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A bstract

Existing predictionsforthebranching ratio for� ! K �K  via � ! S (where

S denotesoneofthescalarm esonsf0(975)and a0(980))vary by severalordersof

m agnitude.Given theim portanceoftheseprocessesforboth hadron spectroscopy

and CP-violation studies at � factories (where � ! K 0 �K 0 poses a possible

background problem ), this state ofa�airs is very undesirable. W e show that

the variety ofpredictions is due in part to errors and in part to di�erences in

m odelling. The latter variation leads us to argue that the radiative decays of

thesescalarstatesareinteresting in theirown rightand m ay o�eruniqueinsights

into thenatureofthescalarm esons.Asa byproductwe�nd thatthebranching

ratio for � ! K 0 �K 0 is <
� 0(10� 7) and willpose no signi�cant background to

proposed studiesofCP-violation.
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1 Introduction

There are predictions in the existing literature for the branching ratio for

� ! K �K  via � ! S (whereS denotesoneofthescalarm esonsS� (now called

f0(975))or� (now called a0(980))thatvary by severalorders ofm agnitude [1-

5]. Clearly notallofthese predictionscan be correct! Given the im portance of

theseprocessesforboth hadron spectroscopy and CP-violation studies,thisstate

ofa�airs is clearly undesirable. M oreover,in view ofthe im pending � factory,

DA�NE [6],and other developing program m es [7],there is an urgent need to

clarify thetheoreticalsituation.

The scalar m esons (i.e.,m esons with JP C n = 0+ + ) have been a persistent

problem in hadron spectroscopy.� W eshallshow in thispaperthattheradiative

decaysofthe � m eson to these statescan discrim inate am ong variousm odelsof

their structure. In addition to the spectroscopic issues surrounding the scalar

m esons,thereisasigni�cantconcern thatthedecay � ! K 0 �K 0 posesa possible

background problem to testsofCP-violation atfuture � factories: the radiated

photon forces the K 0 �K 0 system to be in a C-even state,as opposed to the C-

odd decay � ! K 0 �K 0. Looking forCP-violating decaysin � ! K 0 �K 0 hasbeen

proposed asa good way to m easure"0=" [10],butbecausethism eanslooking for

a sm alle�ect,any appreciable rate for� ! K 0 �K 0 (nam ely,a branching ratio

� ! K 0 �K 0 >� 10� 6) willlim it the precision ofsuch an experim ent. Estim ates

[4]ofthe non-resonant� ! K 0 �K 0 rate give,in the absence ofany resonant

contribution,a branching ratio oftheorderof10� 9,fartoo sm allto posea prob-

lem .Theuncertainty in thetheoreticalestim ates,and thepotentialexperim ental

ram i�cations,arisedueto thepresenceofthescalarm esonsf0(975)and a0(980),

which arestrongly coupled to the K �K system . Estim ated ratesforthe resonant

decay chain � ! S + ,followed by thedecay S ! K 0 �K 0,vary by threeordersof

m agnitude,from a branching ratio oftheorderof10� 6 down to 10� 9.Thesevari-

ationsin factreecttheuncertaintiesin theliteraturefortheexpected branching

ratio for� ! S which vary from 10� 3 to 10� 6 [11].Hereweconcentrateon this

resonantprocess.

W e shallshow that the variability ofthe predictions for � ! S is due in

partto errorsand in partto di�erencesin m odelling.On thebasisofthism odel

dependence,we argue thatthe study ofthese scalarstatesin � ! S m ay o�er

unique insightsinto the nature ofthe scalarm esons. These insightsshould help

�Foran historicalperspectivesee Ref.[8];fora m orerecentstudy seeRef.[9].
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lead in the future to a better understanding ofnot only quarkonium but also

glueballspectroscopy. As a byproduct we predict that the branching ratio for

� ! K 0 �K 0 is <
� 0(10� 7)(i.e.,the branching ratio for � ! S is <

� 0(10� 4))

and willposeno signi�cantbackground to studiesofCP-violation atDA�NE.

2 Probing the nature ofthe scalar m esons below 1 G eV

The scalarm esons are spectroscopically interesting forseveralreasons. One

is that,while agreeing on little else,it is an essentially universalprediction of

theory (lattices,bags,ux tube m odels,QCD sum rules,...) that the lowest-

lying glueballhasscalarquantum num bersand a m assin the1.0 -1.5 GeV m ass

range.Clarifying thepresently confused natureoftheknown 0+ + m esonsm ay be

pivotalin the questto identify thisglueball. Anotheristhe possibility thatthe

two bestknown [12]scalarm esons,the f0(975)and the a0(980),are qq�q�q states.

The originalproposal[13]for this interpretation,based on the bag m odel,also

predicted m any otherstateswhich havenotbeen seen (although thisshortcom ing

is now understood to som e degree [14]). The qq�q�q interpretation ofthese two

stateswaslaterrevived in a di�erentguise within the quark potentialm odelas

the \K �K m olecule" interpretation [15]. Since providing a testofthisparticular

interpretation is one ofthe m ain results to be presented here,we �rst briey

elaborateon thesetwo m odelsofm ultiquark states.

In the naive bag m odelthe qq�q�q states consist offour quarks con�ned in a

singlesphericalbag interacting via onegluon exchange.Itisobviousthatsuch a

construction willlead toarich spectroscopy ofstates.Although itisnotclearhow

totreatorinterprettheproblem ofthestability ofthisspectrum under�ssion into

two bags[14],itisvery interesting thatthedynam icsofthism odelpredictsthat

thelowest-lying such stateswill(in theSU(3)lim it)form an apparently ordinary

(\cryptoexotic")nonetofscalarm esons. Itis,m oreover,probable thata better

understanding ofbag stability could solve both the problem ofunwanted extra

predicted statesand also a problem with the a0 itself:in the naive m odelitcan

\fallapart" into �� so thatitisdi�cult to understand itsnarrow width,given

the presently accepted pseudoscalar m eson m ixing angle (see footnote 22 in the

�rstofRefs.[13]).In theabsence ofan understanding ofhow to overcom e these

di�culties,wewillnotconsiderthebag picturefurtherin thispapery.

ySee,however,Refs.[16]fora possibleway outofthe a0 ! �� problem .
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In thepotentialm odeltreatm ent[15]itisfound thatthelow-lying qq�q�qsector

ism ostconveniently viewed asconsisting ofweakly interacting ordinary m esons:

the resulting spectrum isnorm ally a (distorted)two particle continuum .W ithin

the ground state u,d,sm eson-m eson system s,the one plausible exception to this

rule isfound in the K �K sector(i.e.,the K �K channeland those otherchannels

strongly coupled to it): the L = 0 (i.e.,JP C n = 0+ + ) spectrum seem s to have

su�cient attraction to produce weakly bound states in both I = 0 and I = 1.

Therearea num berofphenom enologicaladvantagesto theidenti�cation ofthese

two stateswith thef0(975)and a0(980).Am ong them are:

1)Itisim m ediately obviouswhy thef0(975)and a0(980)arefound justbelow

K �K threshold:theybearm uch thesam erelationship toitthatthedeuteron bears

to np threshold.

2) The problem ofthe f0 and a0 widths is solved. Ifthese states were 3P0

quarkonia with avourscorresponding to ! and � (assuggested by theirdegener-

acy),then �(f0 ! ��)/�(a0 ! ��)would beabout4 in contrastto theobserved

value ofabout 1

2
. At least asserious is the problem in the quarkonium picture

with theabsolutewidthsofthesestates:m odels[17-19]predict,forexam ple,

�(f0 ! ��) ’ (3� 6)�(b1 ! (!�)S) (2.1)

’ 500� 1000M eV (2.2)

versustheobserved partialwidthof25M eV.W ehavealreadynotedtheproblem in

thebagm odelqq�q�qinterpretation with a0 ! ��.In theK �K m oleculepicturethe

narrow observed widthsarea naturalconsequence ofweak binding:(K �K )I= 0 !

�� and (K �K )I= 1 ! �� occurslowly becausetheK �K wavefunction isdi�use.

3)Both the f0 and a0 seem to beara specialrelationship to s�s pairs: their

K �K \couplings" are very large and they are observed in channels which would

violatetheOkubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI)rule[20]foran !;� -likepairofstates[21].

4)The couplingsofthef0 and a0 areaboutan orderofm agnitudesm aller

than expected for3P0 quarkonia[22],butconsistentwith theexpectationsforK �K

m olecules[23].

Although theseobservationsargueagainsttheviability ofthe 3P0 quarkonium

interpretation ofthef0(975)(and probably alsothea0(980)),they areinsu�cient

toruleitoutcom pletely.(M oreover,a unitarized variantofthequark m odel[24],

in which thescalarm esonsarestrongly m ixed with them eson-m eson continuum ,

avoidsseveraloftheseproblem s.In addition to thisconservative alternative,the

recent analysis ofRef. [9]has raised the possibility thatthe f0(975)isreally a

com bination oftwo e�ects,oneofwhich isa candidatefora scalarglueball.)
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Them ain purposeofthispaperistopointoutasim ple(and tousunexpected)

experim entaltest which sharply distinguishes am ong these alternative explana-

tions.W eshow thattheratesfor� ! f0(975) ! �� and � ! a0(980) ! ��

in thequarkonium ,glueball,and K �K m oleculeinterpretationsdi�ersigni�cantly;

furtherm ore,theratio ofbranching ratios

� ! a0(980)

� ! f0(975)

also m ay proveto bean im portantdatum in thatitcan havea m odel-dependent

valueanywherefrom zero to in�nity (seeTable2)!

In the quarkonium interpretation,� ! f0(975) and � ! a0(980) are sim -

ple electric dipole transitions quite sim ilar in character to severalother m ea-

sured electricm ultipoletransitions,including notonly thelightquark transitions

a2(1320)! �,K �(1420)! K ,a1(1275)! �,and b1(1235)! �,butalso

such decaysas�c0 !   and �b0 ! �. From the com parison between theory

and experim ent given in Ref. [17],we expect thatthe quark m odelpredictions

fortheseprocessesgiven in Table1 arereliableto within a factoroftwo.Thusif

thef0 isan s�squarkonium ,thebranching ratio for� ! S would typically beof

theorderof10� 5.

Ifthe f0(975)is a glueball(in Ref. [9]there is a glueballcom ponent ofthe

\S� e�ect",dubbed the S1(991),which couplesto �� and isresponsible forthe

resonantbehaviourseen in �� phaseshiftanalyses;theothercom ponent,dubbed

the S2(998), is practically uncoupled to ��) then one would naturally expect

� ! f0(975) ! �� to be even sm allerthan in the quarkonium interpretation

since the decay would be OZI-violating.The rem arksm ade above on the strong

decay widthsofthequarkonium stateswould suggestthatquarkonium -glueball

m ixing,through which we presum e the OZI-violation would proceed,m ust be

sm allforthef0 (975)torem ain narrow.Thuswecan crudelyestim atetheglueball

-quarkonium m ixing angleto belessthan [�(f0 ! ��)/�(3P0 ! ��)]
1

2 so thatif

f0 (975)isa glueball

�(� ! f0 (glueball)) �
�(f0 ! ��)

�(3P0 ! ��)
�(� ! f0 (quarkonium )) (2.3)

�
1

20
�(� ! f0 (quarkonium )) (2.4)

Thusiff0 (975)isa glueball,thisbranching ratio should bem ore than an order

ofm agnitudesm allerthan itwould beto a �-likequarkonium .
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Ifthe f0 isa quarkonium consisting only ofnonstrange avours,with a0 its

isovectorquarkonium partner,thesestateswillbeOZIdecoupled inthe� radiative

decay.TheOZI-violating production ratevia a K �K loop,viz.� ! K �K ! a0,

m ay be calculated. This calculation reveals som e interesting pointsofprinciple

which shed lighton the role of�nite hadron size in such loop calculations;this

calculation willbediscussed in thenextsection.

Interestingquestionsariseinthecaseofqq�q�qorK �K boundstates(\m olecules").

Thequark contentsofthesetwo system sareidenticalbuttheirdynam icalstruc-

turesdi�erradically.Thesituation herehasitsanalogin thecaseofthedeuteron

which containssix quarksbutisnota \true" six-quark bound state. The essen-

tialfeatureiswhetherthem ultiquark system iscon�ned within ahadronicsystem

with aradiusoforder(�Q C D )
� 1 oristwoidenti�ablecoloursingletsspread overa

region signi�cantly greaterthan this(with radiusoforder(�E )
1

2 associated with

theinterhadron binding energy E fora system ofreduced m ass�).In theform er

case the branching ratio m ay be as large as 10� 4 (see Ref. [5]and section 4);

the branching ratio fora di�use K �K m olecularsystem can be m uch sm aller,as

discussed below.

Theratioofbranchingratiosisalsointeresting.Theratioof�(� ! a0)=�(� !

f0)isapproxim ately zero ifthey arequarkonia (thef0 being s�sand thea0 being

OZIdecoupled),itisapproxim ately unity ifthey areK �K system s,whileforq2�q2

the ratio is sensitively dependent on the internalstructure ofthe states. This

sensitivity in qq�q�q arisesbecause � ! S isan E 1 transition whose m atrix ele-

m ent,being proportionalto �ei~ri,probestheelectric chargesoftheconstituents

weighted by theirvectordistance from the overallcentre ofm assofthe system .

Thus,although the absolute transition rate for S = qq�q�q depends on unknown

dynam ics,the ratio ofa0 to f0 production willbe sensitive to the internalspa-

tialstructure ofthe scalar m esons through the relative phases in I = 0 and 1

wavefunctionsand therelativespatialdistributionsofquarksand antiquarks.

Forexam ple,suppose thatthe state’sconstituentsare distributed aboutthe

centre ofm ass with the structure (q�s)(�qs), where q denotes u or d, and (ab)

representsa spherically sym m etric cluster.Then

8
<

:

f0

a0

9
=

;
=

1
p
2
[(u�s)(�us)� (d�s)(�ds)] (2.5)

and theE 1 m atrix elem entwillbe

M � [(eu + e�s)� (ed + e�s)]= eK + � eK 0

6



and hence the ratio �(� ! f0)=�(� ! a0) willbe unity. The quarks are

distributed as ifin a K �K m olecularsystem (which isa speci�c exam ple ofthis

con�guration) and only the absolute branching ratio willdistinguish q2�q2 from

K �K .

Ifthedistribution is(q�q)(s�s)then them atrix elem ent

M � [(eq + e�q)� (es + e�s)]= 0 :

Here the quark distributions m im ic �0� (in the a0) or �� (in the f0). In this

casetheabsolutebranching ratioswillbesuppressed.M ostinteresting isthecase

whereS = D �D ,whereD denotesa diquark,i.e.where

8
<

:

f0

a0

9
=

;
=

1
p
2
[(us)(�u�s)� (ds)(�d�s)] (2.6)

in which case

M � [(eu + es)� (ed + es)]

so that
�(� ! a0)

�(� ! f0)
= (

1+ 2

1� 2
)2 = 9 :

Theabsoluteratein thiscasedependson an unknown overlap between K �K and

the diquark structure;nonetheless the dom inance ofa0 overf0 would be rather

distinctive.Forconvenience thesepossibilitiesaresum m arised in Table2.

3 T he K �K Loop C ontribution to � ! S

The � and the S (where S = a0 orf0)each couple strongly to K �K ,with the

couplingsg� and g for�K
+ K � and SK + K � being related to thewidthsby

�(� ! K
+
K

� )=
g2�

48�m 2

�

(m 2

� � 4m 2

K + )
3=2 (3.1)

and

�(S ! K
+
K

� )=
g2

16�m 2

S

(m 2

S � 4m 2

K + )
1=2 (3.2)

for kinem aticalconditions where the decay is allowed. Hence, independent of

the dynam icalnature ofthe S,there isan am plitude M (� ! S)forthe decay

� ! S to proceed through thecharged K loop (�g.1),� ! K + K � ! S(‘)+ 
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wheretheK � arerealorvirtualand S isthescalarm eson with fourm om entum

‘.Theam plitudedescribing thedecay can bewritten

M (�(p;��)! S(‘)+ (q;�))=
eg�g

2�2im 2

K

I(a;b)[(p� q)(�� ��)� (p� �)(q� ��)](3.3)

where� and �� (q and p)denote and � polarisations(m om enta).

The quantities a;b are de�ned as a =
m 2

�

m 2

K

;b = ‘2

m 2

K

so that a � b =
2p:q

m 2

K

is

proportionalto thephoton energy,and I(a;b)which arisesfrom theloop integral

is

I(a;b)=
1

2(a� b)
�

2

(a� b)2
ff(

1

b
)� f(

1

a
)g+

a

(a� b)2
fg(

1

b
)� g(

1

a
)g (3.4)

where

f(x) =

8
<

:

�(arcsin( 1

2
p
x
))2 x > 1

4

1

4
[ln(

�+

��
)� i�]2 x < 1

4

g(x) =

8
<

:

(4x� 1)1=2arcsin( 1

2
p
x
) x > 1

4

1

2
(1� 4x)1=2[ln(

�+

��
)� i�] x < 1

4

�� =
1

2x
(1� (1� 4x)1=2) (3.5)

Note that‘2 m ay in generalbe virtual,though we shallhere concentrate on the

realresonanceproduction where‘2 = m 2

S with m S ’ 975 or980 M eV.

Even though Refs.[1-4]use essentially the sam evaluesforthecouplingsand

otherparam eters,they obtain di�erentresults.Ourresultscon�rm thoseofRef.

[1]apartfrom a m inornum ericalerror.Ref.[5]claim sthatthevalueoftheloop

calculation dependson thedynam icalnatureoftheS.SincethecouplingS ! K �K

is input from data it is som ewhat surprising that the result can discrim inate

am ongstm odelsoftheS.W econ�rm thenum ericalresultofRef.[5]and discuss

itsphysicalsigni�cance below.

The resonantcontributionsto the � ! K 0 �K 0 branching fraction give a dif-

ferentialdecay width

d�

dk2
=
jI(a;b)j2g2’g

2

4m 4

K �
4

� (3.6)

where� isgiven by

� =
�

128�2m 3

’

1

3
(m 2

’ � ‘2)3(1�
4m 2

K

‘2
)1=2

(‘2 � m 2

S)
2 + m 2

S�
2

S

(3.7)
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Here ‘2 is the invariant m ass squared ofthe �nalK 0 �K 0 system ,and hence the

resonance.

The lim itations and problem s in the existing literature concerning attem pts

to calculate the above are discussed in Ref. [11]. Here we shallbriey review

theloop calculation in orderto assesstheexisting literatureand to highlightthe

novelfeaturesofthecasewheretheS isa K �K bound statewith a �nitesize.

C alculation ofthe integralI(a;b)

Upon m aking the� and K interactionsgaugeinvariant,one�ndsforcharged

kaons

H int= (eA � + g���)j
�
� 2eg�A

�
��K

y
K (3.8)

whereA �;�� and K arethephoton,phiand charged kaon �elds,j� = iK y(~@� �
 

@
�

)K . Ifthe coupling ofthe kaonsto the scalarm eson isassum ed to be sim ply

thepoint-likeoneSK + K � ,then gaugeinvariancegeneratesnoextradiagram and

the resulting diagram s are in �gs. (1). Im m ediately one notes a problem : the

contactdiagram �g.(1a)diverges.Thetrick hasbeen to calculatethe�nitesum

of�gs. (1b)and (1c)and then,by appealing to gauge invariance,to extractthe

correct�nitepartof�g.(1a).Thisisdoneeitherby

a)(Refs. [1-3])Fig. (1a)contributesto A ���g�� whereas�gs. (1b)and (1c)

contribute both to thisand to p�q�A
���. Therefore one need calculate only the

latterdiagram s,sincethe�nitecoe�cientofthep �q� term determ inestheresult

by gaugeinvariance.

b) (Ref. [5]) These authors com pute the im aginary part ofthe am plitude

(which arisesonly from �gs.(1b)and (1c))and writeasubtracted dispersion rela-

tion,with thesubtraction constrained by gaugeinvariance.Thisisalso su�cient

to determ inetheam plitude.

In section 4 weshallconsiderthecasewherethescalarm eson isan extended

object,in particulara K �K bound state.TheSK �K vertex in thiscaseinvolvesa

m om entum -dependentform factorf(k),wherek isthekaon,orloop,m om entum

which willbe scaled in f(k) by k0, the m ean m om entum in the bound state

wavefunction or,in e�ect, the inverse size ofthe system . In the lim it where

R ! 0 (ork0 ! 1 )we recoverthe form alresultsofapproaches(a;b)above,as

wem ust,butourapproach o�ersnew insightinto thephysicalprocessesatwork.

In particular,in this m ore physicalcase there is a further diagram (�g. (2d))

9



proportionalto f0(k)sincem inim alsubstitution yields

f(j~k� e~Aj)� f(j~kj)= �e~A �k̂
@f

@k
(3.9)

Asweshallsee,thisexactly cancelsthecontribution from theseagulldiagram �g.

(2a)in the lim itwhere q ! 0,and givesan expression forthe �nite am plitude

which is explicitly in the form ofa di�erence M (q)� M (q = 0). This m akes

contactwith thesubtracted dispersion relation approach ofRef.[5].

Firstletusbriey sum m arisethecalculation oftheFeynm an am plitudein the

standard point-like�eld theory approach,asithascaused som eproblem sin Refs.

[2,3].Ifwe denote M �� = [p�q� � (p:q)g��]H (m �;m S;q)(see eq.(3.3)),then the

tensorfor�g.(3)m ay bewritten (com parewith eqs.8 and 6 ofRefs.[2]and [3],

respectively)

M �� = egg�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

(2k� p)�(2k� q)�

(k2 � m 2

K )[(k� q)2 � m 2

K ][(k� p)2 � m 2

K ]
(3.10)

W e willread o� the coe�cientofp �q� aftercom bining the denom inatorsby the

standard Feynm an trick so that

M �� =
egg�

(2�)4
8

Z
1

0

dz

Z
1� z

0

dy

Z 1

� 1

d4kk�k�

[(k� qy� pz)2 � c+ i�]3
(3.11)

where c � m 2

K � z(1� z)m 2

� � zy(m 2

S � m 2

�). The p�q� term appearswhen we

m aketheshiftk ! k+ qy+ pz to obtain

H =
egg�

4�2i

Z
1

0

dz

Z
1� z

0

dy yz[m 2

K � z(1� z)m 2

� � zy(m 2

S � m
2

�)]
� 1
: (3.12)

Notethatm 2

S < m 2

� and soonehastotakecarewhen perform ingtheyintegration.

Oneobtains(recalla = m 2

�=m
2

K ;b= m 2

S=m
2

K )

H =
egg�

4�2im 2

K

1

(a� b)
f

Z
1

0

dz

z
[z(1� z)�

(1� z(1� z)a)

(a� b)
ln(

1� z(1� z)b

1� z(1� z)a
)]

�i�

(a� b)

Z
1=��

1=�+

(1� z(1� z)a)
dz

z
g(3.13)

where �� � a

2
(1� �)with � �

q

1� 4=a.(In perform ing theintegrals,one m ust

take care to note thata > 4 whereasb< 4 (which causes�2a > 0;�2b < 0)). Our

calculation hasso faronly taken into accountthe diagram where the K + em its

the ;the contribution forthe K � isidentical,so the totalam plitude isdouble

thatofeq. (3.13)and therefore in quantitative agreem entwith eqs. (3)and (4)

ofRef.[1].Straightforward algebra con�rm sthatthisagreeswith eqs.(9-11)of

Ref.[5].
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Num ericalevaluation,using m (f0)= 975M eV and g2=4� = 0:6GeV2 leadsto

�(� ! f0)= 6� 10� 4M eV (3.14)

som ewhat at variance with the value of8:5 � 10� 4 M eV quoted in Ref. [1]z.

Ref.[5]doesnotdirectly quote a rate for� ! f0.Instead,itquotesvaluesfor

� ! f0 ! �� (forexam ple)and claim thatthisdependsupon the q�q orq2�q2

structure ofthe f0. However,the di�erences in rate (which vary by an orderof

m agnitudebetween q�qand q2�q2 m odels)arisebecausedi�erentm agnitudesforthe

fK �K couplings have been used in the two cases. In the q2�q2 m odela value for

g2(fK �K )wasused identicalto oursand,ifone assum es a unitbranching ratio

forf0 ! ��,the rate isconsistent with oureq. (3.14)(Ref. [5]hasintegrated

overthe resonance). In the case ofthe a0,Ref. [5]notesthatin the q2�q2 m odel

the relation between g2(a0K �K ) and g2(a0��) im plies �(a0 ! ��) ’275 M eV.

In the q�q m odel,in contrast,Ref. [5]uses as inputthe experim entalvalue of

�(a0 ! ��)’ 55 M eV which im pliesa reduced valueforg2(a0��)and,therefore,

forg2(a0 �K K ):thepredicted ratefor� ! a0 ! �� iscorrespondingly reduced.

Thuswe believe thatthe apparentstructure-dependence ofthe reaction � !

S claim ed in Ref.[5]issuspect.Thecalculation hasassum ed a point-likescalar

�eld which couplesto point-likekaonswith a strength thatcan beextracted from

experim ent.Thecom putation ofa ratefor� ! K �K ! S willdepend upon this

strength and cannotofitselfdiscrim inateam ongm odelsfortheinternalstructure

oftheS.

W eshallnow considertheproduction ofan extended scalarm eson [11]which

istreated asa K �K system (based on thepicturedeveloped in Refs.[15]).

4 K �K loop production ofan extended scalar m eson

SupposethatK + and K � with threem om enta�~k producean extended scalar

m eson in itsrestfram e. The interaction Ham iltonian H = g�(j~kj)SK + K � isin

generala function ofm om entum . Now m ake the replacem ent~k ! ~k � e~A,and

expand �(j~k � e~Aj)to leading orderin e;one then �ndsa new electrom agnetic

contribution

H K + K � f0 = �eg�
0(k)̂k�~A : (4.1)

z However,J.Pestieau,privatecom m unication,con�rm sourvalue.
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The �nite range ofthe interaction,which iscontrolled by �(k),im pliesthatthe

currentsow overa �nitedistanceduring theK �K ! S transition:thiscurrentis

the\interaction current".Theabovecurrentgiven by m inim alsubstitution isnot

unique,in the sense thatthe transverse part~� �~j cannotbe determ ined by the

requirem ent ofgauge invariance alone. However,it should describe the process

under consideration accurately since the radiated photon is soft: the details of

the interaction current are not im portant in the soft photon regim e [25]. The

e�ectofthisform factorisreadily seen in tim e ordered perturbation theory.(In

thissection wewillwork in thenon-relativisticapproxim ation.Thissu�cesboth

to m ake ourpointofprinciple and to provide num erically accurate estim atesfor

nonrelativisticK �K bound statessuch asthef0 and a0 in theRef.[15]picture.In

generalthere are furthertim e orderingswhose sum givesthe relativistic theory;

seebelow.)

There are fourcontributions: (H 1;4 correspond to �gs. (2a)and (2d),while

H 2;3 correspond to�gs.(2b)and (2c),wherethe isem itted from theK + orK �

leg).W ewritethese(form om entum routing see�g.(3))

H 2;3 = 2egg�

Z

d
3
k
�(k)2~�:~k(~k:~�� �

1

2
~q:~��)

D (E )D 1D (q�)
(4.2)

H 1 = 2egg�

Z

d
3
k
�(k)~�:~��

D 1

(4.3)

H 4 = 2egg�

Z

d
3
k
�0(k)~�:̂k~��:~k

D (0)
(4.4)

where

D 1 � m � � q� D (E )

D (q� ) � m � � 2E � (4.5)

D (0) � m � � 2E (k) (4.6)

D (E ) � E
+ + E

� (4.7)

and where E � = E (k � q=2)with E (P)the energy ofa kaon with m om entum

P.NotethatH 1 isthe(form -factor-m odi�ed)contactdiagram and H 4 isthenew

contribution arising from theextended SK �K vertex.

Aftersom em anipulationstheirsum can bewritten

H = 2egg�~�:~��

Z

d
3
k[
�(k)

D 1

f1+
~k2 � (~k:̂q)2

D (E )
(

1

D (q+ )
+

1

D (q� )
)g+

�0(k)j~kj

3D (0)
] :(4.8)
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Iflim k2! 1 (k
2�(k))! 0 x we m ay integrate the �nalterm in eq. (4.8)by parts

and obtain forit

H 4 = 2egg�~�:~��

Z

d
3
k
�(k)

D (0)
f�1�

~k2 � (~k:̂q)2

E (k)D (0)
g (4.9)

Thisisidenticaltothe~q! 0lim itofH 1+ H 2+ H 3,and henceweseeexplicitlythat

theg�� term (i.e.,theterm proportionalto~�:~�� ascalculated above)ise�ectively

subtracted at~q= 0 dueto thepartialintegration ofthe�0(k)contribution,H 4.

Ifonehasa m odelfor�(k)onecan perform theintegralsnum erically.Forthe

K �K m olecule,thewavefunction

 (r)=
1

p
4�

u(r)

r
(4.10)

isa solution oftheSchrodingerequation

f�
1

m K

d2

dr2
+ v(r)gu(r)= E u(r): (4.11)

Onem ay approxim ate(seeRef.[23])

v(r)= �440(M eV )exp(�
1

2
(
r

r0
)2) (4.12)

with r0 = 0:57 fm . Equation (4.11) m ay be solved num erically, giving E =

�10 M eV and a  (r)which foranalytic purposesm ay,aswe shallsee,be well-

approxim ated by

 (r)= (
�3

�
)1=2exp(��r); � �

p
3

2R K �K

(4.13)

where R K �K ’ 1:2fm (thus  (0) = 3 � 10� 2GeV 3=2;see also Ref. [23]). The

m om entum space wave function thatisused in ourcom putation (see �g. (4))is

thustaken to have
�(k)

�(0)
=

�4

(k2 + �2)2
: (4.14)

The ratefor�(� ! S)isshown asa function ofR K �K in �g.(5).The nonrela-

tivisticapproxim ation eqs.(4.2-4.9)isvalid forR K �K
>
� 0:3fm which isapplicable

to theK �K m olecule:forR K �K ! 0 thefully relativisticform alism isrequired and

hasbeen included in thecurvedisplayed in �g.5.AsR K �K ! 0 and �(k)! 1 we

recoverthenum ericalresultofthepoint-like�eld theory,whereasforthespeci�c

xActually,when k ! 1 therelativisticexpressionsofthenextsubsection areneeded.These

show that�(k)need only vanish logarithm ically to obtain convergence.
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K �K m oleculewavefunction aboveonepredictsabranching ratioofsom e4� 10� 5

(width ’ 10� 4M eV ). This is only 1

5
ofthe point-like �eld theory result but is

largerthan thatexpected fortheproduction rateofan s�sscalarm eson (seeTables

1 and 2).

C onnection w ith R elativistic Field T heory

The nonrelativistic form alism issu�cientfordescribing the radiation from a

K �K m olecule. However,itdoesnothave the properlim itasR K �K ! 0;in this

lim itrelativistic K �K pairsare im portantin the loop integral.In thissection we

show how therelativisticform alism can beobtained from tim e-ordered perturba-

tion theoryand m akecontactwith therelativistic�eld theoryform alism ofsection

3.Them atrix elem entsforthetim e-orderingsof�g.(6)are

M
�

1
= + iegg�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(j~kj)2"

�

� [ �
1

2E + 2E � (E S + E + + E � )

+
1

2E + 2E � (m � � q� E + � E � )
] (4.15)

wherethe�rst(second)term correspondsto�g.(6a)(�g.(6b))and E � isde�ned

by E � = E (k� q=2).Using E S = m � � q,

�
1

m � � q+ E + + E �

= +
2E +

(m � � q+ E � )
2 � E 2

+

�
1

m � � q+ E � � E +

(4.16)

and

1

m � � q� E + � E �

= +
2E �

(m � � q� E + )
2 � E 2

�

+
1

m � � q� E + + E �

; (4.17)

weobtain

M
�

1
= + iegg�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(j~kj)2"

�

� [
1

2E � [(m � � q+ E � )
2 � E 2

+ ]

+
1

2E + [(m � � q� E + )
2 � E 2

� ]
]: (4.18)

Analogously,M
�

2
,M

�

3
,and M

�

4
are

M
�

2
= M

�

3
= + iegg�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�(j~kj) 2"

�

� [
~k
2
� (~k� q̂)2]

� [
1

2E + [(q+ E + )
2 � E 2

� ][(m � + E + )
2 � E 2

+ ]

14



+
1

2E � [(q� E � )
2 � E 2

+ ][(m � � q+ E � )
2 � E 2

+ ]

+
1

2E + [(m � � E + )
2 � E 2

+ ][(m � � q� E + )
2 � E 2

� ]
] (4.19)

M
�

4
= + iegg�

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�
0(j~kj)

j~kj

3
2"

�

� [
1

2E 0[(m � + E 0)
2 � E 2

0
]

+
1

2E 0[(m � � E 0)
2 � E 2

0
]
] (4.20)

whereE 0 isde�ned by E 0 = E (k).

In this way, we obtain \relativistic" expressions for the radiative � m eson

decays.M atrix elem entsfortheprocessa�d in �g.(2)m ay thusbewritten

M
�

1
= � egg�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�(j~kj)

2"
�

�

D (k� q=2)D (k+ q=2� p)
(4.21)

M
�

2
= + egg�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�(j~kj)

"� � (2k+ q� p)(2k)�

D (k+ q=2)D (k� q=2)D (k+ q=2� p)
(4.22)

M
�

3
= + egg�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�(j~kj)

"� � (2k� q+ p)(2k)�

D (k+ q=2)D (k� q=2)D (k� q=2+ p)
(4.23)

M
�

4
= + egg�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�
0(j~kj)

"� � (2k� p)̂k�

D (k)D (k� p)
(4.24)

whereD (k)isde�ned by

D (k) = k
2
� m

2

K
(4.25)

and k̂ = (0;~k=j~kj).In theparticularcase where �(j~kj)= 1 and �0(j~kj)= 0,these

reproduce the fam iliar�eld theory expressionsofRefs. [1-5]and section 3. Itis

interesting to notetherolethat�0(j~kj)playsin regularising thein�niteintegral.

De�nethem atrix elem ents ~M j (j= 1� 4)by ~M j = " � Mj=[ie" � "�]and the

decay width isthen calculated by

�(� ! S) =
�q

3m 2

�

j~M j
2

; ~M = ~M 1 + ~M 2 + ~M 3 + ~M 4 (4.26)

which reproduces the expressions in Refs. [1-5]and provides a check on our

form alism . Eqs. (4.21-4.24),when evaluated num erically,give the decay widths

shown in Fig.5.In thelim itR K �K ! 0ournum ericalresultsagreewith eq.(3.14)

which wasobtained by using thepoint-like�eld theory.
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5 A C om m ent on the O ZI R ule

The calculations presented in this paper m ay have a bearing on one ofthe

leastunderstood characteristicsofthelow energy stronginteractions:theOkubo-

Zweig-Iizuka (OZI)rule [20]. Ifthe a0 were a
1p
2
(u�u � d�d)state,itsproduction

in � ! a0 would vanish in \lowest order" in the quark m odel,with the K �K

loop contribution presum ed to providea sm allcorrection sincesuch processesare

OZI-violating (e.g.,! � � m ixing could also occurvia such loops).W ehaveseen

that in the point-like approxim ation � ! a0 would proceed with a branching

ratio oforder10� 4 via thisloop process,aswould f0 =
1p
2
(u�u + d�d).Iff0 = s�s,

a sim ilarrate would be obtained from the K �K loop,butnow there would be a

direct term which is supposed to be dom inant. Itis,however,easy to discover

thatthisdirectprocesswould only producea branching ratio oftheorderof10� 5

(seeTable1).

Ourcalculation providessom einsightintothisconundrum .IftheK �K system

isdi�use,R K �K
>
� 2fm ,then the loop calculation givesa branching ratio < 10� 5

(see�g.(5))and theem piricalOZIruleisgood.Physically,therateissuppressed

duetothepoorspatialoverlap between theK �K system and the�.Thepoint-like

�eld theory doesnotallow forthis:super�cially theloopshavealargem agnitude.

The essentialobservation is that the point-like calculation does not take into

accountthe con�nem ent scale,even though itisclearfrom ourresultsthatthe

dynam icscan depend on itrathercritically.

Now consider a � and assum e that S is an (s�s) scalar m eson,con�ned in

�� 1
Q C D ’ 1 fm and connected by an interm ediate state with quark com position

q�qs�s. Ifthis m ultiquark system is con�ned in a length scale <
� �� 1

Q C D ’ 1fm

(i.e.,itisa \genuine" q2�q2 stateand separateidenti�ablekaonsarenotpresent),

then thepoint-like�eld theory calculations,which contain no intrinsiclength,are

super�cially atleastroughly applicable.The� ! S branching ratioviatheK �K

partofthiscom pactsystem isthen elevated abovethe10� 5 barrier.However,ifa

pureK �K interm ediatestateform s,then itm ustoccupy > 2�� 1
Q C D .Theam plitude

forthe� ora S(s�s)to uctuateto thisscaleofsizewould besm alland itisthis

supression thatisattherootoftheOZIrulein thisprocess.

W eseefrom thisreasoningthatthecontribution ofdiagram swhich correspond

atthe quark levelto q�qs�s loopsreally contain two distinct contributionsatthe

hadroniclevel.Theseare�rstofallthedi�usecontributionswhich can arisefrom

hadronic loopscorresponding to nearby thresholds,in thiscase from K �K .Then
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there are \short distance" contributions where approxim ating the q�qs�s system

as a K �K system is potentially very m isleading: a realistic calculation ofsuch

contributions would atleast have to include a very large set ofhadronic loops.

A step in this direction has recently been taken in Refs. [26]. These authors

have considered the loop contributions to,e.g.,! � � m ixing in the 3P0 quark

paircreation m odel,and found thatthere isa system atic tendency forthe sum

ofallhadronic loops to cancel. In fact,they show that (in their m odel) the

incom pletenessofthecancellation ofOZI-violatinghadronicloopsisprecisely due

to nearby thresholds.

6 C onclusions

Thereisstillm uch thoughtneeded on thecorrectm odellingoftheK �K orq2�q2

scalarm eson and theresulting ratefor� ! S:thepresentpaperm erely m akes

a start by clarifying the present literature,m aking the �rst predictions for the

productionofaK �K m olecule,andpointingouttheutilityoftheratioofbranching

ratiosasa �lter.However,theseresultsin turn raisequestionsthatm eritfurther

study. For exam ple,there are interesting interference e�ects possible between

the a0(I = 1)and f0(I = 0)stateswhich have notbeen considered. These two

nearly degeneratestatesliesoneartotheK �K thresholdsthatthem assdi�erence

between neutraland charged kaons is not negligible: for exam ple,their widths

straddletheK + K � threshold butonly barely crosstheK 0 �K 0 threshold (atleast

in thecaseoftherelatively narrow f0).

Although there isclearly m uch to be done,itisalready clearthatthere m ay

be unique opportunities forprobing dynam ics in � ! S and investigating the

natureofthescalarm esonsbelow 1GeV.M oreover,wecan already concludethat

the branching ratio of� ! S willbe between 10� 4 and 10� 5 depending on the

dynam icalnature ofthese scalarsand so willgenerate nugatory{ background to

studiesofCP-violation atDA�NE orother�-factories.
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Figure C aptions

Figure1.Thecontact(a)and loop radiation (b,c)contributions.

Figure2.As�g. 1 butwith an extended scalarm eson. Note the new diagram

(d).

Figure3.M om entum routing.

Figure4.Com parison between the exact m om entum space wavefunction �(k)

(solid)and theapproxim ation ofeq.(4.14);k istherelativem om entum

oftheK and �K .

Figure5.�(� ! S)in M eV versusR K �K in fm .

Figure6.Thetwo tim eorderingsof�g.2(a).
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