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Abstract
P roduction of f3 (1710), a theoretical endeavor of pure scalar glieball state, is studied In de—
tail from exclusive rare B decay wihin the fram ework of perturbative QCD . The branching
fraction for B ! K £f,(1710) ' K (KK) is estinated to be about 8 10 ®, whilke for
B ! K f,@710) ! K ®K) it is smaller by roughly an order of m agniude. W ih the ac-
cum ulation of alm ost 1 billion BB pairs from the BaBar and Belle experin ents to date, hunting

for a scalar glueball via these rare decay m odes should be attainable.
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From them odem point ofview , properties of pssudoscalar m esons can be understood as
N am bu-G oldstone bosons due to the spontaneous sym m etry breaking of chiral sym m etry.
Their low energy dynam ics can be described by the chiral lJagrangian. O n the other hand,
scalar m esons are not govemed by any low energy symm etry lke chiral sym m etry and thus
they can not take advantage of the power ofa symm etry. Indeed, their SU (3) classi cation,
the quark content oftheir com position, as well as their spectroscopy are not well understood
for scalarm esons [l]. M oreover, possbl m ixings of the gg states w ith a pure glueball state
Z,3,4,5,6,7,[8]must be taken into consideration.

R ecent quenched lattice sim ulation [9] predicted the lowest pure glueball state hasam ass
equals 1710 50 80MeV and 3¢ = 0" . The rst error is statistical w hile the second is
due to approxin ate anisotropy of the lattice. T his suggests that before m ixing, a glueball
m ass should be closed to 1710 M €V, instead of the earlier lJattice result of 1500 M &V [Z].
This m akes f; (1710) a strong candidate for a lowest pure glueball state as advocated In
[L0] based on argum ent of chiral suppression in £, (1710) decays into pair of pssudoscalar
m esons. T he next two pure glieball states predicted by the quenched approxin ation [9]have
mases2390 30 120M eV and 2560 35 120M eV with®§ = 2 and 0 * respectively.
M ixingsbetween the nearby three isosinglkt scalars £, (1370), £, (1500), and £, (1710) and the
isovector scalar ag (1450) have been studied In detailin P]w ith the follow ngm ain result: In
the SU (3) symm etry 1im it, £, (1500) isa pure SU (3) octet and degenerate w ith the isovector
scalarm eson ag (1450), whereas f; (1370) ism ainly a SU (3) singlet with a an allm ixing w ith
£y (1710) which is com posed predom inantly by a scalar glueball.

Im portant production m echanian of glueballs is the decay of heavy quarkonium [L1,112,
13]. In fact, the cbsaerved enhancem ent ofthemode J= ! £, (1710)! relative to £, (1710)
and the oopious production of £, (1710) in the radiative J= decays are strong indication
that £, (1710) is mainly composed of glueball Z]. Another Interesting m echanian is the
direct production from €' e ! ! GjsH [14], where G ; stands for a glueball state of soIn
J= 0or2andH denotesa J= or .Recently, glueballproduction from nclisive rare B
decay [15] has also been studied. Ironically, scalar glieball state has never been observed In
the gluon-rich channels of J= (1S) decays or oollisions .

In this article, we w ill study glueball production via exclusive B decay using perturbative

1 Fora summ ary ofthe non-ggq candidates from the Particle D ata G roup, see p949 of Ref.[16].



QCD (PQCD). Firstly, we will ignore m ixing e ects and treat £, (1710) as a pure scalar
glieball suggested by the quenched lattice data. At the end ofthe paper, we w illdem onstrate
the m ixing e ects are m lnuscule. At quark kevel, the e ective Ham iltonian for the decay

b! sggcan be wrtten as [17]
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wih and beng the oolor indices and C,-€ 1y the corresponding W ilson coe cients.
In addition, the glionic penguin vertex rbf) ! sE’g (@ wih next-toJeading QCD
corrections is given by [L8]
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= PLVeVes®) [Fid g @L imF, qRIT'bE) o)

where g, is the strong coupling constant, my, is the bquark mass, T? is the generator for
the color group, and L R) = (1 5)=2, F1=4 C; @ )+ C¢g @ )= s()andF, =

2C§g (). Explict ormulas forC§ ;C¢ ; and Cseg can be ound in Ref. [19]. Since the
ground state scalar glueball is com posed of two gluons, the e ective Interaction between a

scalar glueball and glions can be w ritten as [LC]
L. = £,G,G% G® ; )

where f; stands for an unknown e ective coupling constant, G o denotes the scalar glueball
eld, and G? isthe gluon eld strength tensor. W ith these 4-quarks operators O; O

[2) and the two e ective couplings (3) and [4), we can embark upon the com putation of the



decay rates orB ! K ('G, usihg PQCD .The avordiagrams forB ! K ‘’G, decays are
displayed in Fig.[dl. Fig.(la) denotes contribution from the 4-quarks operators 04 1o given
in Eq.[2), whereasF ig.(1b) involves the glionic penguin vertex contribution ofEq.[3). Both
diagram sare ofthe sam eorderin . In the heavy quark 1im i, the production of Iight m eson
is supposed to regpect color transparency RQ], ie., nal state interactions are sublading
e ects and negligble. W e will work under this assum ption in what follows. M oreover,

diagram s like F ig[J that are ofhigher order n ¢ w illbe ignored.

FIG .1: Flavordiagram s fortheB ! K ()Gj.

( g j @% :

FIG.2:Other avordiagrams fortheB ! K ()G at higherorder in .

To dealw ith the transition m atrix elem ents for exclisive B decays, we employ PQCD
21, 122] factorization form alisn to estin ate the hadronic e ects. By the factorization the—
oram , the transition am plitude can be w ritten as the convolution of hadronic distribution
am plitudes and the hard am plitude of the valence quarks, n which the distrdoution am -
plitudes absorb the infrared divergences and represent the e ects of nonperturbative QCD .
A s usual, the hard am plitudes can be calculated perturbatively by follow ng the Feynm an
rules. T he nonperturbative cb pcts can be described by the nonlocalm atrix elem ents and



are expressed as 23,124,125]
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forB ,K ,and K m esons, regectively, where N . isthe numberofcolor, n aretwo light-lke
vectors satisfyingn, n= 2,and ; isthe longitudinalpolarization vector ofK . i x;b),

the distrbution am plitude of B m eson, is constructed as follow s R3]
Z

s )= k' Pk, e P 5 (k) 6)

wihx=k =p, . y &) and ' | (x)arethetwist2 and 3 distrboution am plitides ofK
m esons w ith the argum ent x stands for the mom entum fraction. Fially, ms and my ()
are themasses orthe B and K ) withm? = mZ=@m + my) wherem, and m ; denote
the light quark m asses. The m eson distrbution am plitudes are sub cted to the follow ing

nom alization conditions

21 £ 21 £ %1
dx K= P2, ax P =P dx o, =0 ()
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where 5 X)= 5 X;0)and f; g (), and fK(I()) are the decay constants. W e do not introduce

transverse m om enta for the light mesons K and K here which we will justify lJater when
we discuss the end-point singularities of the decay am plitudes.
In the light-cone coordinate system , we can pick the two light-lke vectors to be n, =

(1;0;0,)andn = (0;1;0,), and them om enta ofthe B and K m esons can be written as
mp mp
P = P5 1iLi0:); b= P £,)(1;0;0;); ®)

with 5, = mg,=mp . Forthe vectormeson K , we take

1
Px =4r§£_(l Jéoirf( 70); L=p=—A(@1 ]éo’. ]ﬁ i02) 5 ©)
2 ZrK

withrx = mg =my Ihwhih thephysicalcondition ; g = 0 issatis ed form assive vector

particle. Them om enta of the soectator quarks w ith their transverse m om enta Included are



given by
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W ih these light-cone coordinates and distribbution am plitudes de ned, we can study the
transition m atrix elements orB ! M Gyo M = K;K ).We rstanalyzeFi.[d@). W ithin
the PQCD approach, we nd that Fig.[ll@) is directly proportional to x;. Since x; is the
m om entum fraction ofthe valence quark inside the B m eson and its value is expected to be
X =m g lwith =mg m,.Comparngtox, O (1) Figllb)), is contrdoution
belongs to higher power In heavy quark expansion. A s an illustration, we can use the
operator O, n Eq. [J) to dem onstrate this e ect. Thus, one nds
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where Cy = (Nc2 1)=(@N.). It hasbeen shown in R5] that under Sudakov suppression
arising from k, and threshold resumm ations, the average transverse m om enta of valence
quarks are hk, i 15 GeV and the end point singularities at %, ! 0 In Eq.[11) can be
e ectively rem oved. W ith an explicit factor ofx; appearing in the num erator ofE q.[11l), this
contrbution is regarded asa higherpowere ect In 1=m 5 and therefore can beneglected. W e
note that this situation is quite sin ilar to the avor singlet m echanism to theB ! ?fom
factor R6]. A cocording to the PQCD analysis n Ref. 27], contrbution from the possbl
glionic component inside °to the B ! ° om factor also has sim ilar behavior. Is
num erical value is two orders of m agniude an aller than the B ! form factor. Sim ilarly,
other operators 0, 3 and Os 1y give the sam e behavior. T herefore, to the leading power In

ocp =M g , the contrbutions from Fig.[ll@) can be neglected. W e w ill concentrate on the
contribution of Fig.[dl ) in what follow s.

By using the Introduced nonlocalm atrix elam ents for m esons and the light-cone coor-

dinates given above, the transition m atrix element forB ! M Gy M = K ;K ) can be
cbtained from Fig.[d ) as

G 3
A, = 2BTEy v .M 12
M _pz—tstb M 12)



w ith the decay am plitude function M y given by
Z 1 Z 1 Z 1
mg
My = —5HCp bdb dx; dx; g X17b)
n 0 0 0 o

% e y &)+ e P )+ el , &) E Ohx;x;Db) (13)

Fo®@ ZO)L+2r +20 £)x] 350 Z)F,0;

A
|

3k [ 2F10@, + 1 Z)x)+nF, 00+ + 1 £ )x)];

nx 1 E)0 %)F,0; 14)

for the pssudoscalar K , and
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forthe vectorm eson K . Here we have Introduced the dim ensionless variablesr, = my=m g,

x = mg=mB,and rx = mg =myg . Thehard function h x;;x,;b) in Eq.[13) is given by
1 4 1) d 2
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withX;,= 1 =)k, + @ £ )xlandY;,= (I £ )xi1X;. The evolution factorE (t)
in Eq.[13) isde ned by
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whereexp ( 3 g)) is the Sudakov exponents that resumm ed large logarithm ic corrections

to the B (K ) m eson wave functions 2§,129]. T heir explicit form s are given by
5%
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where ( ¢( )) istheanomalousdinension. To lkradingorderin 4, ( s( )) equals s= .

The function s (Q ;b) n Eq.[18) is given by [30,/31]
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wih £ = 4 being the active avor number and g is the Eulr constant. A s m entioned
before, x; =m g 1, we have dropped all tem s related to x; In the above expressions
for feb(qi)g. Sincexrk ) 1, we have retained only those term s in the above form ulas for feb(qi)g
that are at m ost linear in r; (). The scale t where the strong coupling () In (17), the
Sudakov exponents In [18), and the F ; (t) and F, () In [14) are evaluated w illbe discussed
later. For com parison, we also present the form ula of the decay am plitude function M
wih k, = 0 in Appendix[Al.

For estin ating our num erical results, we take the values of theoretical param eters to

be:fz = 190Me&V, mp,= 44 GV, mp;mg ;Mg ;Mmg,) = (528;0:493;0:892;1:71) G&V,
ViV = 0041. Forthe B meson distribution am plitude, we use 28]
" ) #
1 mpx 1
5 (D)= Ngxi 1 x)’exp > — EngZ 1)
*B

wih Ng = 1112 GeV and !z = 038 Ge&V . For the distrlbution am plitudes of the light
psaudoscalar K and vector mesons K, we refer to their results derived by the light-cone
QCD sum rules in [BZ2,[33,134]. T heir explicit expressions and relevant values of param eters
are collected in the A ppendix B for convenience.

A coording to the results of light-cone Q CD sum rules, at an allx,, the behavior of tw ist=2
distrdoution am plitude cbeys the asym ptotic form () &k,) / % (1 %), whilst those of
tw ist-3 distrdoution am plitudes approach a constant [, (xz) / const. Consequently, at
an all x,, the decay am plitude function contrbuted by the tw ist2 distribution am plitudes
ofK () behaves like
X2 B ®1) x ) &2) / i1 %)% 0 ) _xd %)% 0 %)

k?qf % (g, + @ % )x2) G, + @ 2%

Obviously, even if one sets r;, to be zero, the e ects from tw ist2 distribution am plitudes

M e/

22)

ofK ¢) are welkde ned at the end point x, ! 0. Sim ilarly, the contrdoution from tw ist=3
distroution am plitudes to the decay am plitude function at an all x, behaves like
w3 X2 1) ) &2) %2 (1 %) _ x (01 x)?
() .
. k*q %@ + 1 B)x) @G+ 1 £ %)

W hencer;, ! 0,onewillsu er logarithm ic divergences from the tw ist3 distrbution am pli-

23)

tudes. In practice, r;; 032, the divergence w illnot occur. T his in plies that the In uence
ofk, can only bem ild. A sa comm on practice, we do not introduce transverse m om enta for

the valence quarks to suppress large e ects from end point shgularities.



Since the W ilson coe cients are  scale dependence, for sm earing its dependence, we
Include the values of W ilson coe cients with the next-toJeading QCD oorrections [19].
However, even so, the C 2;6;8g are still slightly -dependence. D ue to this reason, determ ina—
tion of the scale of exchanged hard gluons In F ig.[ll is also one of the origins of theoretical
uncertainties. For the gluon that attached to the penguin vertex b ! sg , it carries a typical
m om entum ofp F=my @ ¥)g + @ B )xe " W hen X1 =m , and x, isO (1),
say X, = 05, we getp ? 39 G &V . However, the gluon attached to the soectator quark
carries roughly a typicalm om entum ofp CRB=my @ ]é VK12 2 14 GeV.W enote
that a suitabl range of x, n PQCD is often taken as 03 0:¢7.Forde nieness, we take
the dem ocratic average value t = (p ? + P ~ ®)=2 as the hard scale, in which the allowed
value is within the range t 245 045 GeV.This justi es som ewhat the validity of the
PQCD approach and we w ill take this range of t as our theoretical uncertainties. For illus-

tration, we present the involring W ilson coe cients at di erent values of scale in Tablk [I.

TABLE I: The nvolving W ilson coe cients at various values of scale.

W ilson coe cient = 21 GeV 25Gev 30Gev
cs 617+ 0:781) 10 2 (5:80+ 0:89i) 10 2 (5:48+ 0891 102
ce 769+ 0:78i) 102 719+ 0:89i) 102 677+ 0:891) 102
Cg 0:170 0:165 0:161

8g

E ective Interactionsbetween a scalar glueballG ; and the pssudoscalars have been stud-
jed using chiral perturbation theory [L3,[35]. By usihg the current experim ental data [L€]
a1 (fo 1710)) = 137 8 MeV and BR (§(1710) ! KK ) = 038", this allows us to
get an estin ate of the unknown coupling f, = 007°05% Gev ! [15]. This resul of f,
should be taken as a crude estin ation. For one thing, the data of the branching ratio
BR (f, (1710) ! K K ) wasnot used for averages, ts, lim is, etc. by the PDG [16]. Instead

the follow ng two ratioswere used In the PD G analysis:

(£, (1710) ! )
R = 048 015; 4)
(f, 1710) ! KK )
£, (1710) !
R (£, 1710) ) < oa1: 25)

(fo @710) ! KK)
W ithin the approach of chiralperturbation theory [L5], would bedi cul to acocom m odate



these tw o ratios of Egs.[24)) and [25), since the leading term in the chiral Lagrangian is avor
blind. Here we w ill present ancther approach to estin ate fy. At quark level, the am plitude
for Gy ! og is proportional to the quark massm 4 and therefore chirally suppressed. Its
explicit form is given by [10]

16 "2 g. 1+

A(GO ! qq) = f) s 3 — = 1— UgVg 7 (26)

where denotes the velocity ofthe quark and ug (V) isthe quark (anti-quark) spinor. It has

been argued In [L0] that the chiral suppression ofthe am plitudeA G, ! gg) / m 4 persist in
allorder of 4. Onemay treat the coe cient of this decay am plitude as the short-distance
coe cient of the strongdecay G ¢ ! PP where P stands for a pssudoscalar m eson lke ,
K ,or etc, as illustrated in Fig.[3. Thus,

PP H. HBoi= EmYFF @) @7)

w ith, to lrading order in ¢,
P_
16 21 1+
—In
3 1
and F*F @ ) is the tin e-dike form factor P P fgi evaluated at Q% = m & . For the case

Y = .@mZ) ; (28)

FIG.3: Flhvordiagram fortheG, ! PP wih P being a pseudoscalar.
ofP = , we include the quark— avorm ixing e ect accordingto = cos 4 s 4 and

P_
O= sin 4+ cos with = (u+ dd)= 2, .= ss B6,37],and = 414 [3§]. Using

Eq. [27), the follow iIng ratios of the partial decay rates can be obtained

1=2

f 6ot ) _3mutma ¥ @E)F 1 dmimmi,
=K - = - !
Go! KK) 8 m?2 FEE@mZ)F 4 aZ=m?,

Go! ) 1 4m®=mj, =

=K = = —

Go! KK) 1 sgm2=m2 7

Jm, + mg)oos Fasm? )=2+mgsin® F @ )F
2m2FXE mg )F

29)

10



By taking the avorSU (3) approxin ation, one ndsthatF =FKKX £=f?,F s a=F KX
f2=fZ ,and F * ==F *¥ £=fZ . Withm,=mg= 10,m¢= 120, f = 130, fx = 160 [L€],
fq= 140, £, = 180 B7] (@l in unit ofM &V ), one deduces

R x = 0006; R x = 037: (30)

Identifying G ¢ to be £, (1710), these ratios are consistent w ith the current experim entaldata
quoted in Egs.[24) and [25). Using Eq. [26), the ©ollow iIng expression of f; can be obtained
1=2
8 Mg, G, I2<

K K 2 l 2
FEE mZ )m Y F mg,

£ = BRG,! KK); (31)

where 5, = 137 8M eV isidenti ed as the width of §, (1710). The tin e-lke form factor
F*% (¢ ) has been extracted in Ref. [39] by perform ing the data tting to non-resonant
B ! KKK decayswih the follow ing form

v
F*S Q) = 3 3FN(112+2F"N(2; + wrexp( wrQ%);
®) @) 5 1
) X X Q
wherev= m2 m’)=m, my), = 03Gev,x.’ = 326Ge&7?, x, = 502Gev?,
xl(Z) = 047 Ge&V?, x2(2) = 0, yr = 44e*™ GevV, and yr = 0:13 GeV 2. By ushg
BR G, ! KK) = 038.% [L€], the value for f, is estinated to be f, = 0086 ¢,

which is only slightly larger than the value obtained from the chiral Lagrangian approach.
In passing, we note that, using light-cone distrbution am plitudes, it has been argued in
Ref.35] that G4 ! ;KK m ight be dom inated by the 4-quark process of Go ! goog
which is not chirally suppressed. U sing this 4-quark m echanism and PQCD factorization
schem e, one would predict a lJarge ratio of R (£ =fx )* 0:48. For further discussion
of this issue, we refer our reader to R efs.[35, 140, (41].

U sing them atrix elem ent de ned by Eq. (13) w ith the above chosen values of param eters,
the values ofM () are given in Tabl[Il for f, = 0086 GeV ' and three di erent values of

scale. For com parisons, we also present the results with k, = 0 in Table[I.

Thebranching fractionsforB* ! K *;K *)G, decays are tabulated in Tabl[IIl. From
Tabk [, we nd that the branching fraction or B* ! K "G, is about one order of
m agnitude lJarger than that forB* ! K *G,. The di erence arises not only from the values
ofthe decay constants fx and fx entered In the distribution am plitudes, but also from the

11



TABLE II:Decay amplitudeM y (n unitsof10?) orB*Y !' ®*';K *)G, wih and wihout
k, at fo = 0086 GeV ! and three di erent choices of = 2:, 2:5, and 3:0 G &V . Numbers given

In brackets are w thout k; .

M ode = 21Gev 25Gev 30GeV

K "Gy 354 0421 3334 0441 322 0481
( 351 0:381) ( 328 0419 ( 3:08 0:431)

K "Gg 1113 1511 1256 1511 1240 1:701i
( 10:90 1171 ( 1018 125i) (960 1:331)

e ects ofe.’ P (x,) and e 4 (x,) In the K * G, mode, which are switched to 7 ,  (x,)

and ef) ﬁ (X,) respectively n the K "G, mode. W e also nd that the k, in uence on
B ! K "Gy decay isstrongerthan B* ! K *G,. In addition, when is snaller, k, has

lessere ectson thedecay B* | K "Gy.

TABLE III: Branching fractions (n unisof10 ®) orB* ! ® *;K ')G, wih and without k,
at fp = 0:086 G&V 1 and three di erent choices of = 241,25, and 30 G&V .Numbers given in

brackets are w ithout k, .

M ode =21 Gev 25Gev 30Gev

K "Gy 305 2:72 2353
(2:99) (2:62) (2:334)

K "Gy 2907 35:94 3606
(2650) (2321) (20:69)

T he branching fractions for the decay chainsB* ! K'Gy ! K" KK )z, and B™ !
K "Gg! K" KK)g, are tabulated In Tablk [IV], where the errors are com ing from the
experin ental data of BR (f, (1710) ! K K ). From Tabk[IVl, we Jeam that one has a better
chance to ook for the ground state of glueball through the threebody decaysB ! K KK,
since its branching fraction could be m ore than a factor of 10 largerthan B ! KKK.
Recently, BaBar had reported the llow ing branching ratio forB ! ® K )K where
the K *K ) pair com ing from the £, 1710) K42]

BRB ! 'K )eungK )= A7 10 03) 16 : 33)

12



TABLE IV: Branching fractions (in unitsof10 ®) orB* ! ®*;K *)KK )g, at = 2:,235,

and 30 Ge&V .Numbers given In brackets are w thout k, .

M ode =21 Gev 25Gev 30Gev
K" KK, 116053 1037058 0:96" 77
1 =l3+oo;§652 1 =OO+003563 0 =89+oo;é478
K * KK )g, 11:05" 228 13:66" 2, 13:70" %
100725 881" ) 786050

From the st and second rows in Tablk[IV], dentifying G, to be £, (1710), one can see that
our predictions are consistent w ith the experin ental data.

Bebrewe close, we want to address the issue ofm ixing e ects. A though we have treated
£y (1710) as a pure gluonic state, it should be Interesting to consider itsm xing e ects w ith
other gg states. To dealw ith the m xture of a pure glueballw ith the ggq quarkonia state, we
follow Ref. 4] to express the £, (1710) state as the follow Ing com bination

Fo (1710)i= Cy N i+ CsPi+ Ce B i 34)

where 5 1 isthe pure glueball state, N i= @u+ dd)=p 2, and Bi= ss.A ccordingly to one
ofthe m ixing schem es 2], the coe cients took the follow ing values: C y = 0:32,Cg5 = 0418,
and Cg = 0:93. The quoted resuls of these coe cients are sin ilar to those ocbtained by

others in Refs. [6,143]. The corresponding avor diagram s or the decaysB ! K ‘) ;S)
are shown in Fig.[4. Since the distrdbbution am plitude and decay constant for £, (1710) are
uncertain, for sin plicity, we use factorization assum ption to estin ate the hadronic e ects
for these twobody B decays. In temn s of the operators in Eq. [2), one can easily show that
the contrbutions from diagram Fig.[d@) and (d) are associated w ith the m atrix elam ent
N ©S)3 gPi. Shee the scalar N or S isC-even whik g g is C -odd, the contributions
from Fig.[4(@) and (d) must vanish because charge conjugation is a good quantum number

In strong interaction. On the other hand, the contrbutions from Fig.[db) and (©) are
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FIG.4: Flavor diagram s forthe B ! K ()(N;S). @) and () are from QCD and electroweak

penguin diagram s, while (c) and (d) denote the tree contributions.

non-vanishing and they can be derived as

Gr fx C

Agy = p%—*iez—l“(mé, mg) VeV, @5 xal) WeVgealFg" mg); (35

A = 1%3\/' V. 2m<fC Mas FEX m?); (36)

K S E tsVib S+S™~S mb+ms 6 0 s/

Gr fx Cy 2 2 u BN 2

Brow = p_ﬁ_pﬁ— (mB mN)l-VtStha4 \'{lsvubal]FO (mK )i 37)
G g

Agx s = p%vtsvtb stfscsﬁaz AGS @m3) (38)

S

orB* | K" N;S)andB* ! K ¥ NN ;S) decays, respectively, where ¢ ,a;, and aj,; are
de ned by

a1

I
@]
N
+
z’ﬂ)o

T o ot S54 Ce, Cu+ 9
a; = — + = —
6 N 2eq 8

o

e, is the electric charge of quark gand Fj" withM = N;S and Aj" ocorrespond to the
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B! M ;K ) form factorsparam etrized by [44,145]

W PP sqBs)i= i P mngmgq FfN<q2>+méq2m§qF§N<q2> ;
KK ©)P oB (s)i= P mngmlz‘q F 2K <q2>+m§q2mfz<qF§K @)
B (oi" )P 5SP (ps)i= 1 2my A (q2>"Kq2 g
Fmy +mg BEE @) "qu g
A" (cf)m:KJriquP %c? : 40)

APX () and AS¥ () are two other form factors that are not relevant in our analysis.
Wih =20Ge&V,Vy,s= 022,Vy= 36 10%e? 3, ;=72 ,my = 147Ge&V,mg = 150

GeV Bl FBYN m2)= 026,F%" mZ )= 028, F®% mZ)= 038, A% @mZ)= 042 H3],
and fg = 280 M €V |46], one has the follow Ing estin ation
Gpm; .
Ay + Bxs —p=2VV, ( 850+ 1371 10 ; (41)
2
GFmg : 4
Agx y + Ak s —pz—Vtthb @117+ 0:194i) 10° : @2)

C om paring these values to those com ing from the contrbution of purely gluonic state given
in Table[Il, one can conclude that the gg quarkonia contributions can be safely ignored.

In summ ary, we have studied the scalar glueball production In exclusive B decays by
using PQ CD factorization approach. T he typicalm om enta carried by the exchanged gluons
In the process is about half of the B meson mass. One thus expects our perturbative
resuls are trustworthy. A ccording to our analysis, we nd that the branching fraction for
BY ! K'Gyisafew 10°;however, orB* ! K "G, tcanbeaslmeas3 4 10.
Asa resul, the branching fraction for the decaying cham B* ! K ("G, ! K V" KK )g,
is  066(7:79) 10° . W ith the experin ental inputs of Egs.[24) and [29), we also expect
the branching ratios orB* ! K V" ( },and BT ! K )" ()5, are about 50% and
lessthan 10% ofB* ! K V" KK )g, respectively. In this work, we have focused on the
charged B m esons. Sin ilar conclusions can be drawn for the neutral B m esons where the
only di erence is their lifetin es. Theirm ass di erence m go mg+ ) ismerely 033 028
M &V [L6]and willnot a ect ournum erical resuls signi cantly. T hus dividing the branching
fractions given in Table[IIl and Tabk[IV] by the ratio g+=p50 = 1071 0:009 |16] from
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direct m easurem ents, one would obtain the corresoonding branching fractions for the neutral
B meson modes. Experinentally, themode B ! KK )¢ 710K  has been detected at
BaB:r with a branching ratio consistent wih our PQCD prediction. This work suggests
that detection of the resonant threebody mode B ! KK )¢ q7100K  wih a predicted
larger branching ratio can give further support of £, (1710) is a pure scalar glueball.

APPENDIX A: DECAY AMPLITUDE FUNCTION My W ITH k, =0

Since the m ass of glueball is m uch larger than those of ordinary psesudoscalars, we nd
that the in uence of transverse m om entum on the twobody decay B ! K ('G, isnot as
large as in the case of B decays into two lighterm esons. Setting K;, and K;, In them om enta
of the spectator quarks n Eq.[8) to be zero, the decay am plitude function M  given in
Eq.[13) can be sin pli ed to be

Z 1 Z 1
foCr
My = m dx; dx, p X1)
n® © 0 o
1 2 3
el )t el P )t el |y k) cOh&iix); @1
w ith the hard function h (X;;x,) given by
1
hx;;x%;) = : Az2)

(1 %), + O £ ))x)
APPENDIX B:DISTRIBUTION AMPLITUDES FOR K ()

In this appendix, we com pilke the light-cone distrbution am plitudes that entered in our
calculations. T he distribution am plitudes orK , de ned in Eq. (5), are expressed as ©llow s
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h i

£ _ _
x ®) = EpI;T&((l x)1+a§Cf2()+§c232();
C
£ = 27 3
P )= po— 1+3%@+6a) 9% +c, V() = KA K T4 278
27 2N, 2 2

- - 9
+CP() 0w +15FaE 3Kal 4 eT) 105 xS

1=2 3 K

3 !k Cy ()+§ By B 1 3 +6f ma x)
3
ts 0% 1433 +6a, hx ;
fK n h 3=2 3=2 3=2
g &) = —P—2 N b+ bC; " ()+BC, "()+hC; ()
C

30bx(l1 x)+Bh@ x)+khx]

+x(@1 x) 6b+ 5h 211 29+ 3 +%( xg+ 1 x)) ; ®B1)

where =1 2x and the G egenbauer Polynom ials G are given by,

- - 1 - 3 5
cPm =t cfe=-6¢ 1; ¢le=2 € t;
2 2 3
; 1
cl?@w = = 3 308+ 35t ;
8
_ _ 3 _ 5
cfw =3 cfo=S6f 1 cfe=C 7 st ®2)

The ooe cients fb ;g are de ned as

3 15 15
1+§If+15lfalz< EKaIf; b=3%al EKaIS;

1

by = 5 §3K!3K+§Iia§;b4= 3K 3K 7
Mg+ mg)? mZ m
ey =9 5 1 3f+el ; F=—1>2; F=_:_-_13 B3
mK mK
with m 4 being themass ofm, ormg4 shcem , my isassumed. Sincem 4 m,, In our
num erical estin ations, we take ¥ = ¥ = ¥ | W e display the values of decay constant,

m ass of strange quark, and relevant coe cients of distrdbution am plitudes for K m eson at
= 1Gev in Tabk[V].

17



TABLE V: The decay constant, m ass of strange quark (in unis of M €V) and coe cients of

distribbution am plitudes for K meson at = 1 G&V.

K K K
fx msg aq a, 3K ! 3k 3K

160 120 0.06 025 0:076 0.016 12 16

Sin ilarly, the distrdbution am plitude forK can be expressed as [33,134]
h i

_ fx k k . 3=2
¥ X) = p——06x(@1 x) 1+ 3a, +33C, () ;
2 2N,
fT h 1=2 3=2 1=2
P ) = P— 3%+ 3alC, ()+&C, ()+703iC, ()
2 2N.
3y o X +2 ormnd x4+ hx)
— — X X) ;
2" 1 x 2 !
(%) —p—g 6:L+°+1°+35T 20x% (1 )+ 52 1
X) = a, —a; —_— X X
K 4 2N, ! 472 g 3
2dx @1 x)+3, 3 2nad  x) 2): ® 4)

T he values of the decay constants and relevant coe cients of the distrdbbution am plitudes
forthe K meson are shown in Tablk[ 1.

TABLE VI: Thedecay constants (n unis ofM &V ) and coe cients of distrdbbution am plitudes for

K mesonat = 1Ge&V.
fx 7 a]I @) a]; aj ] +
210 170 0.10 0.09 013 0.024 024 024
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