arXiv:hep-ph/9501225v1 6 Jan 1995

LPC 93 06

GLUEBALL PLUSPION PRODUCTION

IN HARD EXCLUSIVE TW OPHOTON PROCESSES

M .A.ICHOLA and J.PARISI

Laboratoire de P hysique C orpusculaire, C ollege de France
IN2P3-CNRS

11, P lJace M arcelin Berthelot, F-75231 P aris C edex 05, France

A bstract

W e here com pute the reaction ! G 0 Porvarous glieball candidates
G and their assum ed quantum states, using a non-relativistic gluon bound-state

m odel for the glieball.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9501225v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9501225




1 Introduction

A model for com puting the production and decay of glueballs (G) m ade
up of two gluons, In any quantum state, has been proposed by Kada et al. [1],
who used it in order to calculate the processes J= ! G and G , . That
m odelwas Jater generalized form ore com plex reactionsby Houra-Yaou et al. 2] ;
the generalized fom alisn was applied, In particular, to the calculation of glueball

production in high-energy hadron collisions.

The values obtained In Ref. [1] or G ! ), considering the m ain
existing glieball candidates, are rather an all, and system atically below the exper-
In ental lin its established tillnow in m easuram ents of ! G . The pupos of
this paper is to com pute an altemative photon-photon collision process producing

glieballs, ie. ! G °.Themodelused in this study is again that ofRef. 2].

Let us notice that the psasudoscalar glueball candidate  (1440) was seen in
various m easurem ents of radiative J= decays [3]. On the other hand , two new
analyses of J= ! (1440) perfom ed by the M ark ITT and the DM 2 C ollabora-—
tion [A]both seem to show that, instead of corresponding to a single psesudoscalar
resonance, the (1440) peak should be due to three di erent structures (wo pssu-—
doscalar and one axial) Jocated close to each other in the 1400-1500 M &V range.

H owever the conclusions of the two analyses are contradictory.

A s for the tensor glueball candidate £, (1720), it was seen as wellby various



experin ental groups In radiative J= decay [b] and also by the W A 76 C ollabora—
tion In doubledi ractive pp collisions [6]. H ere again som e doubt hasbeen cast on
the true nature of this resonance by a recent analysis of M ark ITT [7]. A ccording
to this analysis it should rather be a scalar partick, £, (1710), and is unlkely to
be a glueball. Thus there is, here again, an cbvious disagreem ent between various

experin ental groups (see B]).

F inally, as regards the X (2220), it was also found by the M ark ITTI Collab-
oration In radiative J= decay, and was assigned the quantum numbers : J even
(w ithout further precision), P = + [9]. On the other hand, it was recently seen
by two experin ental groups In hadronic reactions, but they disagreed on its soin
value (JF = 2" vs. J° = 4%) [10] ; specialists now tend to believe that the X is

rather a ss quarkonium state belonging to the nonet °F .

It is obvious that, in all three cases considered, no m conclusion has yet
been reached as to the nature ofthese resonances. T herefore we consider that none
ofthem hasbeen discarded as a glueball candidate, and we continue treating them

as in previous papers [1, 21].



2 D etails of calculation

A ssum ing, here again, the glueball to be a weakly bound state of two non-—

relativistic gluons, we are kd (see Sec. ITofRef. 2]) to the fomula

0, ) 1 d(os )d
M 01 g O(S;) = fL :L-'[nO_L 4
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connecting the helicity am plitudes of the process %! G ° wih those of the
subprocess °! g g °. In omula (1), s and are, respectively, the total
energy squared and the pion em ission angle in the cm. frame, while ()
is the orbial (azinuthal) em ission anglk of either glion in their cm . frame (the
glieball rest frame) ; sse Fig. 1. We callJ, L, S, regpectively, the total soin, the
orbialangularm om entum and the intrinsic soin ofthe glueball, while isitssoin

com ponent along the z axis of Fig. 1. In addition we call ; ° the helicities of

the photons ; % whilke ;; , are those ofthe gluons g; g, (allhelicities being

de ned in the glueball rest fram ). T he angular progction finction *°7 ( ; ) is
de ned as :

P89 ;) = & et mSO JLSJ il ;  ,311S i @)
where = ». FInally, isthe velocity of either gluon in the glueball rest

fram e, while f;, is given by
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where M isthe glueballm ass, and Ry, (r) its radialwave function in con guration

space.

Asin Ref. R], we assum e the glueball to be relativistic In the Ccm.
frame : M =p§ ! 0. In that approxin ation, the gluions g;; 9, are also treated

°1 g g °. The latter subprocess nvolves 16

asm asskss in the subprocess
helicity am plitudes. N oticing that, due to angular m om entum and parity conser-
vation, those am plitudes ram ain unchanged when all photon and glion helicities

are reversed, only eight of them are needed.

For the calculation of those am plitudes, we use the B rodsky-L.epage m odel

1], ie. :

% 12 - % 12
M 01 g1 92 O(SI r o7 ) - dX (X)M 01 g1 92 @p s (XISI r o7 ) (4)

w here is the pion distrbution am plitude , whilk In the calculation of

0

. jo
M o 5o qq.. Onemakes the substiution : vqug ! sp = 2, taking into ac-
count the fact that the (Qq) system is in a psesudoscalar state. T he helicity am pli-
tudesM o ! 2 needed are obtained, at lowest order n Q CD , by summ ing

M g1 92 @Aps

over the contributions of all diagram s ofF ig. 2.

W e then rem ain w ith the task of applying formulas @) and (1). A ctually,
we nd more convenient to Integrate over ;  rst, applying fomula (1), and to

Jeave the convolution over  (x) for the ollow ng stage of our calculation.

Fomula (1), where we substitute (q g)ps for 0, Jeads us, for the var-



jous quantum states considered (for the main glieball candidates) to the ex-—

pressions M shown hereaffer. We here xed = +1, sihhce ampli-

O,! G @es
tudeswih = 1 are derived therefrom by applying the relation M % =
0

( 1)J+L 1 M ;

A 1l other helicity am plitudes are vanishing at that order.

Let cos = u, N =x (1 x)s, y= 2@ x) @1+ u),

vi=1l+u @l 2x) and z=1+u 2Xx.

In addition we set
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In the above fom ulas, coupling constants, aswellas charge and color factors,

were left aside.

For we here choose two di erent expressions given in the literature,

nam ely that ofChemyak and Zhinitsky [12]
cz P 2
x) = 5 3f x@ x)Ex 1) (25)
and the so—called asym ptotic distrioution am plitude [11]
as P
x) = 3f x 1 x) (26)
where £ is the pion lptonic decay constant.

Convolution of  wih fomulas (5) —— (24) then leadsus to the am plitudes

M o heeded.

0:: G
T herefrom one obtains the corresponding di erential cross section :

d 0 g O 3.2 2 X 0. 2
D S S £2 £2 M g o @7)
dt g2 e be

’

where the charge and color factors are easily obtained as : £5 = 1=18, £2 = 2=3.

T his expression of the cross section still contains an undeterm ined constant,
fL2 (s2e formula (1)). In order to elim inate i, we use the sam e procedure as in
Refs. [1]and 2], ie. wewrte :

O'GOB(G! X y) org © ( ) ( y)

28)
dt dt @=1! G )

whereB (G ! xvy) isthe branching ratio for glueball decay in a given channel
(actually we shall only consider the m ain decay channel for each glueball candi-
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date). Then the num erator of the second factor on the rh. side of (28) is given
by experin ental m easurem ents, whike for its denom nator we use the expression
com puted by Kada et al. [1,13]. In thisway we get rid, actually, not only offf,
but also of the (nhot very well de ned) factor 2 Eventually no free param eter is

eft.

Our resuls are shown In Figs. 3, 4 and 5, for the three glueball can—
didates (1440) (¢ = 0%), £,(1720) (JF¢ = 2"*) and X (2220) (JF€
0"" or 2" or 4"") and with the sam e assum ptions as in Ref. [1] regarding
the valuesofL; S [14]. In Fig. 3 we also show , for com parison, the prediction of

them odelofRef. [11]or %! 0 0O

3 D iscussion

Our resuls call for several comm ents :

() Quite generally, the yields obtained w ith the C hemyak—Zhimitsky pion
distrdoution am plitude are slightly higher (oy a factor of 34) than those provided
by the asym ptotic one, while the shape of the curves is very sin ilar. Tt should
be recalled that the Chemyak-Zhimisky distribbution function should be them ore
reliable one, sihce it allow s for a correct nom alization of the charged pion’s elec—

trom agnetic form factorw ith a realistic value of .

(1) The valdity ofthe Q CD perturoation expansion (or " 1GeV ) entails

p

alowerlmit s,;, 2M forthe cm . energy range w here ourm odelm ay be
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checked. W ith such a lin i, our welativistic approxin ation M :p s ! 0) should be
Justi ed aswell, allthem ore as it can be shown that, ifwe m ake a series expansion
of the cross section in powers of M %=s, only even powers occur in that

expansion ; i. e. the rst temm here neglected is of orderM 2=s.

(iii) C ross sections for ! G and ' G ?are easily derived
from those here obtamned if one assum es that the wave finctions of ; ; °
are of the sam e type. Then, taking the experim entally determ ined values [L5]
£ 7 098f ,f0" 084f ,and [ xing ’ 23 , one obtains for the relative yields
ofG % :G : G “production the approxin ate values 1 : 14 : 1.1.

(iv) In a recent paper, W akely and Carlson [L6] com puted the sam e cross
section, using a di erent procedure, nam ely applying the model of Ref. [11] for
both the pion and the glieball, w ith the glueball distrbution am plitude ; de-
term ned by QCD sum rules. They gave num erical resuls for the production, in
a collision, of an assum ed pseudoscalar glieball ofm ass 2 G €V together w ith
a Y. Thus in their work and ours di erent glueball candidates involving di er—
ent m asses and/or quantum states are considered. T herefore, strictly speaking, it

would not m ake much sense to com pare their resuls w ith ours. N evertheless, one

m ay observe that they are In the sam e ballpark.

(v) Forthe (1440), for the quantum states \L. = m " and \L. = 2" (see
[L4]) ofthe £, (1720) and for the quantum state J = 4 of the X (2220), our pre—

dictions based on the Chemyak-Zhimitsky distrioution am plitude lead to values

12



of € e ! € e G 9 (ntegrated abovep; / 1 GeV) that should be of the

order of 10 37 am 2 atp§= 200 GeV (LEP II enery).

(vi) The fom alisn here used can be extended, In a trivial way, to the

com putation of glieball plusm eson production in hadron collisions.
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5 Figure C aptions

Fig. 1. Kinenatic schemes
@) Prtheprocess °! %G in the centerofmass frameof and ° (flameAd),
b) ortheprocess %! °qg; g, inthecenterofmassframe of g, andg, (frame

B).

Fig. 2. Feynm an graphs for the subprocess °! ggg; g. Others graphs,
providing the sam e contribution to the helicity am plitudes of the process

01 9G, are derived therefrom by exchanging ¢; and g .

Fig. 3. P redictions of the di erential cross section for 01 1440) °,
wih the Chemyak-Zhinisky pion distrlbution am plitude (solid line) and the
asym ptotic one (dashed line). For com parison, we also show the predictions of
the Brodsky-Lepagemodel or %! % 09 with the Chemyak-Zhimitsky pion

distribution am plitude (dash-dotted line) and the asym ptotic one (dotted line).
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Fig. 4. Predictions ofthe di erential cross section or %! £, (1720) ° with
the Chemyak-Zhinitsky and the asym ptotic pion distribution am plitude, consid-
ering various quantum states of the £, (1720) : L = 0 (0ld line) ; \ L = 2"

(dotted Iine) ; \ L = m " dashed lne) (see [1, 2]).

Fig. 5. Predictionsofthe di erential cross section or %! X (2220) ° with
the C hemyak—Zhimnitsky and the asym ptotic pion distribbution am plitude, consider-
Ing various quantum statesoftheX (2220) : J= L = 0 (olidline) ;J= 2; L =0

(dashed Iline) ; J = 4; L = 2 (dotted line).
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