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Abstract

A short summ ary of two conferences on the hadron and glionium spectrum
is given, w ith personal comm ents on the status of the best candidates for
glioniuim or non-gg states, such as £, (1370); £, (1500); £,-, 1720), £5 (2230),

(1410); (1460); and f; (1420).

I. NTRODUCTION

Since, at this conferencd], there is no plenary tak on hadron spectroscopy, the organizers
gavem e the opportunity to sum m arize tw o recent conferences, w hich were especially devoted
to this eld. This isthus a short personal sum m ary oftwo conferences on possible ghioniim
candidates and on the hadron spectrum held thissumm er. The rstwasG uonium ’95 held in
P ropriano, C orsica, 30.64.7. 1995, and the second was H adron’95 or the "6th Intermational
Conference on H adron Spectroscopy” held in M anchester 9.7-14.7 1995. O foourse, I cannot
do justice to all Interesting resuls reported at these conferences. I shall, in fact, devote
most ofmy tin e on the new resuls on non-gg candidates. For sum m aries of H adron95 see
SU .Chung’sand M R .Pennington’s summ aries in the Hadron95 proceedings f].

II.GLUONIUM

G luonium or glueball states are the m issing links In the standard m odel, which predicts
that these states should exist beyond any reasonable doubt. M ost people would agree that
the ssarch for these states is just as in portant as the search for the top quark or the H iggs
boson. Ifthese glionium statesdo not exist, it would be a serousblow to ourunderstanding
of QCD . Thus to nd these states is one of the m ost in portant tasks for all experin ental
groups In high energy physics. Unfortunately the search hasnot yet been quite succesful. W e
have no "gold plated" gluonium state, only a few good "candidates". O ne serious problem
In sorting out the experin ental candidates is that we havn’t had a good enough m odel
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to treat broad and light gg states, by which one can distinguish these from glionim . In
addition, aln ost certainly there exists 4-quark states, at least In the form ofm eson-m eson
bound states. These m ess up the m eson soectrum , and for these our m odels are even less
developed.

At P ropriano a rather nform alm eeting, devoted m ainly to these glioniuim candidates,
washeld w ith 33 registered participants. T he an allnum ber ofparticipants allowed fora very
loose organization . T hus there wasno advance schedul of speakers, the talksand discussions
were usually decided the sam e or the previous day, and allwho wanted to contrbute were
given tin e. This gave the m esting a soecial relaxed atm osphere where ideas and resuls
could be com m unicated in a spontaneous way.

W e leamed that there had been a ram arkabl advance in the resuls from lattice gauge
theory calculations. A though one is still far from having very reliable resuls, the di erent
groups now agree that the Iightest glueball, which should be a avour singlet 0** state,
should exist In the 1.5-1.75 G&V r=gion, whik the rst tensor or pssudoscalar glieball is
expected som ew here near 215245 G&V. The actually favoured numbers from the IBM
group ofD . W eingarten et al. Bl is or 0" * 1740 71 M eV and or2** 2400 M eV, whike
UKQCD reports ] orthe 0"+ 1550 50 M eV and for the 22270 100M eV .Thisisa
substantial im provem ent In narrow ng down the glueballm asses to rather an all intervals.
The In provem ent ism ainly due to the fact that todays com puters allow for of the order of
30000 eld con gurations on the lattice instead of previously about 3000. O focourse allthis
is still in the quenched or valence approxin ation, ie., whithout quark loops, which isa very
drastic sin pli cation ofthe actualsituation. G enerally, from quantum m echanics, ifone adds
the new degrees freedom due to the ocoupling to the m ultihadron continuum states, then
the gluonium m asses should be shifted down In m ass, since the dom nant part of the hadron
continuum is above the pure glie gluonium m ass. However, this argum ent is not 100%
full proof, since presum ably part of this m ixing w ith the continuum is phenom enologically
already taken into account by the xing of scales in the pure glie lattice gauge theory
calculations.

A s to the m agniude of glueball w idths one is usually rather vague, but i is generally
believed that they should be an aller or at m ost equal to nom alhadronic w idths. A sinplk
argum ent for a an allish width isbased upon the fact that a pure glue system m ust produce
at least two gg pairs in order to m ake the transition into two nom alhadrons, com pared to
only one pair fora ggm eson. T herefore, the gluoniim w idth should roughly be ofthe order
of the geom etric average of a nomm alm eson w idth and a an allO ZI ruk violating w idth as,
say ! . Thiswould be in portant to elaborate upon, because one argum ent forwhy we
havn’t seen a gold plated glieball state is that glueballs are extrem ely broad. Then we could
not easily distinguish them from a sn ooth background. W eingarten ] calculates a w idth of
the scalar gluonium to two pseudoscalars 0o£108 29 M €V . T he naive prediction of avour
isotropic glueball decay is digouted because of form factor e ects, such that decays w ith
large phase space are suppressed. It was also argued that glue should be strongly connected
to ’sand s Pllow ing m odels of G ershtein (] and Frere et al. [{1.

T wo recent experin ental glueball candidates were discussed at som e length. O newas the
C rystalbarrel f; (1500) [B], which Am skrand C lose []1have argued is a strong candidate for
a glueball. Certainly, the m ass is right if one believes the UKQ CD Iattice calculation. A Iso
the fact that it is seen In the "glion rich" dchannels is an argum ent in favour of a gluonium
Interpretation. Such channels are radiative J= ! 4 decay and central production or
production by two pom erons. The f; (1500) is produced both In radiative J= decay (see
the reanalysis of D . Bugg et al. discussed below ) and in central production by GAM S, (as
the "f, (1590)"). In addition, signals for the f, (1500 1590) appear to be prom nent in
decay channels nvolving and ° which asdiscussed above favours gluonium . H ow ever, the
neamess of the In portant and ! ! thresholds to the £ (1500) should m ake one seriously
consider the possibility that the £, (1500) m ay be a Joosely bound m eson-m eson deuteronlike
bound state or deuson [{].

T he seocond glueball candidate isthe Beijing resultson the narrow, 20M &V, £5 (2230) =



2230) A1, which wasseen rstbyMark IinJ= ! KK .Now BES sees it also in
and pp. The fact that the reduc=d and K K w idths are nearly equal speaks for avour
isotropic decay, and gluoniim interpretation. A lso the production in the glion-rich J=
radiative decay can be argued to favour a gluonium interpretation. The (2230) could be
the tensor glueball if £, (1500) is the scalar. But, the fact that i lies precicely at the
threshold m akes one a little suspicious —m aybe i could be a  bound state. The m ost
serious non—gg candidates are listed In tablke 1.

AtG luonium ’95 there wasone halfday devoted to Infom aldiscussions ofhow to Interpret
the problam atic m esons and m eson candidates. D uring this discussion one reached the
rem arkable agreem ent that the LEAR £, (1500) and the GAM S f; (1590) could be the sam e
state, In spite of the fact that the experim ents nd di erent branching ratios. In particular
the 4 ° decay channel is found to be large by the Crystal Barrel for the £, (1500), while
GAM S found larmge branching ratios £, (1590) ! and 9 while f,(1590) ! 4 ° was
an all.

IIT.LIGHT M ESON S

A . Light scalars

At the M anchester Hadron95 conference there was much interest in the controversial
scalar m eson sector. T he lightest scalar nonet were discussed In theoretical m odels by M .

Scadron f1] and myself [§]. A lso new interesting results are now em erging asm any exper-
In ental papers now have begun to include the sigm a m eson in their analysis of m ultijpion
channels. Here the is a very broad structure peaking around 600900 M €V and which is
analytically described by the phase shifts.

There was an interesting reanalysis by D . Bugg et al. ] ofM ark IIT data on J= !

* * . Thiswaspreviously analysed assum ing  dom inance in the fourpion system .
Then one found the puzzling result that pssudoscalar resonances dom inate the m ass
soectrum , whose m asses did not agree w ith any previously seen states. Now by including

In the 4 pion system the authors nd much m ore reasonabl results. They nd a superior

twith = 0 resonances at 1505, 1750, and 2104 M €V, aswell as the conventional resonances
£, 1275), £, (1640) and (1440). The =0 resonances decay predom inantly to . It is
naturalto dentify their = 0 resonance at 1505 w ith the LEAR glieball candidate £, (1500).

T here wasm uch discussion on them assofthe 4 resonance listed in the 1994 tables [I(]
under the entry f, (1370). In a previous analysis by G aspero (1], in which he reanalysed
old Rom eSyracuse bubblk cham ber data w ith 4 charged pions, ncluding forthe rst tine
the Intem ediate channel, he found a 1386 30 M &V m ass value. This was suyorising,
since the 4 pion m ass distrdbution peaks clearly at a higherm ass, near 1500 M €V, and the
analysis needed only one resonance and no large nterfering background, which could shift
the peak. A lso the Crystalbarrel reported amass 1374 38Me&V mpp ! (* 2 9 O,
and OBELIX amassofl345 12MeV inmap! (2 2 ) *.Allthes analyseshad a very
broad width of alm ost 400 M €V . T have been skeptical for long about this low m ass value
for the £, (1370), suspecting that there was a m istake In ux or phase space factors In the
analyses.

Therefore, I was happy to hear that now S.Resag [[], also from Crystal Barrel nds
in a carefil analysis of pp ! 5 ° data with large statistics no resonance at 1370 M €V in
the 4 % system , but instead a resonance at them ass of 1500 10 M &V and w ith a width of
185 20 M &V .He also includes the decay m ode f; ! ! 4 °and nds that the 1500
decaysm ainly into .Now, if £, (1370) ! would be present in the charged pions, as the
previous three analyses found, it m ust by isogoin be even m ore clearly be seen in 4 neutral



pions, where there is no badkground. T hus the "f;, (1370)" must, if it exists, show up in
Resag’s analysis, but he nds only the £, (1500). In another paper on the sam e question of
the m ass of the f; (1370), A chasov and Shestakov ] conclude that the truem ass ofthis 4
resonance cannot be at 1370 M €V, but m ust lie above 1500 M &V . If this is so, it seem s clear
that them ass ofthe £, (1370) (at least in the 4 channel) ismuch too Iow In the 1994 PD G
tables. If i is instead around 1500 M €V, then the f; (1370) In the 4 m ode and £, (1500)
are lkely to be the sam e resonance, while the entries under £, (1370) ofthe PD G 1994 @]
In the two pssudoscalar m ode are lkely to belong to the £, (1300) . H opefuilly the situation
w ill be cleared up till the next conference, since the £, (1500) is an in portant non-gg and
glieball candidate, whilk f, (1370) is an extra state, which does not have an obvious place
in the m eson soectrum .

B. The (1410); (1460) and fj (1420)

M any new results were reported on these controversial m esons, and we are gradually
getting a much better picture of what is really observed.

In centralproduction oftheK K system in pp reactionswith a LH , target and a 800
G eV /c beam the E 690 experim ent clearly sees the f; (1420), which predom nantly decays
intoK K + cx:. They have a very clear peak at 1420 M &V . A D alitz plot analysis show s an
Interference pattemn of the two K bands, which very convincingly is consistent only w ith
a spin parity assignment of 1** . Any background of 0 *; 1* or1l * isanall. This spin
parity is also supported by the fact that the f; (1420) is also seen in production. Thus
In central production one produces the f; (1420), which by now is a very well established
resonance, but no pssudoscalar (1400 1460) is observed In central production. The
f; (1420) isvery likely a non—¢g resonance (see tabl 1), since the f; (1520) already com pletes
the 1** nonet as the favoured ss state. The f; (1520) must also be considered as a well
established resonance, since it is clearly seen in four experin ents [LJ] and in three reactions:

p! ®*K' )n,K p! KsK ) , and Pt ° 9, 0n the other hand onk
f1 (1420), not £; (1520), is seen In centralproduction, which clearly show s the very di erent

nature of these two axial resonances.
T he extra state, the f; (1420), is generally not believed to be a glueball, since itsm ass

is too low . Possbily it could be a hybrid state, but a m ore lkely situation isthat it isa 4
quark state, probably in the orm of (@ virtually bound) K K system .

If 0, it show s that m ultiquark states can be produced preferably In the "gluon rich"
Invironm ent of central production or radiative J= decay. This should be a waming to
those who want to use such environm ents as a good place to ook for glueballs.

In NN anniilation studied by the CrystalBarreland OBELIX at LEAR oollaborations
one doesnot see a strong £; (1420) but Instead the "iota" pssudoscalars in the andK K
system s. There isnow m ounting evidence, which show that the "iota" peak is actually two
resonances, one low m ass decaying m ainly into ay (980) ! + ®KK) wave ,and a
heavier one decaying intom ainly KK .

In the decay m ode the Crystalbarrel ssesan  resonance at 1409 3 M &V wih a
width 086 10M &V .The nalstate is rrached via two Intemm ediate states and

aop (980) . The ag (980) then decays both into KK and , such that the ratio KK = is
11 023, when one integrates over the ay peak.

The OBELIX collaboration has about 4000 pp ! K K ) events from a sampl of 18
m illion annihilations at rest. They see two peaksone lower m=1415 2Me&v , =59 4
M &V) decaying into (KK_)S wave and a heavierone m= 1460 10Mev, = 100 10

M &V ), which decays into K K + cc.



Certainly two pseudoscalars in the 1400-1460 M €V region is at least one toom any. O ne
of the peaks can be the s8 partner of the (1295) com pkting the 2'S, o nonet, but the
second one is a non—gqg candidate. The m ass is believed to be too low for beeing a good
glionimm candidate. Thus it is perhaps m ore lkely a 4 quark, K K or possbly a hybrid
state.

IV.HEAVY HADRONS

T here were reports from LEP and the D elphicollaboration by M .Feindt []]w ith updates
on B By and  masses and lifetimes. A Iso better determm ination of the B mass were
reported. M ore Interesting was the rst discoveries of the orbitally excited Il P-wave
states, generically called B and B, . These would belong to the 0" *;1"* ;1" and 2"°
muliplets of the nom al quark m odel. They are expected to lie very close to each others
and should be overlapping, since their w idths should be larger than their m ass solittings,
and the two axial states should m ix lke already the K 1, and K ;5 states do In the light
sector. Heavy quark symm etry is here m ore usefil than conventional avour symm etry.
ThemassoftheB meson isfoundtobe 5712 11Me&V by OPAL,5732 5 20M €V by
DELPHTIand 5734 3 18Me&V by ALEPH . The width is of the order 100 M €V . For the
B, OPAL reports 5884 15M eV and awidth of47 22M eV, and the prelin lnary results
from DELPHIon theB_ are sinilar.

From CLEO therewere also interesting new resulson the spectroscopy of cham ed states
reported by J.Bartelt []]. Perhaps the m ost interesting resul isthe rst observation ofthe
isopin violating D, ! D, ° decay, which can provide a good m easurem ent of the °
m ixing. A Iso, this decay m ode gives a new very accuratem easurement oftheD , D smass
splitting 0£143:76 039 0:4A0Mé&V.

Form ore details on heavy m eson spectroscopy one should of course consul the original
papers.

V.PANEL DISCUSSION

At the hadron95 conference there was a special session w ith a round table discussion
on general problem s of the future for hadron spectroscopy. H ere pecple could express their
view s on w hat experin ents should be perform ed, w hich m odels should be studied, how m any
glueballs should be found, which faclities are needed etc.

T he scheduled shutdown of LEAR at the end 0£1996 was very m uch regretted. C ollegues
working in other eldsofparticle physics do not today seem to consider hadron spectroscopy
as In portant enough com pared to, say, the search for the top or the H iggsboson. H owever,
the elusive gluonium states are indeed m ore findam ental to the understanding of the non-
Abelian nature ofQCD than anything else, ncluding the top. For spontaneous sym m etry
breaking and m ass generation the sigma meson Whicth we still really don’t know exactly
where it is) is equally in portant for the m asses of the nuclkon, constituent quarks and
hadrons In general, as the H iggs boson is for the m asses of current quarks, leptons, W and
Z .Con nem ent and nonperturbative agoects of Q CD are still not understood and hadron
Soectroscopy is the crucial experin ental input for their theoretical understanding.

Them any exciting results presented at these two conferences from Beijng, BNL CERN,
Fem ikb, K EK , Sepoukhov etc. on glieballcandidatesaswellason m any otherm esons show
that the eld is still very m uch alive, and that m any in portant new discoveries certainly lie
ahead.
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TABLES

TABLE I. M ann non-gg candidates.

fo (1500 1590) G luonium , ; !!,or 4q state?
fop (1720) G luonium ,K K ,or 4q state?
£5 (2230) G uonium , , or 4q state?
(1410); (1460) G uonium ,K K , or 4q state?
£ (1420) G luonium ,K K , or 4q state?




