arXiv:hep-ph/9301253v1 21 Jan 1993

RAL-92-026, CEBAF-TH-92-13, U /NTC-92-16

ScalarM esons in Radiative D ecay:
their i plications for spectroscopy and for studies of CP <wiolation at  factordes

F.E.Cls
R utherford A pplkton Laboratory
Chilton, D idoot, O xon, 0X 11 00 X, England.

N athan Isgur
CEBAF
12000 Je erson Avenue, Newport News, VA 23606,U SA.

S.Kum ano
Nuclear T heory Center
Indiana U niversity, 2401 M ilo B . Sam pson Lane, B loom ington, IN 47408, U SA.

A bstract

Existing predictions forthebranchingratiofor ! KK wvia ! S (Wwhere
S denotes one of the scalarm esons £, (975) and ag (980)) vary by several orders of
m agnitude. G iven the in portance ofthese processes forboth hadron spectroscopy
and CP-violation studies at factories where ! K%K °? poses a possbke
background problem ), this state of a airs is very undesirable. W e show that
the varety of predictions 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
these scalar states are Interesting in their own right and m ay o er unigue insights
Into the nature of the scalar m esons. A s a byproduct we nd that the branching
ratio or ! K%K % is < 0@10 7) and will pose no signi cant background to
proposed studies of CP ~violation.
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1 Introduction

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

! KK wvia ! S (whereS denotesone ofthe scalarmesons S (how called
£, (975)) or how called & (980)) that vary by several orders of m agniude [1—
5]. Ckarly not all of these predictions can be correct! G iven the im portance of
these processes forboth hadron spectroscopy and CP violation studies, this state
of a airs is clearly undesirable. M oreover, In view of the mpending factory,
DA NE [], and other developing programm es [/], there is an urgent need to
clarify the theoretical situation.

The scalar mesons (ie., mesons with J°¢® = 0'*) have been a persistent
problem in hadron spectroscopyf] W e shall show in this paper that the radiative
decays ofthe meson to these states can discrin Inate am ong various m odels of
their structure. In addition to the spectroscopic issues surrounding the scalar
m esons, there is a signi cant concem that thedecay ! K °K° posesa possble
badkground problem to tests of CP<iolation at future factordes: the radiated
photon foroes the K °K © system to be in a C-even state, as opposed to the C—
odd decay ! KK Y. Looking for CP«idlating decaysin ! K °K ° hasbeen
proposed as a good way to m easure "=" [10], but because this m eans looking or
a analle ect, any appreciable rate or ! K °K?  (nham ely, a branching ratio

' KK ° > 10 °) will lin it the precision of such an experin ent. E stin ates
4] of the nonresonant ! K°K? rmate give, in the absence of any resonant
contribution, a branching ratio of the order of 10 ?, far too sm all to pose a prob-
Jem . The uncertainty in the theoretical estin ates, and the potential experin ental
ram 1 cations, arise due to the presence of the scalarm esons £, (975) and aq (980),
which are strongly coupled to the K K system . E stin ated rates for the resonant
decay chain ! S+ ,Dllowedby thedecay S ! KK 9, vary by three orders of
m agnitude, from a branching ratio ofthe order of 10 © down to 10 °. These vari-
ations In fact re ect the uncertainties in the literature for the expected branching

ratio for ! S which vary from 10 3 to 10 © [11] . Here we concentrate on this
resonant process.
W e shall show that the variability of the predictions for ! S isdue in

part to errors and in part to di erences in m odelling. O n the basis of thism odel
dependence, we argue that the study ofthese scalarstatesin ! S may o er
unigque insights into the nature of the scalar m esons. These nsights should help

For an historical perspective see Ref. B]; for a m ore recent study see Ref. P].



lead in the future to a better understanding of not only quarkonium but also

glueball spectroscopy. A s a byproduct we predict that the branching ratio for
' K%K°% i <0010 7) (e, thebranchihgmatio or ! S is < 0@10 %))

and w ill pose no signi cant background to studies of CP +violation at DA NE.

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

The scalar m esons are spectroscopically interesting for several reasons. O ne
is that, while agreeing on little elss, it is an essentially universal prediction of
theory (lattices, bags, ux tube models, QCD sum ruls, ...) that the lowest-
Iying glueballhas scalar quantum numbersand amassin the 1.0 -15 G &V mass
range. C Jarifying the presently confiised nature ofthe known 0** m esonsm ay be
pivotal In the quest to identify this glieball. Another is the possibility that the
two best known [12] scalar m esons, the £, (975) and the ag (980), are goggq states.
T he origihal proposal [13] for this interpretation, based on the bag m odel, also
predicted m any other states which have not been seen (although this shortcom ing
is now understood to som e degree [14]). The gggg interpretation of these two
states was later revived In a di erent guise w ithin the quark potentialm odel as
the \K K m olecuk" interpretation [15]. Since providing a test of this particular
Interpretation is one of the m ain resuls to be presented here, we rst brie y
elaborate on these two m odels of m ultiquark states.

In the naive bag m odel the gogg states consist of four quarks con ned In a
single spherical bag interacting via one gluon exchange. It is obvious that such a
construction w ill lead to a rich spectroscopy of states. A lthough it isnot clearhow
to treat or interpret the problem ofthe stability ofthis spectrum under ssion into
two bags [14], it is very Interesting that the dynam ics of thism odel predicts that
the Iowestying such stateswill (in the SU (3) lin i) form an apparently ordinary
(\cryptoexotic") nonet of scalar m esons. It is, m oreover, probable that a better
understanding of bag stability could solve both the problem of unwanted extra
predicted states and also a problem w ith the ap iself: in the naive m odel it can
\fall apart" into o that it is di cukt to understand its narrow width, given
the presently acospted pseudoscalar m eson m ixing anglke (see footnote 22 In the

rst of Refs. [13]). In the absence of an understanding of how to overcom e these
di culties, we w ill not consider the bag picture further in this paperf.

Y¥See, however, Refs. [16] for a possble way out ofthe ag ! problem .



In the potentialm odel treatm ent [L5] it is found that the low lyIng gooqg sector
ism ost conveniently viewed as consisting of weakly interacting ordinary m esons:
the resulting spectrum is nom ally a (distorted) two particle continuum . W ithin
the ground state u,d,s m eson-m eson system s, the one plausibl exception to this
rulk is found in the K K sector (ie. the K K dhannel and those other channels
strongly coupled to it): the L = 0 (ie. J°°* = 0"") spectrum seam s to have
su cient attraction to produce weakly bound states mnboth I = Oand I = 1.
T here are a num ber of phenom enoclogical advantages to the identi cation ofthese
two states w ith the £, (975) and aq (980) . Am ong them are:

1) &t is Imm ediately cbviouswhy the £, (975) and ay (980) are found Just below
K K threshold: they bearm uc the sam e relationship to it that the deuteron bears
to np threshold.

2) The problm of the f, and a; widths is solved. If these states were °P,
quarkonia with avours corresponding to ! and  (as suggested by their degener-
acy), then (£, ! )/ (@ ! ) would be about 4 In contrast to the cbsarved
value of about % . At least as serjous is the problem in the quarkonium picture
w ith the absolute w idths of these states: m odels [L7-19] predict, for exam ple,

(fo ! ) 7B 6 ! (I )s) @d)
500 1000M &V 22)

versus the observed partialw idth of25M €V .W e have already noted the problem in

the bag m odel qogg interpretation w ith ag ! . In the KK m olkculk picture the

narrow observed w idths are a natural consequence of weak binding: K K )1—¢ !
and KK )= ! occur slow Iy because the KK wavefunction is di use.

3) Both the f; and ap; ssem to bear a special relationship to ss pairs: their
K K \couplings" are very large and they are observed in channels which would
violate the O kuboZwelig-Tizuka (O ZI) rul RO]foran !; -lke pairofstates R1].

4) The couplings ofthe f; and ay are about an order ofm agniude an aller
than expected ©r 3P, quarkonia P2], but consistent w ith the expectations HrK K
m olecules R3].

A though these observations argue against the viability ofthe *P, quarkonium
Interpretation ofthe £, (975) (and probably also the ag (980)), they are Insu cient
to rule it out com pletely. M oreover, a unitarized variant of the quark m odel R4],
iIn which the scalarm esons are strongly m ixed w ith the m eson-m eson continuum ,
avoids ssveral of these problam s. In addition to this conservative altermative, the
recent analysis of Ref. [P] has raised the possibility that the £, (975) is really a
com bination oftwo e ects, one of which is a candidate for a scalar glueball.)



Them ain purpose ofthispaper isto point out a sim ple (@nd to us unexpected)
experin ental test which sharply distinguishes am ong these altemative explana—
tions. W e show thattheratesfor ! £,(975) ! and ! @(©980) !

In the quarkonium , glieball, and K K m olecule interpretations di er signi cantly;
furthem ore, the ratio ofbranching ratios

! ap (980)
! £ (975)

also m ay prove to be an In portant datum In that it can have a m odeldependent
value anyw here from zero to In niy (see Table 2)!

In the quarkonium interpretation, ! £ (975) and ! & (980) are sin-
pk elkctric dipolk transitions quite sin ilar In character to several other m ea—
sured electric m ultipole transitions, including not only the light quark transitions
a, (1320) ! ;K (1420) ! K , & (1275) ! , and k (1235) ! , but also
such decays as ! and 1o ! . From the com parison between theory
and experim ent given in Ref. [17], we expect that the quark m odel predictions
for these processes given In Tabl 1 are reliable to w ithin a factor oftwo. Thus if
the f; isan ss quarkonium , the branching ratio for ! S would typically be of
the order of 10 °.

If the f5 (975) is a glueball (in Ref. P] there is a glueball com ponent of the
\S e ect", dubbed the S; (991), which couples to and is reponsbl for the
resonant behaviour seen in phase shift analyses; the other com ponent, dubbed
the S, (998), is practically unocoupled to ) then one would naturally expect
' £,0975) ! to be even an aller than In the quarkonium interpretation
since the decay would be O ZI+violating. The ram arks m ade above on the strong
decay w idths of the quarkonium states would suggest that quarkoniim —glieball
m ixing, through which we presum e the O ZIwiolation would proceed, must be
an all forthe £, (975) to ram ain narrow . Thuswe can crudely estim ate the glueball
—quarkonium m ixing angle to be lessthan [ (£, ! )/ CPy ! )}% o that if
fy (975) is a glueball

(! f, @hevall )  ——2— " (! f, (uarkonim) ) (3)

2—0 (! fy (Quarkoniim ) ) 24)
Thus if f5 (975) is a gluebal], this branching ratio should be m ore than an order
ofm agnitude an aller than it would be to a -lke quarkonium .



If the fy is a quarkonium oconsisting only of nonstrange avours, wih ag is
isovector quarkoniim partner, these statesw illbe O ZIdecoupled n the radiative
decay. The O Z I~violating production rate via a K K loop,viz. ! KK ! i
m ay be calculated. This calculation reveals som e interesting points of principle
which shed light on the rok of nite hadron size in such loop calculations; this
calculation w ill be discussed In the next section.

Interesting questions arise in the case ofggggorK K bound states (\m olecules").

T he quark contents of these two system s are identical but their dynam ical struc—
tures di er radically. T he situation here has its analog in the case of the deuteron
which contains six quarks but is not a \true" six-quark bound state. T he essen—
tial feature iswhether the m ultiquark system is con ned w ithin a hadronic system
w ith a radius oforder ( gcp ) ! oristwo identi able colour singlets spread over a
region signi cantly greater than this W ith radius oforder ( E )% associated w ith
the Interhadron binding energy E fora system of reduced mass ). In the form er
case the branching ratio m ay be as large as 10 4 (e Ref. [B] and section 4);
the branching ratio fora di use K K molecular system can be much an aller, as
discussed below .

T he ratio ofbranching ratios isalso interesting. Theratioof ( ! ag)= ( !
fy) is approxim ately zero ifthey are quarkonia (the fp being ss and the ay being
0 ZIdecoupled), it is approxin ately unity ifthey areK K system s, whilke or ¢
the ratio is sensitively dependent on the intemal structure of the states. This
sensitivity in goggg arisesbecause ! S isan E 1 transition whose m atrix ele—
m ent, being proportionalto e ;x;, probes the electric charges of the constituents
weighted by their vector distance from the overall centre of m ass of the system .
T hus, although the absolute transition rate for S = gggg depends on unknow n
dynam ics, the ratio of ap to fy production will be sensitive to the intemal spa—
tial structure of the scalar m esons through the relative phasess in I = 0 and 1
w avefunctions and the relative spatial distributions of quarks and antiquarks.

For exam ple, suppose that the state’s constituents are distriouted about the
centre of mass wih the structure (gs) (gs), where g denotes u or d, and (@b)

represents a spherically sym m etric cluster. Then
8 9

< fy T 1
. = Pp=[s)s) ds)ds)] 2 5)
ag 2

and the E 1 m atrix elem ent willbe

M [en+ &) @+ e&)l= &+ &o



and hence the ratio ( ! fo)= ( ! ap) will be unity. The quarks are
distrdouted as if n a K K molcular system Which is a speci ¢ exam ple of this
con guration) and only the absolute branching ratio will distinguish ?f from
KK.

If the distrdbution is (gq) (ss) then the m atrix elem ent
M (et &) E&+e)]=0

Here the quark distrbutionsminic ° (n the &) or (n the £). In this
case the absolute branching ratios w illbe suppressed. M ost interesting is the case
where S = DD ,where D denotes a diquark, ie. where

8 9
< fy T 1
. . = P=I[us)s) @ds)ds)] 2.6)
ag !’ 2
in which case
M [, + &) s+ )]
so that
(! ag) _ 1+ 2 2 _
(! o) 1 2

T he absolute rate In this case depends on an unknown overlap between K K and
the digquark structure; nonetheless the dom inance of ay over f; would be rather
distinctive. For convenience these possibilities are summ arised in Tabl 2.

3 The KK Loop Contribution to ! S

The andtheS WhereS = a; or fj) each coupk strongly to K K , with the
ocouplingsg andgfor K K and SK "K  being related to the w idths by

g

(! K'K )= e m2(1n2 dmZ . )7 3d)
and P
! K'K )= mZ 4dmZ, )™ 32)
16 m2  ° K

for kinem atical conditions where the decay is allowed. Hence, independent of
the dynam ical nature of the S, there isan amplitudeM ( ! S ) for the decay
! S toproceed through the charged K Ioop (g.1), ! KK ! S(M+



where the K are realorvirtualand S is the scalarm eson w ith four m om entum
*. The am plitude descrbing the decay can be w ritten

&g 9
2 2im?

K

M(O@E )! SO+ @ )= I@ble a( ) © )a )] GB3)

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

2

The quantities a;b are de ned as a = :_2;b= m—zz sothata b= fﬂ’%q is
K K K
proportional to the photon energy, and I (@;b) which arises from the loop integral
is
2 1 1 a

1 1 1
I@;b) = ff (- f (- —fg (- — 4
@) = S ot h) Qg f9h) 96y G4)

where

A 00

(arcsin #=))* x>

1
£ _ 4
%) i) i F o x<
8
% k. D'ParcsinGEy) x> g
gk = 11 4x)PMh) i) x<?
1
= — 1 @@ 4 (35)
2%

Note that ¥ may in generalbe virtual, though we shall here concentrate on the
real resonance production where ¥ = m2 withmg ’ 975 0or 980 M &V .

Even though Refs. [14]use essentially the sam e values for the couplings and
other param eters, they obtain di erent results. O ur resuls con m those ofRef.
[L] apart from a m Inor num erical error. Ref. [B] clain s that the value of the loop
calculation dependson the dynam icalnature ofthe S.Sihce the couplingS ! KK
is input from data it is som ewhat surprsing that the result can discrin nate
am ongst m odels ofthe S.W e con m the num erical result of Ref. [B] and discuss

its physical signi cance below .

T he resonant contrbutionsto the ! K%K ? branching fraction give a dif-
ferential decay w idth
d  JTebigd
ac - amg o 56
where isgiven by
2
_ S N 5
128 2m? (% m2)2+m?2 2 ’
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Here ¥ is the invariant m ass squared of the nalK °K ° system , and hence the

resonance.

The Im itations and problem s n the existing literature conceming attem pts
to calculate the above are discussed in Ref. [l1]. Here we shall brie y review
the loop calculation In order to assess the existing literature and to highlight the
novel features of the case where the S isa K K bound state wih a nite size.

C alculation of the integrallI @;b)

Upon m aking the and K interactions gauge invariant, one nds for charged
kaons
Hpyc= @& +g )j 2eg A K 'K (3.8)

whereA ; and K are the photon, phiand charged kaon elds, j = K Y@

@ )K . If the coupling of the kaons to the scalar m eson is assum ed to be sim ply
the pointlike one SK K , then gauge invariance generates no extra diagram and
the resulting diagram s are n  gs. (1). Inm ediately one notes a problm : the
contact diagram g. (la) diverges. T he trick hasbeen to calculate the nite sum

of gs. (1b) and (lc) and then, by appealing to gauge invariance, to extract the
correct nite part of g. (la). This is done either by

a) Refs. [1-3])) Fig. (la) contrbutes to A g whereas gs. (lb) and (lc)
contrbute both to thisand top g A . Therefore one need calculate only the
latter diagram s, since the nite coe cient ofthep g temm detem ines the result
by gauge invariance.

b) Ref. B]) These authors com pute the in agihary part of the am plitude
Which arisessonly from gs. (1b) and (lc)) and w rite a subtracted digpersion rela—
tion, w ith the subtraction constrained by gauge nvariance. This isalso su cient
to determm ine the am plitude.

In section 4 we shall consider the case where the scalarm eson is an extended
ob Ect, In particulara K K bound state. The SK K vertex in this case nvolves a
m om entum -dependent form factor f k), where k is the kaon, or loop, m om entum
which will be scaled in f k) by kg, the mean momentum in the bound state
wavefunction or, n e ect, the inverse size of the system . In the lin  where
R ! 0 (orky ! 1 ) we recover the fom al results of approaches (a;b) above, as
wemust, but our approach o ersnew insight Into the physical processes at work.

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



proportionalto £9(k) since m inin al substitution yields

Qf
£k &) f£(%)= e ﬁ@ (3.9)

A swe shall see, this exactly cancels the contribution from the seagulldiagram g.

(2a) in the Imit where g ! 0, and gives an expression for the nite am plitude
which is explicitly n the form ofa dierenceM (@ M (= 0). This makes
contact w ith the subtracted dispersion relation approach ofRef. [B].

First ket usbrie y sum m arise the calculation ofthe Feynm an am plitude in the
standard point-lke eld theory approach, as it has caused som e problem s In R efs.
E3]. fwedenoteM = g (g H M ;ms;q) (seeeq. (3.3)), then the
tensor for g. (3) may be written (com pare w ith egs. 8 and 6 ofRefs. R]and [B],
respectively)

2 d'k Ck p) Gk 9
@)Y K mp)lk 9? millk p? mg]

M = egg (3.10)
Wewillread o the coe cient ofp g after combining the denom inators by the
standard Feynm an trick so that

egg Z1 21, 2, d*kk k

- 8 d g 311
)y o o Y LIk @ pz? ot i G11)

wherec mi z(1 zm? zy@mZ m?). Thepg tem appearswhen we
m ake the shit k ! k+ qy+ pz to ocbtain
egg Zl ZlZ

H = - dz dyyzimi z@ zm? zym: m?*)]": (3.12)
4 2i o 0

Notethatmg < m 2 and so one hasto take care when perfom ing the y integration.
One obtains (recalla= m*=m ;b= mZ=my )

Z 1

1 d 1 1 a 1 1 b
q - eggz £ —Z[z(l 2) @ z( Z))]n( z(L z)
4 2m; @ b)) o z @ b 1 z@ =za
. Z
- 4 za 225613
@ b 1=, z
q_
where %(l ) wih 1 4=a. (In perform Ing the integrals, one must

take care to note that a > 4 whereasb< 4 which causes 2> 0; 2 < 0)). Our
calculation has so far only taken into account the diagram where the K * em its
the ; the contrbution for the K is identical, so the total am plitude is doublk
that of eq. (3.13) and therefore In quantitative agreem ent w ith egs. (3) and (@)
ofRef. [1]. Straightforward algebra con m s that this agrees w ith egs. (9-11) of
Ref. [B].

10



N um erical evaluation, usihgm (f5) = 975M &V and g°=4 = 0:6 G eV? leadsto
(! fp )=6 10°Mev (314)

som ew hat at variance w ith the value of 855 10 * M &V quoted In Ref. [1] ﬂ
Ref. B] does not directly quote a rate for ! £, . Instead, i quotes values for
[ (or exam pl) and clain that this depends upon the gg or g

structure of the f;. However, the di erences In rate Wwhich vary by an order of
m agnitude between gg and ?f m odels) arise because di erentm agnitudes for the
fK K oouplings have been used in the two cases. In the *f m odel a value or
& (K K ) was used identical to ours and, if one assum es a uni branching ratio
for £, ! , the rate is consistent wih our eg. (314) Ref. [B] has integrated
over the resonance). In the case of the ag, Ref. [B] notes that in the ¢ m odel
the relation between ¢ (@)K K ) and g’ (@ ) Inplies (g ! ) 7 275 M &V .
In the ggmodel, in contrast, Ref. [B] uses as input the experim ental value of

@p ! )’ 55M &V which in plies a reduced value ford @@, ) and, therefore,
Prog® @K K ): thepredicted rate or ! & ! is correspondingly reduced.

T hus we believe that the apparent structure-dependence of the reaction !

S clined n Ref. B] is sugpect. The calculation has assum ed a point-like scalar
eld which couples to point-like kaonsw ith a strength that can be extracted from
experin ent. The com putation ofamtefor ! KK ! S w illdepend upon this
strength and cannot of itself discrin inate am ong m odels for the intemal structure

ofthe S.

W e shallnow oconsider the production of an extended scalarmeson [11]which
istreated asa K K system (pased on the picture developed in Refs. [15]).

4 K K Ioop production of an extended scalar m eson

SupposethatK * and K with threemomenta X produce an extended scalar
meson In its rest fram e. The interaction Ham iltonian H = g (KJ)SK *K is i
general a function of m om entum . Now m ake the replacement K ! K e&A, and
expand (K eAJ to kading order in e; one then nds a new elctrom agnetic
contribution

Hyx+x ¢ = €9 "kK)K & 4l1)

* However, J. P estieau, private com m unication, con m s our value.

11



The nite range of the interaction, which is controlled by (k), in plies that the
currents ow overa nite distance duringtheK K ! S transition: this current is
the \Interaction current". T he above current given by m inin al substitution is not
unique, in the sense that the transverse part ~ 7 cannot be determm ined by the
requirem ent of gauge invariance alone. However, i should describe the process
under consideration accurately since the radiated photon is soft: the details of
the interaction current are not inportant in the soft photon regine R5]. The
e ect of this form factor is readily seen In tin e ordered perturbation theory. (In
this section we w illwork in the non-relativistic approxin ation. This su cesboth
to m ake our point of principle and to provide num erically accurate estin ates for
nonrelativistic K K bound states such asthe fy and ag in theRef. [15] picture. In
general there are further tim e orderings whose sum gives the relativistic theory;
see below )

There are four contribbutions: #H; correspond to gs. (2a) and (2d), whilke
H,;; correspond to gs. (2b) and (2c), where the isem itted from theK * orK
leg). W e wrte these (form om entum routing see g. (3))

z 1
k)2~ KR S )
Hys = 2 d’k 2 42
23 egg DED.D Q) “42)
? &)~ >
H; = 299 Jd&k——— 4 3)
D,
Z 0 N
k)~ x~ K
Hy = 2 Frk—= 4.4
4 €99 D ) “4.4)
w here
D, m qg DE)
D @) m 2E @.5)
D (0) m 2E (k) 4 .6)
D E) E"+E @.n
and where E = E k o=2) wih E P ) the energy of a kaon w ith m om entum

P .Notethat H, isthe (fom —factorm odi ed) contact diagram and H 4 is the new
contrbution arisihg from the extended SK K vertex.

A fter som e m anijpulations their sum can be w ritten

Z 2 2 0 .
H 2egg ~ @ dkLDl f1+ D E) (D (q+)+D = ))g+ 3 0) ] : @8)

12



Iflim,2, ; &* k) ! Of wemay integrate the naltem i eg. (4.8) by parts
and cbtain for i

Z

k2 2
H,= 2egg ~ »~ d’k (k)f 1 K&y

_— 4.9
D () E &)D () ° @9

Thisisidenticaltotheq! 0 lm it ofH;+ H,+ H 3, and hencewe see explicitly that
theg tem (ie., thetem proportionalto~ » ascalculated above) ise ectively
subtracted at g= 0 due to the partial ntegration ofthe °(k) contribution, H,.

Ifonehasamodelfor (k) one can perform the integrals num erically. For the
K K m olecule, the wavefinction

1 uf()
®) = p=——— 410)
4 r

is a solution of the Schrodinger equation

£ 1Y o= Euo: @11)
—— vr)gu @)= Eu(r):

Onem ay approxin ate (see Ref. R3])
1 r,
ve)= 440M eV)exp( = (—)7) 4.12)
2 1o

wih rp = 057 fin. Equation 4.11) may be solved num erically, giving E =
10 M eV and a (r) which for analytic purmposes m ay, as we shall see, be well-
approxin ated by

P_
3

(413)
2Ry x

where Ry / 12fm (thus (0) = 3 10 °GeV*?; se alo Ref. R3]). The
mom entum space wave fiinction that is used In our com putation (see g. (@)) is
thus taken to have

4
&) = : (4.14)
©) &2+ 2)2

Thermtefor ( ! S ) isshown asa function ofRyy I g. (B). The nonrela—

tivistic approxin ation egs. (42-4.9) isvald forRy x ~ 03fm which isapplicabk
totheK K molcule: orRg x ! 0 the ully relativistic form alisn is required and
hasbeen included In the curve displayed In g. 5. AsRyx ! Oand (k) ! 1lwe
recover the num erical result of the point-lke eld theory, whereas for the speci ¢

*Actually, when k ! 1 the relativistic expressions of the next subsection are needed. T hese
show that (k) need only vanish logarithm ically to obtain convergence.

13



K K m olecule wavefiinction above one predicts a branching ratio ofsome 4 10 °
width # 10 *M &V). This is only % of the pointdike eld theory resul but is
largerthan that expected forthe production rate ofan ss scalarm eson (see Tables
1 and 2).

Connection w ith R elativistic F ield T heory

T he nonrelativistic form alisn is su cient for describbing the radiation from a
K K molkcule. However, it does not have the proper Iim it asRy x ! 0; in this
Iim it relativistic K K pairs are In portant In the loop integral. In this section we
show how the relativistic form alisn can be obtained from tin e-ordered perturba-
tion theory and m ake contact w ith the relativistic eld theory formm alism of section
3. Them atrix elem ents for the tin eorderings of g. (6) are

z
M, = + iegg

ok (XJ 2" [ !
@ ) 2E,2E Es+E, +E )

1
+
2E,2E g E, E)
where the st (second) tem correspondsto g. (6a) ( g. (Bb)) andE  isde ned
byE =E &k o2).UshgEg=m a,

] 4.15)

1 2F , 1
=+ . (416)
m g+ E, + E m g+ E )2 E? m g+ E E.
and
1 2FE 1
=+ -+ ;o@an
m q E, E m qg E;)? E m q E,+E
we obtain
M, = + 1 " (X7 2" | L
! ey 2 [[m q+E )2 EZ]
1

Y. q B ENC @18)

Analogously,M , ,M ; ,and M , are
Z 3

M, = M; = +iegg %) 2" K ® &I

@)

1
[2E+[<q+E+>2 EZ]lm +E,)> EZ?]
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1
2E [@ E )* Efllm g+ E )? EZ]
1

* 2E . [fm E;)> E?Z]lm a E,)? E2]] @-19)
Z 3 .
_ ) d’k 0 zj " 1
Mo = viEg oy B2 e R B2
1
+ ] 4 20)

whereEg isde ned by Eg = E ().

In this way, we obtain \rehtivistic" expressions for the radiative m eson
decays. M atrix elem ents for the processa d In g. (2) m ay thus be w ritten

Z

M, = egg ok (XJ Z 421)
@) Dk g2)D k+ a2 p)
T T
Me T tes Z <j4k)‘l T qLZ)D ((ik q:)]f)afk)q:m o @2
M, = +eyg Z (j4k)4 "% '1'3 (k)gk(k pf) @24)

where D (k) isde ned by
D k) = k¥ m? (4 25)

K
and k = 0;¥=%). In the particular case where (¥j = 1 and °(%J) = 0, these
reproduce the fam iliar eld theory expressions of Refs. [1-5] and section 3. It is
interesting to note the role that °(%¥7 plays in regqularising the in nite integral.
De nethematrix elements M’y (=1 4)byM=" M= [ie" "] and the
decay w idth is then calculated by

(1s )= 3qzjvrf ;M = ML M+ M+ MY @ 26)
m

which reproduces the expressions in Refs. [l-5] and provides a check on our
form alism . Egs. (4214 24), when evaluated num erically, give the decay w idths
shown nFig. 5. mthelm t Ry ¢ ! O ournumericalresultsagreew ih eg. (3.14)
w hich was obtained by using the point-like eld theory.
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5 A Commenton theOZIRule

The calculations presented in this paper m ay have a bearing on one of the
Jeast understood characteristics of the Iow energy strong interactions: the O kubo—
Zweig-Tizuka ©ZI) rule RO]. Ifthe ay were a 91—5 (bu dd) state, its production
n ! a would vanish in \lowest order" in the quark m odel, with the KK
Joop contribution presum ed to provide a an all correction since such processes are
0 ZIwviclathg g, ! m xing could also occur via such loops). W e have seen
that in the ponnt-lke approxim ation ! ay would proceed wih a branching
ratio of order 10 * via this Joop process, as would f;, = 91—5 (uu+ dd). If f, = ss,
a sin ilar rate would be cbtained from the K K loop, but now there would be a
direct term which is supposed to be dom nant. It is, however, easy to discover
that this direct process would only produce a branching ratio of the order of 10 °
(see Tabk 1).

O ur calculation provides som e Insight into this conundrum . Ifthe K K system
isdiuse, Rgxx ~ 2fm, then the loop calculation gives a branching ratio < 10 °
(s2e g. (B)) and the em pirical 0 ZI rule isgood. P hysically, the rate is suppressed
due to the poor spatial overlap between the K K system and the . Thepoint-lke
eld theory doesnot allow forthis: super cially the loopshave a largem agnitude.
The essential observation is that the point-like calculation does not take Into
acoount the con nem ent scale, even though it is clear from our resuls that the

dynam ics can depend on it rather critically.

Now consider a and assume that S is an (ss) scalar meson, con ned in
QéD ’ 1 fm and oonnected by an Intem ediate state with quark ocom position
aqgss. If this multiquark system is con ned in a length scake < ¢, ’ 1fm
(ie. it isa \genuine" ¢ state and separate identi able kaons are not present),
then the point-lke eld theory calculations, which contain no intrinsic length, are
super cially at least roughly applicable. The ! S branching ratio via the KK
part of this com pact system is then elevated above the 10 ° barrier. However, ifa
pureK K interm ediate state form s, then tmust ooccupy > 2 ,¢p - The am pliude
forthe ora S (ss) to uctuate to this scale of size would be an all and it is this
supression that is at the root ofthe O ZI rule in this process.

W e see from this reasoning that the contrbution ofdiagram sw hich correspond
at the quark level to ggss loops really contain two distinct contrdbutions at the
hadronic vel. These are rst ofallthe di use contributions which can arise from
hadronic Joops corresoonding to nearby thresholds, In thiscase from KK . Then
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there are \schort distance" contrbutions where approxin ating the ggss system
as a KK systam is potentially very m islkeading: a realistic calculation of such
contributions would at least have to Include a very large set of hadronic loops.
A step In this direction has recently been taken in Refs. R6]. These authors
have considered the loop contrdbutions to, eg., ! m ixing in the 3P, quark
pair creation m odel, and found that there is a system atic tendency for the sum
of all hadronic loops to cancel. In fact, they show that (in their m odel) the
Incom pleteness of the cancellation of O Z Isviolating hadronic loops is precisely due
to nearby thresholds.

6 Conclusions

T here is stillm uch thought needed on the correct m odelling oftheK K orf?
scalarm eson and the resulting rate for ! S : the present paperm erely m akes
a start by clarifying the present literature, m aking the st predictions for the
production ofaK K m olecule, and pointing out the utility ofthe ratio ofbranching
ratiosasa Ier. However, these results In tum raise questions that m erit fiirther
study. For exam ple, there are Interesting interference e ects possble between
the ag (I = 1) and £, T = 0) states which have not been considered. These two
nearly degenerate states lie so nearto the K K thresholdsthat them assdi erence
between neutral and charged kaons is not negligbl: for exam ple, their w idths
straddle the K *K  threshold but only barely cross the K °K © threshold (at least
in the case of the relatively narrow f;).

A though there is clearly much to be done, it is already clear that there m ay
be unigue opportunities for probing dynamicsin ! S and investigating the
nature ofthe scalarm esonsbelow 1 G &V .M oreover, we can already conclude that
the branching ratio of ! S willbe between 10 ¢ and 10 ° depending on the
dynam ical nature of these scalars and so w ill generate nugatorny] background to
studies of CPwiolation at DA NE orother -factories.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1.

Figure 2.

Figure 3.

Figure 4.

Figure 5.

Figure 6.

The contact (@) and loop radiation (o,c) contrbutions.

As g. 1l butwih an extended scalarm eson. Note the new diagram
).

M om entum routing.

Com parison between the exact m om entum space wavefunction (k)
(solid) and the approxin ation ofeq.(4 14); k isthe relative m om entum
oftheK andK .

(! S )ihMeV versusRgg In fm .

The two tim e orderingsof g. 2 (@).
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