835π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,6,7

∣∣∣∣ z
)

4050π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

9450π4 ,

Π
⟨αsGG⟩
J1/2
µ

=0 ,

Π
⟨g3

sG3⟩

J1/2
µ

=

αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

(
9(z − 1)(420z − 109) 3F2

(
1,1,1

3
2 ,3

∣∣∣∣ z
)
+ z(8z(23 − 15z) + 109) 3F2

(
1,1,2

5
2 ,4

∣∣∣∣ z
))

124416π3 +

αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Qz
(
3(5z + 4) log

(
m2

Q

µ2

)
− 2(8z + 1)

)
2F1

(
1,1

5
2

∣∣∣∣ z
)

648π3 ,
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Vertices of currents Vertices of counter terms Renormalization coefficients

AJ1
µ

ig2
sm2

QT t
(
σµνγρ − γρσµν

)
- 3

4

g2
smQT t

(
k1, µγργν − k1, νγργµ

)
3
4

ig2
sk2

1T tγρσµν − 1
4

g2
sT tγρ

(
k1, µ�k1γν − k1, ν�k1γµ

)
1
4

g2
smQT t

(
k2, µγνγρ − k2, νγµγρ

)
3
4

ig2
sk2

2T tσµνγρ
1
4

g2
sT t
(
k2, µγν�k2 − k2, νγµ�k2

)
γρ

1
4

BJ1
µ

g2
sm2

QT sγρ − 9
2

g2
smQT s

(
�k1γρ + γρ�k2

)
3
4

g2
smQT s(k1, ρ + k2, ρ) −3

g2
sT sγρ(k2

1 + k2
2) 1

g2
sT s(k1, ρ�k1 + k2, ρ�k2) 1

2

AJ3
µνρ

(or AJ4
µνρ

)

ig2
sm2

QT t
(
σµνγαγ5 − γαγ5σµν

)
− 3

4

g2
smQT t

(
k1, µγαγ5γν − k1, νγαγ5γµ

)
3
4

ig2
sk2

1T tγαγ5σµν − 1
4

g2
sT tγαγ5

(
k1, µ�k1γν − k1, ν�k1γµ

)
1
4

g2
smQT t

(
k2, µγνγαγ5 − k2, νγµγαγ5

)
3
4

ig2
sk2

2T tσµνγαγ5
1
4

g2
sT t
(
k2, µ�k2γν − k2, ν�k2γµ

)
γαγ5

1
4

BJ3
µνρ

g2
sm2

QT sγργ5
9
2

g2
smQT s

(
�k1γργ5 + γργ5�k2

)
3
4

g2
smQT sγ5

(
k1, ρ − k2,ρ

)
−3

g2
sT s
(
k2

1 + k2
2

)
γργ5 −1

g2
sT s
(
k1, ρ�k1 + k2, ρ�k2

)
γ5 − 1

2

BJ4
µνρ

g2
smQT s

(
σραkα1 − σραkα2

)
− 3

2

ig2
sT s
(
k2

1 − k2
2

)
γρ

5
4

ig2
sT s
(
k1, ρ�k1 − k2,ρ�k2

)
−1

2

Table 4. The vertices and renormalization coefficients of counter terms for the diagram figure 3(b). k1

and k2 represent the momenta of incoming and outgoing fermion lines, respectively. An overall factor
gs

16π2

(
1
ϵ
− γE + log(4π)

)
for the renormalization coefficients is understood in the table.
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Π
R,fig.2(g)
J1/2
µ

=

5αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

(
z
(
−24z2 − 16z + 5

)
3F2

(
1,1,2

5
2 ,4

∣∣∣∣ z
)
+ 9
(
12z2 − 17z + 5

)
3F2

(
1,1,1

3
2 ,3

∣∣∣∣ z
))

31104π3 +

αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Qz
(
3(5z + 4) log

(
m2

Q

µ2

)
− 2(8z + 1)

)
2F1

(
1,1

5
2

∣∣∣∣ z
)

648π3

Π
⟨αsGG⟩2

J1/2
µ

=
⟨αsGG⟩2

108
m2

Qz(2z + 1) 2F1

( 1, 1
5
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ z
)
,

ρ
pert
J1/2
µ

=

12α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,10
1,3

)
π7/2 +

384α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,9
1,2,4

)
π7/2

−

1920α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,10
1,2,4

)
π7/2 −

48α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,8
1,2,4

)
π7/2

+

960α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,9
1,2,4

)
π7/2 −

3840α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,10
1,2,4

)
π7/2

−

192α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣3, 7
2 ,10

1,2,4

)
π7/2 +

12α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,4,10
1,2,5

)
π7/2

−

24α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,6,9
1,3,5

)
π7/2 −

576α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,6,10
1,2,5

)
π7/2

+

576α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,6,10
1,3,5

)
π7/2 −

24α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,7,9
1,3,5

)
π7/2

+

480α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,7,10
1,3,5

)
π7/2 −

24α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,7,10
1,3,6

)
π7/2

+

64α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,8
1,2,3

)
π7/2 −

288α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,9
1,1,4

)
π7/2

−

8α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,7
1,2,3

)
π7/2 −

8α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,8
1,2,4

)
π7/2 ,

ρ⟨αsGG⟩
J1/2
µ

=0 ,

ρ
⟨g3

sG3⟩

J1/2
µ

=

αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

(
2(z − 1)(420z − 109)G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 3
2 ,3
1,1

)
+ z(8z(23 − 15z) + 109)G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,4
1,2

))
27648π5/2 +

αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Qz
(
3(5z + 4) log

(
m2

Q

µ2

)
− 2(8z + 1)

)
G1,0

1,1

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2
1

)
864π5/2 ,

ρ
R,fig.2(g)
J1/2
µ

=

5αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

(
z
(
−24z2 − 16z + 5

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,4
1,2

)
+ 2
(
12z2 − 17z + 5

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 3
2 ,3
1,1

))
6912π5/2 +
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αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Qz
(
3(5z + 4) log

(
m2

Q

µ2

)
− 2(8z + 1)

)
G1,0

1,1

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2
1

)
864π5/2 ,

ρ⟨αsGG⟩2

J1/2
µ

=
⟨αsGG⟩2

144
m2

Qz(2z + 1)π
1
2 G1,0

1,1

(1
z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 521
)
,

• −1
4 J4

µ = J5
µ = J6

µ (a factor −1
4 for J4

µ is implicit in the correlation functions and spectral
densities):

Π
pert

J4/5/6
µ

=

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

945π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1890π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

4725π4

+

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,7,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

28350π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,1,4

5
2 ,5,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

378π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,6,7

∣∣∣∣ z
)

810π4 ,

Π
⟨αsGG⟩
J4/5/6
µ

=0 ,

Π
⟨g3

sG3⟩

J4/5/6
µ

=

5αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

((
−108z2 + 99z + 9

)
3F2

(
1,1,1

3
2 ,3

∣∣∣∣ z
)
+ z
(
−24z2 + 88z + 1

)
3F2

(
1,1,2

5
2 ,4

∣∣∣∣ z
))

41472π3 ,

Π
⟨αsGG⟩2

J4/5/6
µ

= −
⟨αsGG⟩2

648
5m2

Q(z − 1)z 2F1

( 1, 1
5
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ z
)
,

ρ
pert

J4/5/6
µ

=

80α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,8
1,2,4

)
π7/2 −

320α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,9
1,2,4

)
π7/2

−

80α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,6,9
1,2,5

)
π7/2 +

40α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,7,9
1,3,5

)
π7/2

−

40α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,8
1,1,4

)
π7/2 −

40α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,6,7
1,2,3

)
π7/2 ,

ρ⟨αsGG⟩
J4/5/6
µ

=0 ,

ρ
⟨g3

sG3⟩

J4/5/6
µ

= −

5αs⟨g3
sG

3⟩m4
Q

((
24z2 − 22z − 2

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 3
2 ,3
1,1

)
+ z
(
24z2 − 88z − 1

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,4
1,2

))
9216π5/2 ,

ρ⟨αsGG⟩2

J4/5/6
µ

= −
⟨αsGG⟩2

864
5m2

Qz(z − 1)π
1
2 G1,0

1,1

(1
z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 521
)
,

• For the interpolating currents with JPC = 2+−

• J1
µν:

Π
pert
J1
µν
=

α2
sm10

Q z4
3F2

(
1,1,1

5
2 ,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

12600π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z4
3F2

(
1,1,2

5
2 ,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

63000π4 +

16α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,2
5
2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

42525π4
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−

16α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,2
5
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

70875π4 +

13α2
sm10

Q z5
3F2

(
1,1,2
7
2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4

−

76α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,3
7
2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1063125π4 −

α2
sm10

Q z5
3F2

(
1,1,3
7
2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

50625π4

+

422α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,3
7
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

5315625π4 +

44α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,3
9
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

12403125π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,4
9
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

118125π4 +

2α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,5
9
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

4134375π4 +

2α2
sm10

Q z6
3F2

(
1,1,6
9
2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

826875π4

−

7α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,1,4

5
2 ,5,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

3375π4 +

α2
sm10

Q z4
4F3

(
1,1,1,4

5
2 ,5,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

15750π4

−

23α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,1,4

5
2 ,5,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

47250π4 +

2α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,1,4
5
2 ,5,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

14175π4

+

8α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,4,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

14175π4 +

88α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,5,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

70875π4

+

38α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,3

5
2 ,6,7

∣∣∣∣ z
)

50625π4 +

22α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,5,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

23625π4

−

2α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,5,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

7875π4 −

2α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
5
2 ,5,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

6075π4

−

8α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
5
2 ,5,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

70875π4 +

76α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

118125π4

−

11α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,8

∣∣∣∣ z
)

118125π4 −

16α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4

5
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

118125π4

−

22α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
5
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

212625π4 −

136α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
3, 7

2 ,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4

+

8α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,4
3, 7

2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4 −

32α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
3, 7

2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4

+

4α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,4,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

151875π4 +

4α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,4,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

590625π4

−

14α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

84375π4 +

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,2,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

196875π4

−

184α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

5315625π4 +

16α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,5
7
2 ,6,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1771875π4

– 19 –



+

16α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,6
7
2 ,4,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4 −

2α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,2,7
4, 9

2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

826875π4

−

22α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

590625π4 +

α2
sm10

Q z5
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,6,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

196875π4

+

104α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
7
2 ,6,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1063125π4 +

32α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
7
2 ,6,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1771875π4

+

76α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5

7
2 ,7,9

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1771875π4 +

44α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
7
2 ,7,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

15946875π4

+

8α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,5
4, 9

2 ,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

12403125π4 +

8α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,6
7
2 ,5,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

354375π4

−

22α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,6
7
2 ,7,10

∣∣∣∣ z
)

3189375π4 −

4α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,3,6
7
2 ,7,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

5315625π4

−

α2
sm10

Q z6
4F3

(
1,1,4,7
9
2 ,6,11

∣∣∣∣ z
)

1378125π4 ,

Π
⟨αsGG⟩
J1
µν

= 0, Π
⟨g3

sG3⟩

J1
µν

= 0, Π
⟨αsGG⟩2

J1
µν

= 0 ,

ρ
pert
J1
µν
=

12α2
sm10

Q z4G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,9
1,1

)
5π7/2 −

12α2
sm10

Q z4G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,9
1,2

)
25π7/2 +

512α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,10
1,2

)
5π7/2

−

3072α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,11
1,2

)
5π7/2 +

624α2
sm10

Q z5G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,10
1,2

)
25π7/2

−

608α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,10
1,3

)
25π7/2 −

168α2
sm10

Q z5G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,10
1,3

)
25π7/2

+

6752α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 7
2 ,11
1,3

)
25π7/2 +

1056α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 9
2 ,11
1,3

)
25π7/2

−

168α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 9
2 ,11
1,4

)
5π7/2 +

12α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 9
2 ,11
1,5

)
25π7/2

+

12α2
sm10

Q z6G2,0
2,2

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 9
2 ,11
1,6

)
25π7/2 +

256α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,4,9
1,2,3

)
5π7/2

−

784α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,8
1,1,4

)
25π7/2 +

24α2
sm10

Q z4G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,8
1,1,4

)
25π7/2

+

1408α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,8
1,2,3

)
25π7/2 −

1472α2
sm10

Q z5G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,9
1,1,4

)
25π7/2
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+

2816α2
sm10

Q z6G3,0
3,3

(
1
z

∣∣∣∣ 5
2 ,5,9
1,2,4

)
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= 0, ρ⟨αsGG⟩2
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= 0 ,

• J1
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[64] H. Bateman and A. Erdélyi, Higher transcendental functions, California Institute of technology.
Bateman Manuscript project (McGraw-Hill, New York, NY, 1955).

[65] E. E. Boos and A. I. Davydychev, Theor. Math. Phys. 89, 1052 (1991).

[66] A. I. Davydychev, J. Math. Phys. 33, 358 (1992).

[67] R. Mertig and R. Scharf, Comput. Phys. Commun. 111, 265 (1998).

[68] O. V. Tarasov, Phys. Rev. D 54, 6479 (1996).

[69] J. C. Collins, Renormalization, vol. 26 of Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics
(Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2023), ISBN 978-0-521-31177-9, 978-0-511-86739-2,
978-1-00-940180-7, 978-1-00-940176-0, 978-1-00-940179-1.

[70] T. Muta, Foundations of quantum chromodynamics. Second edition, vol. 57 (World Sci. Lect. Notes
Phys.57 (1998), 1-409, 1998).

[71] T. de Oliveira, D. Harnett, A. Palameta, and T. G. Steele, Phys. Rev. D 106, 114023 (2022).

[72] D. Karp and E. Prilepkina, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 393, 348 (2012),
ISSN 0022-247X.
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