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A bstract

P rovided the enhanocam ent in the pp spectrum in radiative decay J= !
Pp observed by the BES collaboration is due to an existence of a pp

m olecular state, we calculate tsbinding energy and lifetin e in the linear
m odel. W e consider a possibility that the enhancem ent is due to a pp

resonance which is in either S-wave or P-wave structure and com pare

our results w ith the data.

1 Introduction

R ecently, the BE S collaboration has ocbserved a near-threshold enhancem ent In the pp m ass
soectrum In the radiative decay J= ! pp [-j_.:]. A sin ilar report about the enhancem ent in

BO! D YpandB ! ppK decays hasbeen published by the Belle collaboration [2].

T here have been various interpretations for the cbserved enhancem ent. T he enhancaem ent
can be understood ifthe nalstate interaction between p and p is properly considered, as som e
authors suggested fj]. He et al. propose a possible m echanian that the nalstate of pp com es
from an interm ediate stateof + G whereG isa0 * or0"* glieball ff]. M eanwhik in analog to
ap (980) and f; (980) which are supposed to bem olecular states of K K , it is tem pted to assum e

that pp constitute a bound state w ith quantum number0 * or 0™ * .
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U nder the assum ption, one needs to evaluate the corresponding binding energy and lifetin e,
then com pare the theoretical resuls w ith the data. In thiswork, we em ploy the lnear m odel
H istorically, there has been dispute about the lnear m odelwhere the -meson stands as a
realistic scalarm eson '§] w hereas In altemative scenarios, it is suggested that the contribution of

can be attributed to two-pion exchange [-@:]. In fact, the di erence between the lnear m odel
and non-linear m odeliswhetherthe 0** -m eson isa substantialob fct, it corresponds to the
linear or non-linear realization of the chiral lagrangian EZ]. Because the low-energy QCD which
is the underlying theory of hadron physics is fiillly non-perturbative, all the nonperturbative
QCD param eters in the theory are so far not strictly derivable and have to be extracted by
the data tting. Therefore, determm nation of these param eters is som ehow m odeldependent
and phenom enological. It is believed that at least for the lrading order, allm odels would be
applicable, even though they look som ew hat di erent. Aswe em ploy the linear m odelwhich
is sin pler In calculations, we take all the coe cients by tting data.

In ourearlierwork -ﬁ], weused the linear m odelto calculate the properties ofdeuteron, and
by tting data we not only determ ine the value ofm but also x the corresponding param eters
of the linear model. In thiswork we will use the sam e m odel w ith the param eters obtained
by tting the deuteron data to carry out all calculations for the pp bound state.

The present BE S data do not nally decide if the resonance is an S-wave or P -wave bound
state, but only indicate that the position ofthe S-wave peak isbelow the threshold 2m , whereas
the peak of the P-wave is a bit above the threshold. In our m ode], since the e ective potential
for the S-wave is attractive exoept a repulsive core near r ! 0, the binding energy m ust be
negative, so that the calculated m ass of the S-wave bound state is below the 2m , threshold.
W hereas for the P-wave due to the angularm om entum barrier which is non—zero and positive,
the binding energy becom es positive and the totalm ass is greater than 2m .

To evaluate the w idths for both S-wave and P -wave, we investigate the dissociation m ech—
anign of the pp bound state. Since the central value of the m ass of the S-wave bound state
is am aller than 2m ,, it dissolves into a pp pair via its w idth tail where the available energy is
su cient to produce a free pp pair. To evaluate the total w dth of the bound state, we need
to achieve the in agihary part of the potential which is induced by the absorptive part of the
loops In the pp elastic scattering am plitude (see the text or the concemed Feynm an diagram s
and som e details). T hus according to the traditionalm ethod E}I], we derive the real part of the
potential which m ainly com es from the treelevel scattering am plitude w here t-channelm esons
are exchanged, ncluding , , and ! .Forthe S-wave bound state not only t-channelexchange,
but also the schannel anniilation contribute. Nam ely in the schannel, and °are the nter-
m ediate m esons and they contribbute a realpart and an in aginary part to the e ective potential,
the schannel contrbutions are proportional to a delta finction (r) in the non-relativistic ap—
proxin ation. Thus the eigenenergy becomesEre i and the tin efactor isexp( iEret 31t
and the oorrespondsto the totalw idth and Ere i isa solution ofthe Schrodinger equation
w ih a com plex potential.

For the P-wave, the binding energy is positive and the angular m om entum barrier pre—
vents dissociation of the bound state. It is noted that since (0) = 0 for the P-wave, the
In aginary part of the com plex potential which is proportional to (r), does not result in an
In aginary part to the eigenenergy. T he dissolution m echanian of the bound state is the quan-—
tum tunnelling. By the W KB approxin ation m ethod 'Ll-g], the tunnelling transition proba—



bilty is exRp[p 2R;p 2 V E )dr], thus the total w idth of the P-wave bound state would be
2 expl 2; 2 E )dr], where = mTpj.sthereduoedmass.

Substituting the potential no m atter real and com plex, into the Schrodinger equation, and
solving i, one obtain both the eigenenergies and eigenfiinctions of both S-wave and P -wave
bound states. Then we can evaliate the m asses and totalw idths of the bound states. That is
the strategy of thiswork.

T his paper is organized as follow s. A fter this introduction, we derive the form ulation for
the com plex potentialw ith a brief introduction of the lnear m odel. In sec. ITT, we substitute
the potential Into the Schrodinger equation and solve it to cbtain the num erical resul of the
eigenenergy and eigenfiinction, then obtain the m asses and w idths of the S—and P -wave bound
states. In the section we also present all relevant param eters. T he last section is devoted to our
conclusion and discussion.

2 The form ulation

(1) The necessary inform ation about the m odel.
In the Iinear m odel, the e ective Lagrangian is

L=g (+ 5 ) i @

where is the wavefunction of the nuckon. W hen we calculate the scattering am plitude, we
Introduce a form factor to com pensate the o —shell e ects of the exchanged m esons. At each
vertex, the form factor is w ritten as Ei]

2 Mrﬁ .

2 g’
where is a phenom enological param eter and is value isnear 1 G&V . It is ocbserved that as
o ! 0 itbecom esa constant and if M , , Etumstobeuniy. In the case, as the distance is
In nitely Jarge, the vertex looks like a perfect point, so the form factor is sin ply 1 or a constant.
W hereas, as q2 ! 1 ,the form factor approaches to zero, nam ely, In this situation, the distance
becom es very am all, the Inner structure (quark, gluon degrees of freedom ) would m anifest itself
and the whol picture of hadron Interaction is no longer valid, so the form factor is zero which
cutso theend e ects.

To derive an e ective potential, one sets gy = 0 and writes down the elastic scattering
am plitude In the m om entum space and then carries out a Fourier transform ation tuming the
am plitude into an e ective potential In the con guration space. Follow Ing the standard pro—
cedure -Q], we derive the e ective potential from the scattering am plitude. Below , we present
som e details about the individual parts of the potential.

@)

(2) The e ective potentials.
(1) The realpart of the potential.



Herewe rstoonsiderthem eson exchanges at the t-channel, because the Interm ediate m eson
is a spacelke, i cannot be on itsm assshell, so that does not contribute to the Im aghary part
ofthe e ective potential. T hen wew illgo on discussing the schannel contrdbutions in subsection
(i) .

a.Via exchanging -meson:

The e ective vertex is

and cbviously only ° can be exchanged in our case.
T he scattering am plitude in the m om entum space is
gﬁ y 2 2 2 '

V@ = et Pt 9o

4
4m2(q2+m2) @

Follow ing the standard procedure, w e carry out a Fourier transform ation on V  (g) and obtain
the e ective potential in the con guration space:

S
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b.Via and and ! exchanges.
The e ective vertices are respectively
L =g 7 (7)
L =g, & A% ; a= 1;2;3; 8)
L, = Y ! 1o ©)

T he scattering am plitude via exchanging -m eson is

V@ = gﬁ—N[4m2 a9 4 4 Q@ i @ p;j—mzz‘
4m2(q2+m2) +q2 ’

through a Fourier transform ation, the potential is
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V ia exchanging vectorm eson (only ° contrbutes), the e ective potential is
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For exchanging an ! vectorm eson, the expression is sin ilar to that in the case, buthasan
opposite sign to the contrbution due to the G -pariy Eg-]_J, 2-2.'], thus one only needs to replace
the corresponding param eter values, such as them ass and coupling constant for by that for !
and add am inus sign in front ofallthe temm sofV (r). For saving space, we dian iss the concrete
expression for ! exchange.

c. The real part of the potential

A synthesis of all the individual contrbutions derived above stands as the real part of the
e ective potential, nam ely the traditional part of the e ective potential as

Vers (¥) VE+V @©+V @©+V (@

= Vo )+ Vg () + Vper () + Vr + Vgg:

In the expression the leading part of the potential is
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The spin-orbit term is
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T he relativistic correction which in our later num erical com putations is treated as a perturbation

to the leading part, is
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T he tensor potential is
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d. The case of pp is di erent from the deuteron where the constituents are p and n, nam ely
there is a pp annihilation at the schannel, which would contrbute a delta function to the
e ective potential.

Ifpp is n S-wave w th quantum numberI®Jf¢ = 0" (0 '), lh the schannelonk a 0" 0 *)
m eson can be exchanged. Here we only consider the low est-lying pssudoscalarm esons of 0 *
and °. Their contrbution can be w ritten as

2 m? 2 ( r) r) r?
Vi) = ng 2 2 2 1+— 2(2 om 2 Y w);

(4m m 4m 2m

wherem isthe nvariant m assp o1 + p2)¢ and p;; P2 are the Hurm om enta of the constituents
p and p respectively, and it is very close to 2m ,. For the contribution of 0, one only needs to
replace the corresponding param eters values. It is noted that these contributions still belong
to the real part of the e ective potential. Below, we w ill derive the im aginary contrbutions
Induced by the absorptive part of loops at schannel.

(i) The in aginary part of the com plex potential.

T he corresponding Feynm an diagram s are shown in Figsl and 2. Figl is the selfenergy of
and %which are o shelland Fig2 is a box diagram . O bviously, the elastic scattering of pp
is a strong-interaction process, so that parity, isogoin etc. quantum num bersm ust be conserved
and as long as the pp bound state is of the 0 * structure, only and © can be exchanged I
the schannel (Wwe neglect higherresonances).
T he concemed couplings are Ef}l, _-l-g, :_1-3]

Lep = %5% RP @; (10)
Lvvp = Gvvp" ev @ @ ); 11)
here P stands as pseudoscalar m esons, such as , and Uetec. and V denotes vector m esons,

such as ! and etc.

T he In agihary part of the potential is obtained in the follow ing way. F irst, we calculate the
absorptive part of the loops by the Cutkosky cutting rule In them om entum space t_lff] and carry
out a Fourier transform ation tuming i nto an in aghary part of the com plex potential.

(d) T he contrbution induced by the selfenergy of and °.

W e have obtained

Vin , @) B T L . ey P SIS

r) = m4m ¢ + (4m m4 + m ;

e 512m%@m? m?)? ’
2 2 2

S); DBrFigl@):

ZngﬁN (4m 2 m?fo+m2)2q

Vin , ©) = 16m?m 2+ (4m?2 m2 + m?2)2
2 512m2@m?2  m?)? o
o 23() BrFigil o)
X)), r M M
4m2 2 14 Jg



? LGy @m? mi +m?*)*d

Vin 5 €) = s2m Z@n?  ml) l6m?m?2 + (Am?2 mZ + m?)?
2 m2 2 s ,
W (r); ﬁ)rFJg:l(c):
and
g &y aem?  4m’m?)d 7 P 2 m? 2 3 .
Vip , ©) = 128 m 2 an > m2)2 lém lem“m W (r); forFigd d):

b. The contrbutions induced by the box diagram
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Taking the Fourder transform ation, we ocbtain
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E xpanding the expression w ith respect to P jand kesping tem s up to p?, we have the nal
expression as

h iN gf]N (4m2 m2+m2)2¢n2 2)4
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where the coe cient O m ;m  ;m ; ) ofp 2 is cbtained by a tedious but straightforward calcu—
lation, here for saving space we ignore the details.
Finally we obtain the in aginary part of the potential as

Vin (€©) = Vi, @) + Vg, @©) + Vg 5 @) + Vi, @)+ Vi, @©):



Tt isalso noted that forthe P -w ave resonance, the w avefunction at origin iszero, ie. (0) = 0,
at the lreading order there is no schannel contribbution to the e ective potential, and neither the
In aginhary part n the nale ective potential, sihoe In our approxin ation, all of them are pro-
portional to 3 (r).

In the practical com putation, a popular approxin ation i_l-S] for the delta fiinction

3

3(r) / —3 € o
2

is adopted.

3 N um erical results

By solving the Schrodinger equation, we obtain the zero-th order engenenergy and wave-
function, where the L-S coupling and tensor temm s are taken as perturbations and the in aginary
part of the com plex potential is treated In two ways. In temn s of the tradiional m ethod of
Quantum M echanics, we can calculate the corrections.

For the S-wave resonance we obtain the binding energy and the totalw idth as

m Gev) 047 048 049 0.50 051 0.52 0.53 0.54 0.55
Gev) 059 0.60 0.61 0.62 0.63 0.64 0.65 0.66 0.67

EsMev) | 1838 | 1723 | 1619 | 1530 | 1447 | 1367 | 1303 | 1242 | -11.88
sMev) | 3360 | 3008 | 2694 | 2415 | 2167 | 1949 | 1757 | 1590 | 1445

Table 1: the theoretical results for the S-wave w ith perturbative m ethod

T he num ber listed in table.l are cbtained in temm s of the perturbation m ethod. Nam ely, we
take the In aginary part of the com plex potential as a perturbation as well as the L-S coupling
and tensor tem s,

E=< oJH] o0>;

where H = H a1t 1 H a9 and o isthe wavefunction of zero-th order.
A s we sandw ich the im agihary part of the com plex potential between , the expectation
value is the iIn agihary part of the com plex eigenenergy as
iE imag = j§=< 0lVm @®3Jo0>7;
and

T hus the total eigenenergy is

E=Eg+ E rea1t 1E J'mag=E0+ E rea1

N



Instead, one can solve the Schrodinger equation w ith a com plex potential which would be
divided Into two coupled di erential equations. T he coupled equations cannot, in general, be
solved analytically, but only num erically. W e cbtain the com plex eigenenergy by solving the
equation group and the resuls are listed In tabl 2.

m Gev) 047 048 049 0.50 051 0.52 0.53 0.54 0.55
Gev) 059 0.60 0.61 0.62 0.63 0.64 0.65 0.66 0.67

EsMev) | 1410 | 1364 | 4317 | 4271 | 1225 | 1181 | 1138 | -10.99 | -10.62
sMev) | 2190 | 1948 | 1729 | 1529 | 1348 | 1187 | 1045 9.19 8.11

Tabl 2: the calculated results for the S-wave w ith direct program calculating

Com paring the results in tabl 1 and 2, we nd that there are som e deviations of no m ore
than 30% , and generally, the num bers obtained in the perturbation m ethod are a bit greater than
them by directly solving the ocoupled equations, but qualitatively, the two sets are consistent.
C onsidering the experin ental errors and theoretical uncertainties, we would conclude that the
tw o sets of num bers agree w ith each other.

For the P-wave, by solving the Schrodinger equation, we ocbtain the eigenenergy, and then
by the W KB m ethod, we can estin ate the dissociation rate, which tums out to be the w idth of
the P-wave resonance. The results are shown In Tablk 2.

m Gev) 047 | 048 049 | 050 051 052 0.53 0.54 0.55
( 10 *Gev) | 825]| 851 8.76 9.02 928 9.54 981 | 1008 | 1035
EpMev) 035 | 043 0.54 0.63 0.72 0.80 0.87 0.94 1.08
pMev) 911 | 1142 | 1500 | 1796 | 2022 | 2264 | 2426 | 2591 | 29.98

Tabl 3: The calculated values for P -wave

For the theoretical calculations, we have em ployed the follow ing param eters as inputs: m =
0938GeV);m = 0138Ge&V);m = 0:77GeV);m, = 0:783GeV);m = 0547GeV);m o
0:958(GeV);mg = 0:98GeV);m, = 098GeV) L6l ogyn = Ovw 135; gyn = Gy !

2

_ 2 g -

325 [ 22 = 04; 22" = 06 [y = 491Gev 1); o = 265GeV 1); g =
172Gev 1); o = 901GeV '); 4, = 680Gev ); o, = 780Gev ') (i3
g = 1l6Gev Hidikdl.

4 Conclusion and discussion

In thiswork, in tem s of the linear m odelwe Investigate the spectrum and totalw idth of
the possbl pp bound states. W e consider two possbilities that the observed enhancem ent is
due to a pp bound state in S—or P -w aves respectively.

10



A lltheparam etersem ployed in the calculationswere obtained by tting the data ofdeuteron.
W ih the very precise m easuram ent on the binding energy of deuteron and m ore or lss accurate
estin ate of the sd m ixing and charge radius, there is only a narrow window in the param eter
space E]. N am ely there is aln ost not much free room to adjist them , and neither is a large
range for changing our theoretical calculations, as long as the m odel is em ployed. T herefore the
new Iy observed resonance, if i is experin entally con m ed, can also provide an opportunity to
further testify the linear m odel.

W e derive the e ective potential between p and p, and for the S-wave structure, we sin ply
substitute it Into the schrodinger equation to ocbtain the binding energy. W e have also calculated
the absorptive part of the concemed loops by the Cutkosky cutting rule and it becom es the
In aginary part ofthe potential. D i erently from the deuteron case which isa bound state ofpn,
for the pp case, there exist schannelprocesses (see the gures In the text), which can contribute
a realpart (the tree levelm eson exchange) to the potential and an im aginary part through the
loop diagram s In the channel and both of them are proportionalto (r) at the concemed non-—
relativistic approxin ation. In this work, we ignore the dispersive part of the loops because it
depends on the renom alization schem e and only m akes a correction to the kading contribution
of the real part of the potential, but keep the absorptive part which is the only source of the
In aginary part of the potential.

W hen we solve the Schrodinger equation w ith a com plex potential, we have taken certain
approxin ations to sin plify the calculations. Then we obtain the m ass and total w idth of the
S-w ave resonance.

Tt is also noted that due to the G parity structure of the NN and NN systam s where N
refers to nuclkons, the potentials contrbuted by and are ofthe sam e sign for the N N and
N N system s, but the potential induced by © and ! should have opposite signs for the two
system s P1, 24]. In fact, for the deuteron case, which is in the pn structure, the contrbution of

0 is repulsive, and so isthat from  and ! . But forthe pp system, ° and ! induce attractive
potentials whik the contrbbution induced by and ramain unchanged. It can qualitatively
explain why the the binding energy or pp @out 18 M €V) is m ore negative than that for
deuteron (@bout 222Me&V).

FortheP -wave case, w here the w ave finction oforigin is zero, ie. (0) = 0, onedoesnotneed
to calculate the schannel contribution. The angular m om entum barrier prevents dissociation
of the bound state, but the quantum tunnelling lads to a naldissolution of the bound state
and this tunnelling rate determm ines the totalw idth or lifetim e of the P -wave bound state of pp.
Fig3 show s the e ective potential for S-wave and P -wave respectively. T he repulsive part at
the region of sm all r is due to the vectorm eson exchange. O ne also notes that for the S-wave,
besides the repulsive core for am all r the potential is attractive, w hereas for the P -wave, there
exists an angular barrier which results In an positive binding energy, ie. the totalm ass of the
P -w ave resonance is above the threshold of2m . Since the barrier isnot high, thebinding energy
isnot far above zero and the totalm ass is very close to 2m . To evaluate the tunnelling rate we
use the W KB m ethod, however, since the barrier is not m uch higher than the binding energy
level, using the W KB m ethod m ight bring up certain errors. T herefore the estin ated w idth can
only be valid to its order of m agnitude. Indeed, w ith present experim ental accuracy, we can
satisfy ourselves w ith such num bers, but de niely the future experin ents can provide us w ith
much m ore Inform ation and by them we willm odify our m odel and determ ine the concemed
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param eters to higher accuracy.

T he new Iy observed enhancam ent by BE S and B elle m ay have various Interpretations, one of
them isdue to a resonance ofpp. In this work we discuss this possibility in the linear m odel
and the obtained values are quantitatively consistent w ith the data. O urnum erical results show,
the total w idth and position of the proposed bound state, no m atter S-wave or P-wave do not
contradict the data, therefore both of them m ay be possble states which can accom m odate the
observed enhancam ent.

T he authorsof B] suggested an altemative explanation, ie. the nalstate interaction resuls
n the observed enhancem ent. To decide which m echanisn is right or dom nant would wait for
the fiture experin ents. W e hope that studies on the new resonance can enrich our know ledge
about the hadron physics and the interactions at the hadron level. O ur conclusion is that to
con m the observed enhanocem ent, m ore precise m easuram ents are needed.

A cknow Jedgm ent:

W e thank K .T . Chao for his helpfiil com m ents and suggestions, we also bene t from the
fruitfil discussions w ith C H . Chang. T his work is partially supported by the N ationalN atural
Science Foundation of China.

R eferences

[l] JZ.Baietal, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91 (2003) 022001.
2] K .Abeet al, Phys.Rev.Lett. 88 (2002) 181803; 89 (2002) 151802.

Bl BS.Zou and H C.Chiang, Phys.Rev.D 69 (2004) 034004; B . K erbikov, A . Stavinsky and

4] X G .Heet al.,, in preparetion.

B] H. Georgi, W eak Interactions and M odem P artick Theory, The Benmm in/Cumm ings
PubCo. (1984), New York.

] R.M achlidt, K .Holinde and Ch.E Ister, Phys.Rep.149,No.1 (1987).

/1Y B.Daiand Y L.W u, Eur.Phys.J.C (2004) ©O I 10.1140/ep »d/s2004-01-001-3.

B] Y #Bing D ing et al.,, hepph/0402109.

O] V .Benresteskii, E . Lifshitz and L. P taeevskii, Q uantum E lectrodynam ics, P ergam on P ress,
1982, New York.

[10] S. G asiorow icz, Q uantum M echanics, 2nd ed., W iy, 1995, New York.

12


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402054
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402109

96-107; D .Black et al,, Phys.Rev.D 58 (1998) 054012.

[l2] N N .A chasov and A A .K ozhevnikov, Phys.Rev.D 62 (2000) 056011.

A .Kucukarslan, S.Solmaz, O .Y ilm az, Acta Phys.Polon.B 34 (2003) 40954104; J.W ess
and B . Zum ino, Phys. Lett.B 37 (1971) 65.

[14] See eg., C. tzykson and JB. Zuber, Quantum Fild Theory, M oG row-H ill, 1980, New
York.

[L5] W .Lucha, F F.Schoberland D .G rom es, Phys.Rep.200,No.4 (1991) 127-240.
[L6] The D ata G roup, Eur.Phys.J.C 15 (2000) 1.

[l7] Z.Lin etal.Phys.Rev.C 61 (2000) 024904; B .H olzenkam p et al. NucL Phys.A 500 (1989)
485; G . Janssen et al. Phys.Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 1975.

[l8] L. Tiator, C.Bennhold and SS.Kam alov, Nucl Phys.A 580 (1994) 455-474.

[19] D eirdre Black, Am ir H . Farborz and Jossph Schechter, Phys.Rev.D 61 (2000) 074030.
201 M .Lublinsky, Phys.Rev.D 55 (1997) 249-254.

R1] E.K Iempt, F.Bradam ante, A .M artin and J.R ichard, Phys.Rep.368 (2002) 119-316.

R2] Jean-M arc R ichard, NucL P hys. P roc. Suppl, 86 (2000) 361.

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606331
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9902349

.
————— L ]
0
————— [ EEREER

(s

vl

P P
0ot

P P

P P
(Vs

P P
Figure 1:
Figure 2:

14

.
na 0.1
————— >—————4: e ettt
.

n

£0
0’ oo
————— | EEEEE] :+—~~>—————
Lo
@)
P P
,r]/
ot P P
,,,,, —
g
P P



V[GeV]

0.03;

0. 02}

0.01;

/\ 1
5 /, 15 20 25 30 35 GeV
-0.01} '
-0.02;
-0. 03!
Figure 3:

15



