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Abstract

Production off0(1710),a theoreticalendeavor ofpure scalar glueballstate,is studied in de-

tail from exclusive rare B decay within the fram ework of perturbative Q CD. The branching

fraction for B � ! K �� f0(1710) ! K �� (K �K ) is estim ated to be about 8 � 10�6 , while for

B � ! K � f0(1710) ! K � (K �K ) it is sm aller by roughly an order ofm agnitude. W ith the ac-

cum ulation ofalm ost1 billion B �B pairsfrom the B AB A R and Belle experim entsto date,hunting

fora scalarglueballvia theserare decay m odesshould beattainable.
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From them odern pointofview,propertiesofpseudoscalarm esonscan beunderstood as

Nam bu-Goldstone bosonsdue to the spontaneous sym m etry breaking ofchiralsym m etry.

Theirlow energy dynam icscan be described by the chirallagrangian. On the otherhand,

scalarm esonsarenotgoverned by any low energy sym m etry likechiralsym m etry and thus

they can nottakeadvantageofthepowerofa sym m etry.Indeed,theirSU(3)classi�cation,

thequark contentoftheircom position,aswellastheirspectroscopy arenotwellunderstood

forscalarm esons[1].M oreover,possiblem ixingsoftheq�q stateswith a pureglueballstate

[2,3,4,5,6,7,8]m ustbetaken into consideration.

Recentquenched latticesim ulation [9]predicted thelowestpureglueballstatehasam ass

equals1710� 50� 80 M eV and JP C = 0+ + .The�rsterrorisstatisticalwhilethesecond is

due to approxim ate anisotropy ofthe lattice. Thissuggeststhatbefore m ixing,a glueball

m ass should be closed to 1710 M eV,instead ofthe earlier lattice result of1500 M eV [2].

This m akes f0(1710) a strong candidate for a lowest pure glueballstate as advocated in

[10]based on argum ent ofchiralsuppression in f0(1710)decays into pairofpseudoscalar

m esons.Thenexttwopureglueballstatespredicted bythequenched approxim ation [9]have

m asses2390� 30� 120M eV and 2560� 35� 120M eV with JP C = 2+ + and 0�+ respectively.

M ixingsbetween thenearby threeisosingletscalarsf0(1370),f0(1500),and f0(1710)and the

isovectorscalara0(1450)havebeen studied in detailin [2]with thefollowing m ain result:In

theSU(3)sym m etry lim it,f0(1500)isapureSU(3)octetand degeneratewith theisovector

scalarm eson a0(1450),whereasf0(1370)ism ainly a SU(3)singletwith a sm allm ixing with

f0(1710)which iscom posed predom inantly by a scalarglueball.

Im portantproduction m echanism ofglueballsisthedecay ofheavy quarkonium [11,12,

13].In fact,theobserved enhancem entofthem odeJ= ! f0(1710)! relativeto f0(1710)�

and the copious production off0(1710)in the radiative J= decays are strong indication

that f0(1710) is m ainly com posed ofglueball[2]. Another interesting m echanism is the

directproduction from e+ e� ! 
� ! G JH [14],whereG J standsforaglueballstateofspin

J = 0 or2 and H denotesa J= or�.Recently,glueballproduction from inclusive rareB

decay [15]hasalso been studied.Ironically,scalarglueballstatehasneverbeen observed in

thegluon-rich channelsofJ= (1S)decaysor

 collisions1.

In thisarticle,wewillstudy glueballproduction viaexclusiveB decay usingperturbative

1 Fora sum m ary ofthe non-q�q candidatesfrom the ParticleData G roup,seep949 ofRef.[16].
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QCD (PQCD).Firstly,we willignore m ixing e�ects and treat f0(1710) as a pure scalar

glueballsuggested bythequenched latticedata.Attheend ofthepaper,wewilldem onstrate

the m ixing e�ects are m inuscule. At quark level,the e�ective Ham iltonian for the decay

b! sq�q can bewritten as[17]

H e� =
G F
p
2

X

q= u;c

Vq

"

C1(�)O
(q)

1 (�)+ C2(�)O
(q)

2 (�)+

10X

i= 3

Ci(�)O i(�)

#

; (1)

where Vq = V �

qsVqb denotes the product of Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM ) m atrix

elem entsand theoperatorsO 1-O 10 arede�ned as

O
(q)

1
= (�s�q�)V �A (�q�b�)V �A ; O

(q)

2
= (�s�q�)V �A (�q�b�)V �A ;

O 3 = (�s�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V �A ; O 4 = (�s�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V �A ;

O 5 = (�s�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V + A ; O 6 = (�s�b�)V �A

X

q

(�q�q�)V + A ;

O 7 =
3

2
(�s�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V + A ; O 8 =
3

2
(�s�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V + A ;

O 9 =
3

2
(�s�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V �A ; O 10 =
3

2
(�s�b�)V �A

X

q

eq(�q�q�)V �A ; (2)

with � and � being the color indices and C1-C10 the corresponding W ilson coe�cients.

In addition,the gluonic penguin vertex for b(p) ! s(p0)g�(q) with next-to-leading QCD

correctionsisgiven by [18]

�
�a
= �

G F
p
2

gs

4�2
V
�

tsVtb�s(p
0
)[�F 1(q

2


� � q

� 6q)L � imbF2�
��
q�R]T

a
b(p); (3)

where gs is the strong coupling constant,m b is the b-quark m ass,Ta is the generator for

the colorgroup,and L(R)= (1� 
5)=2,�F 1 = 4�(C e�
4
(q;�)+ C e�

6
(q;�))=�s(�)and F2 =

� 2Ce�8g(�). Explicit form ulas for C e�
4 ;C e�

6 ;and C e�
8g can be found in Ref.[19]. Since the

ground state scalarglueballiscom posed oftwo gluons,the e�ective interaction between a

scalarglueballand gluonscan bewritten as[10]

Le� = f0G 0G
a
��G

a��
; (4)

where f0 standsforan unknown e�ective coupling constant,G 0 denotesthescalarglueball

�eld,and G a
�� isthe gluon �eld strength tensor. W ith these 4-quarksoperatorsO 1 � O10

(2)and thetwo e�ectivecouplings(3)and (4),wecan em bark upon thecom putation ofthe
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decay ratesforB ! K (�)G 0 using PQCD.The
avordiagram sforB ! K (�)G 0 decaysare

displayed in Fig.1.Fig.(1a)denotescontribution from the 4-quarksoperatorsO 1�10 given

in Eq.(2),whereasFig.(1b)involvesthegluonicpenguin vertex contribution ofEq.(3).Both

diagram sareofthesam eorderin �s.In theheavyquarklim it,theproduction oflightm eson

is supposed to respect colortransparency [20],i.e.,�nalstate interactions are subleading

e�ects and negligible. W e willwork under this assum ption in what follows. M oreover,

diagram slikeFig.2 thatareofhigherorderin �s willbeignored.

q

b

q

G

(a)

s G

−(pB − k1)

k1

−(pK(∗) − k2)

k2

k

q

sb

qq

(b)

FIG .1:Flavordiagram sforthe B ! K (�)G 0.

sb

FIG .2:O ther
avordiagram sfortheB ! K (�)G 0 athigherorderin �s.

To dealwith the transition m atrix elem ents forexclusive B decays,we em ploy PQCD

[21,22]factorization form alism to estim ate the hadronic e�ects. By the factorization the-

orem ,the transition am plitude can be written asthe convolution ofhadronic distribution

am plitudes and the hard am plitude ofthe valence quarks,in which the distribution am -

plitudesabsorb theinfrared divergencesand representthee�ectsofnonperturbative QCD.

Asusual,the hard am plitudescan be calculated perturbatively by following the Feynm an

rules. The nonperturbative objectscan be described by the nonlocalm atrix elem entsand
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areexpressed as[23,24,25]

Z
d4z

(2�)4
e
�ik�zh0j�b�(0)q�(z)jB (pB )i = �

i
p
2N c

[(6pB + m B )
5]���B (k);

Z
d4z

(2�)4
e
�ixp K �zhK (pK )j�q�(z)s�(0)j0i = �

i
p
2N c

�
[
5 6pK ]���K (x)+ [
5]��m

0

K �
p

K
(x)

+m
0

K [
5(6n+ 6n� � 1)]���
�
K (x)

	
;

Z
d4z

(2�)4
e
�ixp K ��zhK �

(pK �;�L)j�q�(z)s�(0)j0i =
1

p
2N c

fm K �[6�L]���K �(x)

+[6�L 6pK �]���
p

K �(x)+ m K �[1]���
�
K �(x)g ;(5)

forB ,K ,and K � m esons,respectively,whereN c isthenum berofcolor,n� aretwolight-like

vectorssatisfying n+ � n� = 2,and �L isthelongitudinalpolarization vectorofK
�.�B (x;b),

thedistribution am plitudeofB m eson,isconstructed asfollows[25]

�B (x;b)=

Z

dk
+
d
2
k? e

i~k? �
~b
�B (k) (6)

with x = k� =p
�

B
.�K (�)(x)and �

p;�

K (�)
(x)arethetwist-2 and 3distribution am plitudesofK (�)

m esons with the argum ent x stands for the m om entum fraction. Finally,m B and m K (�)

are the m asses for the B and K (�) with m 0
K = m 2

K =(m s + m q) where m q and m s denote

the lightquark m asses. The m eson distribution am plitudesare subjected to the following

norm alization conditions

Z
1

0

dx�B (K (�))(x)=
fB (K (�))

2
p
2N c

;

Z
1

0

dx�
p

K (�)
(x)=

f
(T)

K (�)

2
p
2N c

;

Z
1

0

dx�
�

K (�)(x)= 0 (7)

where�B (x)= �B (x;0)and fB (K (�)) and f
(T)

K (�) arethedecay constants.W edonotintroduce

transverse m om enta forthe lightm esonsK and K � here which we willjustify laterwhen

wediscusstheend-pointsingularitiesofthedecay am plitudes.

In the light-cone coordinate system ,we can pick the two light-like vectors to be n+ =

(1;0;0? )and n� = (0;1;0? ),and them om enta oftheB and K m esonscan bewritten as

pB =
m B
p
2
(1;1;0? ); pK =

m B
p
2
(1� r

2

G 0
)(1;0;0? ); (8)

with rG 0
= m G 0

=m B .Forthevectorm eson K
�,wetake

pK � =
m B
p
2
(1� r

2

G 0
;r

2

K �;0? ); �L =
1

p
2rK �

(1� r
2

G 0
;� r

2

K �;0? ); (9)

withrK � = m K �=m B inwhich thephysicalcondition�L� pK � = 0issatis�edform assivevector

particle.Them om enta ofthespectatorquarkswith theirtransversem om enta included are
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given by

k1 =

�

0;
m B
p
2
x1;

~k1?

�

; k2 =

�
m B
p
2
(1� r

2

G 0
)x2;0;

~k2?

�

: (10)

W ith theselight-conecoordinatesand distribution am plitudesde�ned,wecan study the

transition m atrix elem entsforB ! M G 0 (M = K ;K �).W e�rstanalyzeFig.1(a).W ithin

the PQCD approach,we �nd thatFig.1(a)isdirectly proportionalto x1. Since x1 isthe

m om entum fraction ofthevalencequark insidetheB m eson and itsvalueisexpected to be

x1 � ��=m B � 1 with �� = m B � mb.Com paring to x2 � O (1)(Fig.1(b)),itscontribution

belongs to higher power in heavy quark expansion. As an illustration, we can use the

operatorO 4 in Eq.(2)to dem onstratethise�ect.Thus,one�nds

M O 4
/

4f0g
2
sCF

p
2

p
N cfK m

6

B

Z

dx1dx2
d~k1?

(2�)2

d~k2?

(2�)2

�

1�
m 2

G 0

m 2
B

�

(2� x2)x2x1�B (x1;
~k1? )

�
1

(m 2
G 0
� m2

B
x1)� j~k1? j

2
�

1

m 2
B
x1x2 � j~k1? � ~k2? j

2
�

1

m 2
G 0
(1� x2)� j~k2? j

2

1

jk2
2?
j2
;

(11)

where CF = (N 2
c � 1)=(2Nc). It has been shown in [25]that under Sudakov suppression

arising from k? and threshold resum m ations,the average transverse m om enta ofvalence

quarksare hk? i� 1:5 GeV and the end pointsingularitiesatx1;2 ! 0 in Eq.(11)can be

e�ectively rem oved.W ith an explicitfactorofx1 appearingin thenum eratorofEq.(11),this

contribution isregarded asahigherpowere�ectin 1=m B and thereforecan beneglected.W e

notethatthissituation isquitesim ilarto the
avorsingletm echanism to theB ! �0form

factor [26]. According to the PQCD analysis in Ref.[27],contribution from the possible

gluonic com ponent inside �0 to the B ! �0 form factor also has sim ilar behavior. Its

num ericalvalueistwo ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan theB ! � form factor.Sim ilarly,

otheroperatorsO 1�3 and O 5�10 givethesam ebehavior.Therefore,to theleading powerin

�Q C D =m B ,the contributionsfrom Fig.1(a)can be neglected. W e willconcentrate on the

contribution ofFig.1(b)in whatfollows.

By using the introduced nonlocalm atrix elem ents form esons and the light-cone coor-

dinates given above,the transition m atrix elem ent for B ! M G 0 (M = K ;K �) can be

obtained from Fig.1(b)as

A M =
G F m

3

Bp
2

VtsV
�

tbM M (12)
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with thedecay am plitudefunction M M given by

M M =
m B

�
f0CF

Z
1

0

bdb

Z
1

0

dx1

Z
1

0

dx2�B (x1;b)

� x2

n

e
(1)

M
�M (x2)+ e

(2)

M
�
p

M
(x2)+ e

(3)

M
�
�
M (x2)

o

E (t)h(x1;x2;b) (13)

e
(1)

K
= �F 1(t)(1� r

2

G 0
)[1+ 2r

2

G 0
+ 2(1� r

2

G 0
)x2]� 3rb(1� r

2

G 0
)F2(t);

e
(2)

K
= 3rK [� 2�F 1(t)(r

2

G 0
+ (1� r

2

G 0
)x2)+ rbF2(t)(1+ r

2

G 0
+ (1� r

2

G 0
)x2)];

e
(3)

K
= rbrK (1� r

2

G 0
)(1� x2)F2(t); (14)

forthepseudoscalarK ,and

e
(1)

K � = e
(1)

K
; e

(2)

K � =
rK �

rK
(1� r

2

G 0
)e

(3)

K
; e

(3)

K � =
rK �

rK
e
(2)

K
; (15)

forthevectorm eson K �.Herewehaveintroduced thedim ensionlessvariablesrb = m b=m B ,

rK = m 0
K =m B ,and rK � = m K �=m B .Thehard function h(x1;x2;b)in Eq.(13)isgiven by

h(x1;x2;b) =
1

X 12 + Y12

�

K 0

�q

m 2

B
Y12 b

�

� i
�

2
H

(1)

0

�q

m 2

B
X 12 b

��

(16)

with X 12 = (1� x1)[r
2

G 0
+ (1� r2G 0

)x2]and Y12 = (1� r2G 0
)x1x2.Theevolution factorE (t)

in Eq.(13)isde�ned by

E (t)= �s(t)e
�S B (t)�S K (t)

; (17)

where exp(� SB (K ))isthe Sudakov exponentsthatresum m ed largelogarithm ic corrections

to theB (K )m eson wavefunctions[28,29].Theirexplicitform saregiven by

SB (t)= s(x1p
+

B
;b)+

5

3

Z t

1=b

d��

��

(�s(��));

SK (t)= s(x2p
+
;b)+ s((1� x2)p

+
;b)+ 2

Z
t

1=b

d��

��

(�s(��)); (18)

where
(�s(�))istheanom alousdim ension.Toleading orderin �s,
(�s(�))equals� �s=�.

Thefunction s(Q;b)in Eq.(18)isgiven by [30,31]

s(Q;b)=

Z Q

1=b

d�

�

�

ln

�
Q

�

�

A(�s(�))+ B (�s(�))

�

; (19)

where

A = CF

�s

�
+

�
67

9
�
�2

3
�
10

27
f +

2

3
�0ln

�
e
E

2

���
�s

�

�2
;

B =
2

3

�
�s

�

�

ln

�
e2
E �1

2

�

(20)
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with f = 4 being the active 
avor num ber and 
E is the Euler constant. As m entioned

before,x1 � ��=m B � 1,we have dropped allterm srelated to x1 in the above expressions

forfe
(i)

M
g.SincerK (�) � 1,wehaveretained onlythoseterm sin theaboveform ulasforfe

(i)

M
g

thatare atm ost linear in rK (�). The scale twhere the strong coupling �s(t) in (17),the

Sudakov exponentsin (18),and the�F 1(t)and F2(t)in (14)areevaluated willbediscussed

later. Forcom parison,we also present the form ula ofthe decay am plitude function M M

with k? = 0 in Appendix A.

For estim ating our num ericalresults,we take the values oftheoreticalparam eters to

be:fB = 190 M eV,m b = 4:4 GeV,(m B ;m K ;m K �;m G 0
)= (5:28;0:493;0:892;1:71)GeV,

VtsV
�

tb = � 0:041.FortheB m eson distribution am plitude,weuse[28]

�B (x1;b)= N B x
2

1(1� x1)
2
exp

"

�
1

2

�
m B x1

!B

� 2

�
1

2
!
2

B b
2

#

(21)

with N B = 111:2 GeV and !B = 0:38 GeV.For the distribution am plitudes ofthe light

pseudoscalar K and vector m esons K �,we referto their results derived by the light-cone

QCD sum rulesin [32,33,34].Theirexplicitexpressionsand relevantvaluesofparam eters

arecollected in theAppendix B forconvenience.

Accordingtotheresultsoflight-coneQCD sum rules,atsm allx2,thebehavioroftwist-2

distribution am plitude obeys the asym ptotic form �K (�)(x2)/ x2(1� x2),whilst those of

twist-3 distribution am plitudes approach a constant �
p;�

K (�)
(x2) / const. Consequently,at

sm allx2,the decay am plitude function contributed by the twist-2 distribution am plitudes

ofK (�) behaveslike

M tw2

K (�) /
x2�B (x1)�K (�)(x2)

k2q2
/
x2x

2
1(1� x1)

2x2(1� x2)

x1x2(r
2
G 0
+ (1� r2

G 0
)x2)

=
x1(1� x1)

2x2(1� x2)

(r2
G 0
+ (1� r2

G 0
)x2)

: (22)

Obviously,even ifone setsrG 0
to be zero,the e�ectsfrom twist-2 distribution am plitudes

ofK (�) are well-de�ned atthe end pointx2 ! 0. Sim ilarly,the contribution from twist-3

distribution am plitudesto thedecay am plitudefunction atsm allx2 behaveslike

M tw3

K (�) /
x2�B (x1)�

p;�

K (�)
(x2)

k2q2
/

x2x
2
1
(1� x1)

2

x1x2(r
2
G 0
+ (1� r2

G 0
)x2)

=
x1(1� x1)

2

(r2
G 0
+ (1� r2

G 0
)x2)

: (23)

W hencerG 0
! 0,onewillsu�erlogarithm icdivergencesfrom thetwist-3distribution am pli-

tudes.In practice,rG 0
� 0:32,thedivergencewillnotoccur.Thisim pliesthatthein
uence

ofk? can only bem ild.Asa com m on practice,wedo notintroducetransversem om enta for

thevalencequarksto suppresslargee�ectsfrom end pointsingularities.
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Since the W ilson coe�cients are � scale dependence,for sm earing its dependence,we

include the values ofW ilson coe�cients with the next-to-leading QCD corrections [19].

However,even so,theC e�
4;6;8g arestillslightly �-dependence.Dueto thisreason,determ ina-

tion ofthe scale ofexchanged hard gluonsin Fig.1 isalso oneofthe originsoftheoretical

uncertainties.Forthegluon thatattached tothepenguin vertex b! sg�,itcarriesatypical

m om entum of
p
q2 = m B

�
(1� x1)(r

2
G 0
+ (1� r2G 0

)x2
�1=2

.W hen x1 � ��=m b and x2 isO (1),

say x2 = 0:5,we get
p
q2 � 3:9 GeV.However,the gluon attached to the spectatorquark

carriesroughly a typicalm om entum of
p
� k2 = m B

�
(1� r2G 0

)x1x2
�1=2

� 1:4 GeV.W enote

thata suitablerangeofx2 in PQCD isoften taken as� 0:3� 0:7.Forde�niteness,wetake

the dem ocratic average value t= (
p
q2 +

p
� k2)=2 asthehard scale,in which the allowed

value iswithin the range t� 2:45� 0:45 GeV.Thisjusti�essom ewhatthe validity ofthe

PQCD approach and wewilltakethisrangeoftasourtheoreticaluncertainties.Forillus-

tration,wepresenttheinvolving W ilson coe�cientsatdi�erentvaluesof� scalein Table I.

TABLE I: Theinvolving W ilson coe�cientsatvariousvaluesof� scale.

W ilson coe�cient � = 2:1 G eV 2.5 G eV 3.0 G eV

C e�
4

� (6:17+ 0:78i)� 10�2 � (5:80+ 0:89i)� 10�2 � (5:48+ 0:89i)� 10�2

C e�
6

� (7:69+ 0:78i)� 10�2 � (7:19+ 0:89i)� 10�2 � (6:77+ 0:89i)� 10�2

C e�
8g � 0:170 � 0:165 � 0:161

E�ectiveinteractionsbetween ascalarglueballG 0 and thepseudoscalarshavebeen stud-

ied using chiralperturbation theory [15,35]. By using the currentexperim entaldata [16]

�total(f0(1710)) = 137� 8 M eV and BR(f0(1710) ! K �K ) = 0:38
+ 0:09
�0:19 ,this allows us to

get an estim ate ofthe unknown coupling f0 = 0:07
+ 0:009
�0:018 GeV �1 [15]. This result off0

should be taken as a crude estim ation. For one thing,the data ofthe branching ratio

BR(f0(1710)! K �K )wasnotused foraverages,�ts,lim its,etc.by thePDG [16].Instead

thefollowing two ratioswereused in thePDG analysis:

R �=K �
�(f0(1710)! ��)

�(f0(1710)! K �K )
= 0:48� 0:15; (24)

R �=K �
�(f0(1710)! ��)

�(f0(1710)! K �K )
< 0:11: (25)

W ithin theapproach ofchiralperturbation theory [15],itwould bedi�culttoaccom m odate
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thesetworatiosofEqs.(24)and (25),sincetheleadingterm in thechiralLagrangian is
avor

blind.Herewewillpresentanotherapproach to estim atef0.Atquark level,theam plitude

forG 0 ! q�q is proportionalto the quark m ass m q and therefore chirally suppressed. Its

explicitform isgiven by [10]

A(G 0 ! q�q) = � f0�s
16�

p
2

3

m q

�
ln

�
1+ �

1� �

�

�uqvq; (26)

where� denotesthevelocity ofthequark and uq(vq)isthequark (anti-quark)spinor.Ithas

been argued in [10]thatthechiralsuppression oftheam plitudeA(G 0 ! q�q)/ m q persistin

allorderof�s.Onem ay treatthecoe�cientofthisdecay am plitudeastheshort-distance

coe�cientofthe strong decay G 0 ! PP where P standsfora pseudoscalarm eson like �,

K ,or� etc,asillustrated in Fig.3.Thus,

hPPjH e�jG 0i = � f0m qY F
P P
(m

2

G 0
); (27)

with,to leading orderin �s,

Y = �s(m
2

G 0
)
16�

p
2

3

1

�
ln

�
1+ �

1� �

�

; (28)

and F P P (m 2
G 0
)isthetim e-likeform factorhPPj�qqj0ievaluated atQ 2 = m 2

G 0
.Forthecase

q

q′

q′

G0

q

FIG .3:Flavordiagram fortheG 0 ! P P with P being a pseudoscalar.

ofP = �,we include the quark-
avorm ixing e�ectaccording to � = cos��q � sin��s and

�0= sin��q + cos��s with �q = (u�u+ d�d)=
p
2,�s = s�s [36,37],and � = 41:4� [38].Using

Eq.(27),thefollowing ratiosofthepartialdecay ratescan beobtained

R �=K =
�(G 0 ! ��)

�(G 0 ! K �K )
=
3

8

(m u + m d)
2

m 2
s

jF ��(m 2

G 0
)j2

jF K K (m 2
G 0
)j2

�
1� 4m2�=m

2
G 0

�1=2

�
1� 4m2

K
=m 2

G 0

�1=2 ;

R �=K =
�(G 0 ! ��)

�(G 0 ! K �K )
=

�
1� 4m2�=m

2
G 0

�1=2

�
1� 4m2

K
=m 2

G 0

�1=2

�
j(m u + m d)cos

2�F �q�q(m 2

G 0
)=2+ m ssin

2�F �s�s(m 2

G 0
)j2

2m 2
sjF

K K (m 2
G 0
)j2

: (29)
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Bytakingthe
avorSU(3)approxim ation,one�ndsthatF ��=F K K � f2�=f
2
K ,F

�q�q=F K K �

f2q=f
2

K ,and F
�s�s=F K K � f2s=f

2

K .W ith m u = m d = 10,m s = 120,f� = 130,fK = 160 [16],

fq = 140,fs = 180 [37](allin unitofM eV),onededuces

R �=K = 0:006; R �=K = 0:37: (30)

Identifying G 0 tobef0(1710),theseratiosareconsistentwith thecurrentexperim entaldata

quoted in Eqs.(24)and (25).Using Eq.(26),thefollowing expression off0 can beobtained

f
2

0 =
8�m G 0

�G 0

jF K K (m 2
G 0
)m sY j

2

�

1�
4m 2

K

m 2
G 0

� 1=2

BR(G 0 ! K K ); (31)

where �G 0
= 137� 8 M eV isidenti�ed asthewidth off0(1710).The tim e-like form factor

F K K (m 2

G 0
)hasbeen extracted in Ref.[39]by perform ing the data �tting to non-resonant

B ! K K K decayswith thefollowing form

F
K K

(Q) =
v

3

�

3F
(1)

N R
+ 2F

(2)

N R

�

+ �N R exp(� �N R Q
2
);

F
(n)

N R
=

 

x
(n)

1

Q 2
+
x
(n)

2

Q 4

! �

ln
Q 2

�2

�
�1

; (32)

where v = (m 2
K � m2�)=(m s � md),� = 0:3 GeV,x

(1)

1 = � 3:26 GeV2,x
(1)

2 = 5:02 GeV 4,

x
(2)

1
= 0:47 GeV 2, x

(2)

2
= 0, �N R = 4:4ei�=4 GeV,and �N R = 0:13 GeV �2 . By using

BR(G 0 ! K K ) = 0:38
+ 0:09
�0:19 [16], the value for f0 is estim ated to be f0 = 0:086

+ 0:010
�0:026 ,

which isonly slightly largerthan the value obtained from the chiralLagrangian approach.

In passing,we note that,using light-cone distribution am plitudes,it has been argued in

Ref.[35]that G 0 ! ��;K �K m ight be dom inated by the 4-quark process ofG 0 ! q�qq�q

which is notchirally suppressed. Using this 4-quark m echanism and PQCD factorization

schem e,one would predicta largeratio ofR �=K � (f�=fK )
4 � 0:48.Forfurtherdiscussion

ofthisissue,wereferourreaderto Refs.[35,40,41].

Usingthem atrix elem entde�ned by Eq.(13)with theabovechosen valuesofparam eters,

thevaluesofM K (�) aregiven in TableIIforf0 = 0:086 GeV �1 and threedi�erentvaluesof

� scale.Forcom parisons,wealso presenttheresultswith k? = 0 in TableII.

Thebranching fractionsforB + ! (K + ;K �+ )G 0 decaysaretabulated in TableIII.From

Table III, we �nd that the branching fraction for B + ! K �+ G 0 is about one order of

m agnitudelargerthan thatforB + ! K + G 0.Thedi�erencearisesnotonly from thevalues

ofthedecay constantsfK and fK � entered in thedistribution am plitudes,butalso from the
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TABLE II:Decay am plitude M M (in units of10�4 ) for B + ! (K + ;K �+ )G 0 with and without

k? atf0 = 0:086 G eV �1 and three di�erentchoicesof� = 2:1,2:5,and 3:0 G eV.Num bersgiven

in bracketsare withoutk? .

M ode � = 2:1 G eV 2.5 G eV 3.0 G eV

K + G 0 � 3:54� 0:42i � 3:34� 0:44i � 3:22� 0:48i

(� 3:51� 0:38i) (� 3:28� 0:41i) (� 3:08� 0:43i)

K �+ G 0 � 11:13� 1:51i � 12:56� 1:51i � 12:40� 1:70i

(� 10:90� 1:17i) (� 10:18� 1:25i) (� 9:60� 1:33i)

e�ectsofe
(2)

K
�
p

K
(x2)and e

(3)

K
��K (x2)in the K + G 0 m ode,which are switched to e

(2)

K
��K �(x2)

and e
(3)

K
�
p

K �(x2) respectively in the K �+ G 0 m ode. W e also �nd that the k? in
uence on

B + ! K �+ G 0 decay isstrongerthan B
+ ! K + G 0.In addition,when � issm aller,k? has

lessere�ectson thedecay B + ! K �+ G 0.

TABLE III: Branching fractions(in unitsof10�6 )forB + ! (K + ;K �+ )G 0 with and withoutk?

atf0 = 0:086 G eV �1 and three di�erentchoices of� = 2:1,2:5,and 3:0 G eV.Num bersgiven in

bracketsare withoutk? .

M ode � = 2:1 G eV 2.5 G eV 3.0 G eV

K + G 0 3:05 2:72 2:53

(2:99) (2:62) (2:34)

K �+ G 0 29:07 35:94 36:06

(26:50) (23:21) (20:69)

The branching fractions forthe decay chains B + ! K + G 0 ! K + (K �K )G 0
and B + !

K �+ G 0 ! K + (K �K )G 0
are tabulated in Table IV,where the errors are com ing from the

experim entaldata ofBR(f0(1710)! K �K ).From TableIV,welearn thatonehasa better

chanceto look fortheground stateofglueballthrough thethree-body decaysB ! K �K �K ,

since its branching fraction could be m ore than a factor of10 larger than B ! K K �K .

Recently,B AB A R had reported the following branching ratio forB � ! (K + K � )K � where

the(K + K � )paircom ing from thef0(1710)[42]

BR(B
� ! (K

+
K

�
)f0(1710)K

�
)= (1:7� 1:0� 0:3)� 10

�6
: (33)
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TABLE IV: Branching fractions(in unitsof10�6 )forB + ! (K + ;K �+ )(K �K )G 0
at� = 2:1,2:5,

and 3:0 G eV.Num bersgiven in bracketsare withoutk? .

M ode � = 2:1 G eV 2.5 G eV 3.0 G eV

K + (K �K )G 0
1:16+ 0:63

�0:88 1:03+ 0:56
�0:78 0:96+ 0:52

�0:73

�
1:13+ 0:62

�0:85

� �
1:00+ 0:53

�0:76

� �
0:89+ 0:48

�0:67

�

K �+ (K �K )G 0
11:05+ 5:98

�8:36 13:66+ 7:39
�10:34 13:70+ 7:42

�10:37

�
10:07+ 5:45

�7:62

� �
8:81+ 4:77

�6:66

� �
7:86+ 4:26

�5:95

�

From the�rstand second rowsin Table IV,identifying G 0 to bef0(1710),onecan seethat

ourpredictionsareconsistentwith theexperim entaldata.

Beforeweclose,wewanttoaddresstheissueofm ixinge�ects.Although wehavetreated

f0(1710)asa puregluonicstate,itshould beinteresting to consideritsm ixing e�ectswith

otherq�qstates.To dealwith them ixtureofa pureglueballwith theq�qquarkonia state,we

follow Ref.[2]to expressthef0(1710)stateasthefollowing com bination

jf0(1710)i= CN jN i+ CSjSi+ CG jGi (34)

wherejGiisthepureglueballstate,jN i= (u�u+ d�d)=
p
2,and jSi= s�s.Accordingly to one

ofthem ixing schem es[2],thecoe�cientstook thefollowing values:C N = 0:32,CS = 0:18,

and CG = 0:93. The quoted results ofthese coe�cients are sim ilar to those obtained by

othersin Refs.[6,43]. The corresponding 
avordiagram sforthe decaysB ! K (�)(N ;S)

are shown in Fig.4. Since the distribution am plitude and decay constantforf0(1710)are

uncertain,forsim plicity,we use factorization assum ption to estim ate the hadronic e�ects

forthesetwo-body B decays.In term softheoperatorsin Eq.(2),onecan easily show that

the contributions from diagram Fig.4(a)and (d) are associated with the m atrix elem ent

hN (S)j�q
�qj0i. Since the scalarN orS is C-even while �q
�q is C-odd,the contributions

from Fig.4(a)and (d)m ustvanish because chargeconjugation isa good quantum num ber

in strong interaction. On the other hand,the contributions from Fig.4(b) and (c) are

13



(a) (b)

b

u

s

(d)

u

b u

(c)

b

s q

q

q

b s

q

s u

FIG .4: Flavor diagram s for the B ! K (�)(N ;S). (a) and (b) are from Q CD and electroweak

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

non-vanishing and they can bederived as

A K N =
G F
p
2

fK CN
p
2
(m

2

B � m
2

N )[VtsV
�

tb(a
u
4
� �K a

u
6
)� VusV

�

uba1]F
B N
0

(m
2

K ); (35)

A K S = �
G F
p
2
VtsV

�

tb

�

2m SfSCS

m 2
B � m2K

m b+ m s

a
s
6

�

F
B K
0

(m
2

S); (36)

A K �N =
G F
p
2

fK �CN
p
2

(m
2

B � m
2

N )[VtsV
�

tba
u
4 � VusV

�

uba1]F
B N
0 (m

2

K �); (37)

A K �S =
G F
p
2
VtsV

�

tb

�

2m SfSCS

m 2

B

m b� ms
a
s
6

�

A
B K �

0 (m
2

S) (38)

forB + ! K + (N ;S)and B + ! K �+ (N ;S)decays,respectively,where�K ,a1,and a
u
4;6 are

de�ned by

�K =
2m 2

K

(m s + m u)(m b+ m u)
;

a1 = C2 +
C1
p
N c

;

a
q

4
= C4 +

C3

N c

+
3

2
eq

�

C10 +
C9

N c

�

;

a
q

6 = C6 +
C5

N c

+
3

2
eq

�

C8 +
C7

N c

�

: (39)

eq isthe electric charge ofquark q and F
B M
0

with M = N ;S and A B K �

0
correspond to the
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B ! (M ;K �)form factorsparam etrized by [44,45]

hN (p)j�b
�
5qjB (pB )i = � i

��

P� �
m 2

B � m2N

q2
q�

�

F
B N
1

(q
2
)+

m 2

B � m2N

q2
q� F

B N
0

(q
2
)

�

;

hK (p)j�b
�qjB (pB )i =

��

P� �
m 2

B � m2K

q2
q�

�

F
B K
1

(q
2
)+

m 2
B � m2K

q2
q� F

B K
0

(q
2
)

�

;

hK �
(p;"K �)j�b
�
5sjB (pB )i = i

�

2m K �A
B K �

0 (q
2
)
"�K � � q

q2
q�

+(m B + m K �)A
B K �

1 (q
2
)

�

"
�

K �� �
"�K � � q

q2
q�

�

� A
B K �

2
(q

2
)

"�K � � q

m B + m K �

�

P� �
P � q

q2
q�

��

: (40)

A B K �

1 (q2) and A B K �

2 (q2) are two other form factors that are not relevant in our analysis.

W ith � = 2:0 GeV,Vus = 0:22,Vub = 3:6� 10�3 e�i� 3,�3 = 72�,m N = 1:47GeV,m S = 1:50

GeV [2],F B N (m 2
K )= 0:26,F B N (m 2

K �)= 0:28,F B K (m 2
S)= 0:38,A B K �

0
(m 2

S)= 0:42 [45],

and fS = � 280 M eV [46],onehasthefollowing estim ation

A K N + A K S �
G F m

3
Bp

2
VtsV

�

tb (� 8:50+ 1:37i)� 10
�5
; (41)

A K �N + A K �S �
G F m

3

Bp
2

VtsV
�

tb (1:17+ 0:19i)� 10
�4
: (42)

Com paring thesevaluesto thosecom ing from thecontribution ofpurely gluonicstategiven

in TableII,onecan concludethattheq�q quarkonia contributionscan besafely ignored.

In sum m ary,we have studied the scalar glueballproduction in exclusive B decays by

using PQCD factorization approach.Thetypicalm om enta carried by theexchanged gluons

in the process is about halfofthe B m eson m ass. One thus expects our perturbative

resultsare trustworthy. According to ouranalysis,we �nd thatthe branching fraction for

B + ! K + G 0 isa few � 10�6 ;however,forB + ! K �+ G 0 itcan beaslargeas3� 4� 10�5 .

Asa result,thebranching fraction forthedecaying chain B + ! K (�)+ G 0 ! K (�)+ (K �K )G 0

is� 0:66(7:79)� 10�6 .W ith the experim entalinputsofEqs.(24)and (25),we also expect

the branching ratios for B + ! K (�)+ (��)G 0
and B + ! K (�)+ (��)G 0

are about 50% and

less than 10% ofB + ! K (�)+ (K �K )G 0
respectively. In this work,we have focused on the

charged B m esons. Sim ilarconclusionscan be drawn forthe neutralB m esonswhere the

only di�erence istheirlifetim es. Theirm assdi�erence (m B 0 � mB + )ism erely 0:33� 0:28

M eV [16]and willnota�ectournum ericalresultssigni�cantly.Thusdividingthebranching

fractions given in Table IIIand Table IV by the ratio �B + =�B 0 = 1:071� 0:009 [16]from
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directm easurem ents,onewould obtain thecorrespondingbranchingfractionsfortheneutral

B m eson m odes. Experim entally,the m ode B � ! (K �K )f0(1710)K
� has been detected at

B AB A R with a branching ratio consistent with our PQCD prediction. This work suggests

that detection ofthe resonant three-body m ode B ! (K �K )f0(1710)K
� with a predicted

largerbranching ratio can givefurthersupportoff0(1710)isa purescalarglueball.

A P P EN D IX A : D EC AY A M P LIT U D E FU N C T IO N M M W IT H k? = 0

Since the m assofglueballism uch largerthan those ofordinary pseudoscalars,we �nd

thatthe in
uence oftransverse m om entum on the two-body decay B ! K (�)G 0 isnotas

largeasin thecaseofB decaysintotwolighterm esons.Setting~k1? and~k2? in them om enta

ofthe spectator quarks in Eq.(8) to be zero,the decay am plitude function M M given in

Eq.(13)can besim pli�ed to be

M M =
f0CF

�m B

Z
1

0

dx1

Z
1

0

dx2 �B (x1)

�

n

e
(1)

M
�M (x2)+ e

(2)

M
�
p

M
(x2)+ e

(3)

M
�
�
M (x2)

o

�s(t)h(x1;x2); (A1)

with thehard function h(x1;x2)given by

h(x1;x2)=
1

x1(1� x1)(r
2

G 0
+ (1� r2

G 0
)x2)

: (A2)

A P P EN D IX B :D IST R IB U T IO N A M P LIT U D ES FO R K (�)

In thisappendix,we com pile the light-cone distribution am plitudesthatentered in our

calculations.Thedistribution am plitudesforK ,de�ned in Eq.(5),areexpressed asfollows
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[32]:

�K (x) =
fK

2
p
2N c

6x(1� x)

h

1+ a
K
1
C
3=2

1 (�)+ a
K
2
C
3=2

2 (�)

i

;

�
p

K
(x) =

fK

2
p
2N c

�

1+ 3�
K
+
(1+ 6a

K
2
)� 9�

K
�
a
K
1
+ C

1=2

1
(�)

�
27

2
�
K
+
a
K
1
� �

K
�

�
3

2
+ 27a

K
2

��

+C
1=2

2 (�)
�
30�3K + 15�

K
+ a

K
2 � 3�

K
�
a
K
1

�
+ C

1=2

3 (�)

�

10�3K �3K �
9

2
�
K
�
a
K
2

�

� 3�3K !3K C
1=2

4
(�)+

3

2

�
�
K
+
+ �

K
�

� �
1� 3a

K
1
+ 6a

K
2

�
ln(1� x)

+
3

2

�
�
K
+
� �

K
�

� �
1+ 3a

K
1
+ 6a

K
2

�
lnx

�

;

�
�
K (x) =

fK

2
p
2N c

n

�

h

b1 + b2C
3=2

1 (�)+ b3C
3=2

2 (�)+ b4C
3=2

3 (�)

� 30b3x(1� x)+ b5ln(1� x)+ b6lnx ]

+x(1� x)
�
� 6b2 + 5b4

�
� 21(1� 2x)

2
+ 3

��
+
1

6
(� xb5 + (1� x)b6)

�

; (B1)

where� = 1� 2x and theGegenbauerPolynom ialsC�n aregiven by,

C
1=2

1 (t) = t; C
1=2

2 (t)=
1

2
(3t

2 � 1); C
1=2

3 (t)=
3

2

�
5

3
t
3 � t

�

;

C
1=2

4
(t) =

1

8

�
3� 30t

2
+ 35t

4
�
;

C
3=2

1 (t) = 3t; C
3=2

2 (t)=
3

2
(5t

2 � 1); C
3=2

3 (t)=
5

2

�
7t

3 � 3t
�
: (B2)

Thecoe�cientsfb ig arede�ned as

b1 = 1+
3

2
�
K
+ + 15�

K
+ a

K
2 �

15

2
�
K
�
a
K
1 ; b2 = 3�

K
+ a

K
1 �

15

2
�
K
�
a
K
2 ;

b3 = 5�3K �
1

2
�3K !3K +

3

2
�
K
+ a

K
2 ; b4 = �3K �3K ;

b5(6) = 9
�
�
K
+ � �

K
�

� �
1� 3a

K
1 + 6a

K
2

�
; �

K
+ =

(m s + m q)
2

m 2
K

; �
K
�
=
m 2

s � m2q

m 2
K

(B3)

with m q being the m assofm u orm d since m u � md isassum ed. Since m q � m s,in our

num ericalestim ations,we take �K
+
= �K

�
= �K . W e display the values ofdecay constant,

m assofstrange quark,and relevantcoe�cientsofdistribution am plitudesforK m eson at

� = 1 GeV in TableV.
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TABLE V: The decay constant, m ass of strange quark (in units of M eV) and coe�cients of

distribution am plitudesforK m eson at� = 1 G eV.

fK m s aK
1

aK
2

�K �3K !3K �3K

160 120 0.06 0.25 0:076 0.016 � 1:2 1:6

Sim ilarly,thedistribution am plitudeforK � can beexpressed as[33,34]

�K �(x) =
fK �

2
p
2N c

6x(1� x)

h

1+ 3a
k

1
� + 3a

k

2
C
3=2

2
(�)

i

;

�
p

K �(x) =
fTK �

2
p
2N c

h

3�
2
+ 3a

?

1
C
1=2

2 (�)+ a
?

2
C
3=2

2 (�)+ 70�
T
3
C
1=2

4 (�)

+
3

2
�+

�

1+ � ln

�
x

1� x

��

+
3

2
�� � (2+ ln(1� x)+ lnx)

�

;

�
�
K �(x) =

fTK �

4
p
2N c

�

6�

�

1+ a
?

1
� +

�
1

4
a
?

2
+
35

6
�
T
3

�
�
� 20x(1� x)+ 5�

2 � 1
�
�

� 12a
?

1
x(1� x)+ 3�+ (3� � 2ln(1� x)� 2)

�

: (B4)

The values ofthe decay constants and relevant coe�cients ofthe distribution am plitudes

fortheK � m eson areshown in TableVI.

TABLE VI: Thedecay constants(in unitsofM eV)and coe�cientsofdistribution am plitudesfor

K � m eson at� = 1 G eV.

fK � fT
K � a

k(? )

1
a
k

2
a?
2

�T
3

�+ ��

210 170 0.10 0.09 0.13 0.024 0.24 � 0:24
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