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1 Introduction

A m odelfor com puting the production and decay ofglueballs (G) m ade

up oftwo gluons,in any quantum state,has been proposed by Kada et al. [1],

who used itin orderto calculate the processesJ=	 ! G 
 and G , 
 
. That

m odelwaslatergeneralized form orecom plex reactionsby Houra-Yaou etal.[2];

thegeneralized form alism wasapplied,in particular,to thecalculation ofglueball

production in high-energy hadron collisions.

The values obtained in Ref. [1]for �(G ! 
 
),considering the m ain

existing glueballcandidates,arerathersm all,and system atically below theexper-

im entallim itsestablished tillnow in m easurem entsof
 
 ! G .The purpose of

thispaperisto com putean alternativephoton-photon collision processproducing

glueballs,i.e.
 
 ! G �0.Them odelused in thisstudy isagain thatofRef.[2].

Letusnotice thatthe pseudoscalarglueballcandidate �(1440)wasseen in

variousm easurem entsofradiative J=	 decays[3]. On the otherhand ,two new

analysesofJ=	 ! �(1440)
 perform ed by theM ark IIIand theDM 2 Collabora-

tion [4]both seem to show that,instead ofcorresponding to a singlepseudoscalar

resonance,the�(1440)peak should bedueto threedi�erentstructures(two pseu-

doscalarand one axial)located close to each otherin the 1400-1500 M eV range.

Howevertheconclusionsofthetwo analysesarecontradictory.

Asforthetensorglueballcandidatef2(1720),itwasseen aswellby various
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experim entalgroupsin radiativeJ=	 decay [5]and also by theW A 76 Collabora-

tion in double-di�ractivepp collisions[6].Hereagain som edoubthasbeen caston

the true nature ofthisresonance by a recentanalysisofM ark III[7]. According

to thisanalysisitshould ratherbe a scalarparticle,f0(1710),and isunlikely to

bea glueball.Thusthereis,hereagain,an obviousdisagreem entbetween various

experim entalgroups(see[8]).

Finally,asregardsthe X (2220),itwasalso found by the M ark IIICollab-

oration in radiative J=	 decay,and wasassigned the quantum num bers:J even

(withoutfurtherprecision),P = + [9]. On the otherhand,itwasrecently seen

by two experim entalgroupsin hadronic reactions,butthey disagreed on itsspin

value (JP = 2+ vs. JP = 4+ )[10];specialistsnow tend to believe thatthe X is

rathera s�s quarkonium statebelonging to thenonet3F.

Itisobviousthat,in allthree casesconsidered,no �rm conclusion hasyet

been reached astothenatureoftheseresonances.Thereforeweconsiderthatnone

ofthem hasbeen discarded asaglueballcandidate,and wecontinuetreatingthem

asin previouspapers[1,2].
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2 D etails ofcalculation

Assum ing,here again,the glueballto be a weakly bound state oftwo non-

relativisticgluons,weareled (seeSec.IIofRef.[2])to theform ula

M
� �0;�


 
0! G �0
(s;�) = f L lim

�! 0

1

�L

Z
d(cos�)d�

4�
�

�
X

�1;�2

�
L S J �

�1 �2
(�;�)M

� �0;�1 �2


 
0! g1 g2 �
0(s;�;�;�) (1)

connecting the helicity am plitudesofthe process
 
0 ! G �0 with those ofthe

subprocess 
 
0 ! g1 g2 �
0. In form ula (1),s and � are,respectively,the total

energy squared and the pion em ission angle in the 
 
0 c.m . fram e,while � (�)

isthe orbital(azim uthal)em ission angle ofeithergluon in theirc.m . fram e (the

glueballrestfram e);see Fig. 1. W e callJ,L,S,respectively,the totalspin,the

orbitalangularm om entum and theintrinsicspin oftheglueball,while�isitsspin

com ponent along the z axis ofFig. 1. In addition we call�; �0 the helicities of

the photons
;
0,while �1;�2 are those ofthe gluonsg1;g2 (allhelicitiesbeing

de�ned in theglueballrestfram e).Theangularprojection function �LSJ��1 �2
(�;�)is

de�ned as:

�
L S J �

�1 �2
(�;�) = d

J

� ��
e
�i� �

hL S 0 ��jL S J ��ih11� 1 � �2 j11S ��i (2)

where �� = � 1 � �2. Finally,� isthe velocity ofeithergluon in the glueballrest

fram e,whilefL isgiven by

fL =

s

2L + 1

2� M

�

�
2i

M

�L (2L + 1)!!

L!

2

4

 

d

dr

! L

R L(r)

3

5

r! 0

(3)
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whereM istheglueballm ass,and R L(r)itsradialwavefunction in con�guration

space.

As in Ref. [2],we assum e the glueballto be relativistic in the 
 
0 c.m .

fram e : M =
p
s ! 0. In that approxim ation,the gluons g1; g2 are also treated

asm asslessin the subprocess
 
0 ! g1 g2 �
0. The lattersubprocessinvolves16

helicity am plitudes. Noticing that,due to angularm om entum and parity conser-

vation,those am plitudesrem ain unchanged when allphoton and gluon helicities

arereversed,only eightofthem areneeded.

Forthe calculation ofthose am plitudes,we use the Brodsky-Lepage m odel

[11],i.e.:

M
� �0;�1�2


 
0! g1 g2 �
0(s;�;�;�) =

Z

dx ��(x)M
� �0;�1�2

 
0! g1 g2 (q �q)P S

(x;s;�;�;�) (4)

where�� isthepion distribution am plitude,whilein thecalculation of

M
� �0;�1�2

 
0! g1 g2 (q �q)P S

one m akes the substitution : v�q�uq ! 
5p�=
p
2,taking into ac-

countthefactthatthe(q �q)system isin a pseudoscalarstate.Thehelicity am pli-

tudesM
� �0;�1�2

 
0! g1 g2 (q �q)P S

needed areobtained,atlowestorderin QCD,by sum m ing

overthecontributionsofalldiagram sofFig.2.

W e then rem ain with the task ofapplying form ulas(4)and (1). Actually,

we �nd m ore convenient to integrate over�;� �rst,applying form ula (1),and to

leavetheconvolution over��(x)forthefollowing stageofourcalculation.

Form ula (1), where we substitute (q �q)P S for �0, leads us, for the var-
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ious quantum states considered (for the m ain glueball candidates) to the ex-

pressions M
� �0;�


 
0! G (q �q)P S

shown hereafter. W e here �xed � = +1, since am pli-

tudeswith � = �1 are derived therefrom by applying the relation M �� �� 0;�� =

(�1)J+ L���1 M � �0;�.

Allotherhelicity am plitudesarevanishing atthatorder.

Letcos�= u, N = x (1� x)s, y = �2(1� x)(1+ u),

y1 = 1+ u (1� 2x) and z = 1+ u � 2x.

In addition weset:

A 1 = �2(1� u)(1� 2x)� u
y

z

B 1 = �
2u

z

C1 = 4x2(1+ u)+ 2(u + 3)(1� 2x)+ 2(1� x)(1� u
2)+ (4(x� 1)2 � 1� u

2)
y

z

D 1 = �4(1� x)(1+ u)

A 2 = �4(1� x)
y

z

B 2 = 4
(1� x)

z

C2 = 2(1+ u)(1� x)(�2x + 1� u)+ (4(x� 1)2 + 1� u
2)
y

z

D 2 = 4(1� x(1� u))
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W eget:

J = 0;L = S = 0

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 8�
B 1 y1 � A 1

y1 N
(5)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 8�
B 2 y1 � A 2

y1 N
(6)

J = 0;L = S = 1

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 8�
C1 z

3y21 N
(7)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 8�
C2 z

3y21 N
(8)

J = 2;L = 0;S = 2

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 16�
B 1 y1 � A 1

y1 N
(9)

M
+ + ;2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 16�
D 1

y1 N
(10)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 16�
B 2 y1 � A 2

y1 N
(11)

M
+ �;�2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= � 16�
D 2

y1 N
(12)

J = 2;L = 2;S = 0

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 32�
B 1 y

3
1
� A 1 (z

2 + y2
1
)

15y31 N
(13)
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M
+ + ;2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= �64�
D 1

15y1 N
(14)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 32�
B 2 y

3
1 � A 2 (z

2 + y21)

15y31 N
(15)

M
+ �;�2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= �64�
D 2

15y1 N
(16)

J = 2;L = S = 2

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 8�
17B 1 y

3
1 + A 1 (4z

2 � 17y21)

15y31 N
(17)

M
+ + ;2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 16�
D 1 (4z

2 � 3y2
1
)

15y31 N
(18)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 8�
17B 2 y

3
1
+ A 2 (4z

2 � 17y2
1
)

15y31 N
(19)

M
+ �;�2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 16�
D 1 (4z

2 � 3y2
1
)

15y1 N
(20)

J = 4;L = S = 2

M
+ + ;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 128�
B 1 y

3
1
� A 1(z

2 + y2
1
)

75y31 N
(21)

M
+ + ;2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 64�
D 1 (z

2 + y2
1
)

15y3n1 N
(22)

M
+ �;0


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 128�
B 2 y

3
1 � A 2 (z

2 + y21)

75y31 N
(23)

M
+ �;�2


 
0! G (q �q)P S

= 64�
D 2 (z

2 + y21)

15y31 N
(24)
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In theaboveform ulas,couplingconstants,aswellaschargeand colorfactors,

wereleftaside.

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

nam ely thatofChernyak and Zhitnitsky [12]

�C Z
� (x) = 5

p
3f� x (1� x)(2x� 1)2 (25)

and theso-called asym ptoticdistribution am plitude[11]

�as
� (x) =

p
3f� x (1� x) (26)

wheref� isthepion leptonicdecay constant.

Convolution of�� with form ulas(5)--(24)then leadsusto theam plitudes

M
� �0;�


 
0! G �0
needed.

Therefrom oneobtainsthecorresponding di�erentialcrosssection :

d�
 
0! G �0

dt
= 4

�3�2�2s

s2
f
2

ch f
2

c

X

� �0;�

�
�
�M

� �0;�


 
0! G �0

�
�
�

2

(27)

wherethechargeand colorfactorsareeasily obtained as:f2ch = 1=18,f2c = 2=3.

Thisexpression ofthecrosssection stillcontainsan undeterm ined constant,

f2L (see form ula (1)). In order to elim inate it,we use the sam e procedure as in

Refs.[1]and [2],i.e.wewrite:

d�
 
0! G �0

dt
B (G ! x y) �

d�
 
0! G �0

dt

�(J=	! G 
)B (G ! x y)

�(J=	! G 
)
(28)

where B (G ! x y)isthe branching ratio forglueballdecay in a given channel

(actually we shallonly consider the m ain decay channelforeach glueballcandi-
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date). Then the num eratorofthe second factoron the r.h. side of(28)isgiven

by experim entalm easurem ents,while for its denom inator we use the expression

com puted by Kada etal.[1,13].In thisway we getrid,actually,notonly off2L,

butalso ofthe (notvery wellde�ned)factor�2
s. Eventually no free param eteris

left.

Our results are shown in Figs. 3, 4 and 5, for the three glueballcan-

didates �(1440) (JP C = 0�+ ), f2(1720) (JP C = 2+ + ) and X (2220) (JP C =

0+ + or 2+ + or 4+ + ) and with the sam e assum ptions as in Ref. [1] regarding

thevaluesofL;S [14].In Fig.3 we also show,forcom parison,theprediction of

them odelofRef.[11]for
 
0! �0 �0.

3 D iscussion

Ourresultscallforseveralcom m ents:

(i) Quitegenerally,theyieldsobtained with theChernyak-Zhitnitsky pion

distribution am plitudeareslightly higher(by a factorof3-4)than thoseprovided

by the asym ptotic one,while the shape ofthe curves is very sim ilar. It should

berecalled thattheChernyak-Zhitnitsky distribution function should bethem ore

reliable one,since itallowsfora correctnorm alization ofthe charged pion’selec-

trom agneticform factorwith a realisticvalueof�s.

(ii) Thevalidity oftheQCD perturbation expansion (pT
>
� 1 GeV )entails

a lowerlim it
p
sm in � 2M forthe
 
 c.m .energy rangewhereourm odelm ay be
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checked.W ith such a lim it,ourrelativisticapproxim ation (M =
p
s! 0)should be

justi�ed aswell,allthem oreasitcan beshown that,ifwem akeaseriesexpansion

ofthecrosssection in powersofM 2=s,only even powersoccurin that

expansion ;i.e.the�rstterm hereneglected isoforderM 2=s.

(iii) Cross sections for 
 
 ! G � and 
 
 ! G �0 are easily derived

from those here obtained if one assum es that the wave functions of �; �; �0

are ofthe sam e type. Then,taking the experim entally determ ined values [15]

f� ’ 0:98f�,f�0 ’ 0:84f�,and �m ixing ’ � 23�,oneobtainsfortherelativeyields

ofG �0 : G � : G �0production theapproxim atevalues1 :1.4 :1.1.

(iv) In a recentpaper,W akely and Carlson [16]com puted thesam e cross

section,using a di�erent procedure,nam ely applying the m odelofRef. [11]for

both the pion and the glueball,with the glueballdistribution am plitude �G de-

term ined by QCD sum rules. They gave num ericalresultsforthe production,in

a 
 
 collision,ofan assum ed pseudoscalarglueballofm ass2 GeV togetherwith

a �0. Thus in their work and ours di�erent glueballcandidates involving di�er-

entm assesand/orquantum statesareconsidered.Therefore,strictly speaking,it

would notm akem uch senseto com paretheirresultswith ours.Nevertheless,one

m ay observe thatthey arein thesam eballpark.

(v) Forthe �(1440),forthe quantum states \L = m " and \L = 2" (see

[14])ofthe f2(1720)and forthe quantum state J = 4 ofthe X (2220),ourpre-

dictions based on the Chernyak-Zhitnitsky distribution am plitude lead to values
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of�(e+ e� ! e+ e� G �0)(integrated above pT ’ 1 GeV)thatshould be ofthe

orderof10�37 cm 2 at
p
s= 200 GeV (LEP IIenergy).

(vi) The form alism here used can be extended, in a trivialway, to the

com putation ofglueballplusm eson production in hadron collisions.
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5 Figure C aptions

Fig. 1. Kinem aticschem es

(a)fortheprocess
 
0! �0 G in thecenter-of-m assfram eof
 and 
0(fram eA),

(b)fortheprocess
 
0! �0 g1 g2 inthecenter-of-m assfram e ofg1 andg2 (fram e

B).

Fig. 2. Feynm an graphsforthe subprocess
 
0! q �q g1 g2. Othersgraphs,

providing thesam econtribution to thehelicity am plitudesoftheprocess


 
0! �0 G,arederived therefrom by exchanging g1 and g2.

Fig. 3. Predictions ofthe di�erentialcross section for 
 
0 ! �(1440) �0,

with the Chernyak-Zhitnitsky pion distribution am plitude (solid line) and the

asym ptotic one (dashed line). For com parison,we also show the predictions of

the Brodsky-Lepage m odelfor
 
0 ! �0 �0 with the Chernyak-Zhitnitsky pion

distribution am plitude(dash-dotted line)and theasym ptoticone(dotted line).
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Fig. 4. Predictionsofthedi�erentialcrosssection for
 
0! f2(1720)�
0 with

the Chernyak-Zhitnitsky and theasym ptotic pion distribution am plitude,consid-

ering various quantum states ofthe f2(1720) : L = 0 (solid line) ;\ L = 2 "

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

Fig. 5. Predictionsofthedi�erentialcrosssection for
 
0! X (2220)�0 with

theChernyak-Zhitnitsky and theasym ptoticpion distribution am plitude,consider-

ingvariousquantum statesoftheX (2220) : J = L = 0(solid line);J = 2;L = 0

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