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A bstract

A new form alism isdeveloped forthetwophoton production ofhybrid m esonsviainterm ediate

hadronic decays. In an adiabatic and non{relativistic context with spin 1 Q �Q pair creation we

obtain the�rstabsoluteestim atesofunm ixed hybrid production strengthstobesm all(
<
� 0:03� 3

eV)in relation toexperim entalm eson widths(� 0:1� 5keV).W ithin thiscontext, experim ents

atBabar,CleoII,LEP2and LHC thereforestronglydiscrim inatebetween hybrid and conventional

m eson wavefunction com ponents,�ltering outconventionalm eson com ponents.Decay widthsof

unm ixed hybridsvanish.Conventionalm eson two photon widthsare roughly in agreem entwith

experim ent.

Due to the building ofever higher energy accelerators with a consequent increase in

quasi{realphoton em ission [1,2],theprobability forresonanceproduction via two photon

collisionsbecom essigni�cant[3].Thiscan open up aprom ising new pathway whereby new

form sofm atterwithanexplicitexcitationofthegluonicdegreeoffreedom canbeproduced.
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yPresentaddress:Theory Group,Thom asJe�erson NationalAcceleratorFacility,12000 Je�erson Avenue,

NewportNews,VA 23606,USA.
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These \gluonic" hadrons are predicted [4,5]by QCD and their discovery represents an

im portantcheck ofthe Standard M odel. One such hadron forwhich there isprelim inary

evidence [6,7,8]isexcitationsin the presence ofQ �Q system s (called \hybrid m esons").

Obtaining a �rstestim ateoftheabsolutetwo photon decay widthsand production cross{

sectionsofhybrid m esonsform sthem otivation forwhatfollows.

In orderto m ake an absolute prediction,allcalculationalparam etersneed to be �xed

by known experim entalobservables or theoreticalm odels, which is di�cult given that

no unam biguous hybrid m eson candidate has been found so far. However,we know the

probability ofvectorm esonscoupling to photonsfrom thee+ e� {widthsofvectorm esons.

Ifweincorporatethehadronicdecaysofhybrid m esonsintotwo vectorm esons,which have

been calculated in theux{tubem odel[6],wecan predicttwophoton production strengths

ofhybrid m esons [9]. This picture ofan interm ediate hadronic \kernel" in two photon

decays ofhybrids m ust happen at som e levelin nature. M oreover,there are theoretical

reasonswhy such atreatm entisneeded.In heavy quark latticegaugetheory [5]and m odel

realisationsofit(e.g. the ux{tube m odel[10]),the interquark ux{tube isexcited with

non{zero angularm om entum around the Q �Q axis. In such a picture itis notclearhow

direct coupling oftwo photons to hybrids can be achieved, due to the inability ofthe

photonsto carry o� thenon{zero angularm om entum .

There is a straightforward way to couple two photons to vector m eson interm ediate

states (as we shallsee in the next section). Based on this,itcan be shown thathybrid

m eson two photon couplingsaresm all.Thisresultisindependentofdetailed dynam icsin

thehadronickernel.Henceforth weshow how  collisionsem ergeasan avid discrim inator

between gluonic and non{gluonic Q �Q wave function com ponents,acting as a prom ising

process for the isolation ofnew hybrid form s ofm atter when used in conjunction with

hadronicproduction m echanism s.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.Insection 1weintroducetheform alism and couple

photonsto interm ediatevectorm esons.From thisdiscussion theem erging phenom enology

ofsection 5 can be deduced. Section 2 dem onstates thatthe form alism respects general

principles,including Yang’s theorem and Bose sym m etry. In section 3 the coupling of

photonsto vectorm esonsand the propertiesofinterm ediate vectorm esonsare quantita-

tively form ulated.The resultsofincluding a detailed ux-tube m odelhadronic kernelfor

conventionaland hybrid m eson two photon couplingsaredisplayed in section 4.
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Figure1:Diagram sconstributing to thetwo photon decaysofhybrid and conventionalm esons.Right

arrowsindicatequarks,and leftarrowsantiquarks.
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1 O verallFeatures ofthe Form alism

W ework in therestfram eoftheconventionalorhybrid m eson A,which couplesto vector

m esonsB and C.Thesein turn each couplesto photon 1 or2 (seeFig.1).A vectorm eson

hasa non{relativisticspin projection M V
S equalto theangularm om entum projection M i

J

ofthephoton i.Thephotonsareat�rstassum ed to beo�{shellq2i 6= 0,and hencecan be

distinguished based on thesquareoftheirfour{m om enta.Therearetwo waysofcoupling

thephotons:with vectorm esonsB and C coupled to photons1 and 2 respectively (called

\Diagram 1"),and with B and C coupled to 2 and 1 respectively (\Diagram 2"). The

hadronic kernelis unchanged in these two diagram s,except to the extent thatB and C

coupletodi�erentphotons.Thism eansthattoobtain Diagram 2from Diagram 1wehave

to replace the m om entum ofvectorm eson B,denoted by pB ,to �pB ;and thatwe have

to interchange M B
S and M C

S . Replacing pB by �pB introducesa sign (�1)L fora decay

am plitudein partialwave L.

SincetheQ �Q pairisassum ed tobecreated with spin 1,thehadronickernelwillcontain

spin dependence � = (�x;�y;�z)in term sofPaulim atrices. W e then take the overlap of

the spin wavefunctions ofA,B and C,and obtain in the language ofrefs. [6,11]a spin

dependence Tr(A TB � TC)SM S in the am plitude. Here the spinsofstatesA,B,orC are

denoted by the appropriate m atrix A,B,orC.Tr(A TB � TC)SM S isfound to change by

(�1)SA + SB + SC + 1 underexchange ofM B
S and M C

S (seetheAppendix ofref.[12]).HereSA

isthespin ofstateA and SB = 1= SC .

SinceDiagram 2 and Diagram 1 arerelated by a sign (�1)L,and theruleforexchange

ofM B
S and M C

S ,itfollowsthatDiagram 2 = (�1)SA + SB + SC + 1+ L Diagram 1.In thelim itof

adiabatically m oving quarks,theQ �Q spin form esonsarejustthoseofthenon{relativistic

quark m odel. Forhybrids the Q �Q spin is 1 forJP C = (0;1;2)� + and 0 for1+ + [5,10].

By explicitly considering each two photon processdiscussed in thispaper,we obtain that

(�1)SA + SB + SC + 1+ L is1 form esons(constructiveinterference)and �1 forhybrids(destruc-

tive interference). Hence for hybrids Diagram s 1 and 2 cancel. This yields a vanishing

hybrid m eson two photon coupling.

Thereis,however,som ething thathasbeen leftoutoftheabovediscussion.Them eson

propagatorcontainsa term thatlinksthe q2i ofthe photon to the vectorm eson m assm V

(see Eq. 1). Each diagram is proportionalto the product ofthe propagators ofvector

m eson B and C.Thism eansthatifq2
1
6= q2

2
,thesym m etry underexchangeofphoton labels
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isbroken ifm B 6= m C .Hencetwo photon couplingsofhybrid m esonsarenotexactly zero,

butsm all. In the case ofdecaysthe photonsare real,i.e. q2
1
= 0 = q2

2
,hybrid m eson two

photon decay widthsareexactly zero.

In Diagram s1 and 2,we have the quark ofstate A contained in B,and the antiquark

in C.W hen B and C aredistinguishable (which they arewhen they havedi�erentm asses

oravours),thereisa second possibility:theantiquark ofstateA can becontained in B,

and thequark in C.Thesepossibilitiesaredenoted by Diagram s3 and 4.

The sam e reasoning applied previously to the relationship between Diagram s1 and 2

can alsobeapplied totherelationship between Diagram s3and 4.W econcludethathybrid

m eson two photon couplingsaresm alland decay widthsvanish.Thisisthecentralclaim

ofthispaper.

2 C onsistency C hecks on the Form alism

Yang’s T heorem

Yang’stheorem statesthattotalangularm om entum JA = 1 statesdo notcouple to two

realphotons.W eexplicitly check thatthisissatis�ed.

Realphotonscan onlybetransversly polarized,sothatM V
S = �1.Fora1+ + m eson this

m eansthatonlyM A
S = 0contributes.Inaddition,itcanbeshownthatTr(A TB � TC)SM S =

0 forM A
S = 0; M B

S = �1; M C
S = �1 ifA hasspin 1. Because a 1+ + m eson hasspin 1

[5,10],itfollowsthatitdoesnotcoupleto realphotons,asrequired.A 1+ + or1� + hybrid

doesnotcoupleto realphotonsbecauseallhybrid am plitudesvanish in thiscase.

By postulating thatthecoupling ofa longitudinalphoton to a vectorm eson ispropor-

tionalto fi (Eq. 1),where fi (q
2

i = 0) = 0,we can insure that realphotons cannot be

longitudinally polarized,and thatYang’stheorem islifted when q2i 6= 0.

B ose Sym m etry

W hen M 1

J = M 2

J and q2
1
= q2

2
the photons are identical. By Bose sym m etry we expect

theircoupling to vanish iftheprocesshappensin odd wave,e.g.for(0;1;2)� + ! .For

(0;2)� + m esonsBosesym m etry isexplicitly protected by thefactthatexchangeM 1

J $ M 2

J

introducesa sign (�1)SA + SB + SC + 1 which isodd (see previoussection). Butwe know that

M 1

J = M 2

J,sothatexchangeM
1

J $ M 2

J trivially introducesan even sign.Thusthecoupling

vanishes.Forhybrid (0;1;2)� + wealready know thattheam plitudesvanish when q2
1
= q2

2
.
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Electric C harge

In a quark levelpictureoftwo photon decay widths[13,14]u�u� d�d !  isproportional

to ((2
3
)2 � (� 1

3
)2)2 dueto theu;d electric charges,yielding a width ratio 9:25 forisospin

I = 1 : I = 0 states. Due to the factthatavouristreated sim ilarly in thisform alism ,

we expect the sam e result. From Eqs. 5 and 7 (see below) I = 1 :I = 0 = 8R 2

! :

2(1+ R 2

!)
2 � 9:25,consistentwith expectations.

The preceding checks1 are satis�ed, as expected, independent ofdetailed dynam ics.

Havingacquired con�dencein theform alism ,weproceed in thefollowingsectionstodisplay

detailed m odelcalculations.

3 Interm ediate Vector M esons

Thecouplingstrength ofphotonitovectorm eson V isde�ned bythedim ensionlessproduct

ofthevectorm eson dom inancevertex and thevectorm eson propagator

Vi=
�em 2

V R V

2�

1

q2i � m 2

V

8
><

>:

1 transverse i

fi longitudinali
R � = 1 (1)

where fi is a continuous function ofq2i such thatfi (q
2

i = 0) = 0. The constant � can

be �tted from the e+ e� width ofthe � m eson. R V param eterizesthe ratio ofthe photon

coupling am plitude forvectorm eson V relative to thatofthe � m eson,and can be �tted

from thee+ e� width ofV .

W e now investigate the relationship between Diagram s 1 and 3. They are related

by the quark in A being contained in either B or C respectively. In the studies of

hadronic decays [6,15,16]these diagram s have been shown [11]to be related by the

sign (�1)IA + IB + IC + SA + SB + SC + 1+ L+ �,which alwaysequalsunity forallowed couplings.This

im pliesthatDiagram s1 and 3 (and sim ilarly Diagram s2 and 4)arenum erically identical.

The angular m om entum � ofthe ux around A’s m oving Q �Q axis vanishes for m esons

and equals�1 forhybrids.Thesign di�ersfrom thatin section 1 becausephotonsdo not

\know" aboutavourand ux{tubedegreesoffreedom .

W hen B and C are notdistinguishable (in m assand avour),both Diagram s1 and 3

are included in conventionalstudies ofhadronic decay [6,15,16]since B and C can be

1The generalresult[25]that2�+ !  hasno helicity 2 com ponentscan also be veri�ed.
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distinguished based on theirm om enta. However,when B and C are interm ediate states,

they cannotbe distinguished in this way. Hence only Diagram s1 and 2 are included in

thiscalculation forinterm ediatestates�0�0;!!;��;  ,and notDiagram s3 and 4.

W hen wecalculatethesquareoftheam plitudeforthediagram sin Fig.1,weobtain a

com m on term which isindependentoftheJP C ofstateA,denoted by

D � � (Tr(AB T
C
T)F

1

2
(Num berofDiagram s)(

X

B ;C

B 1C2 � B 2C1))
2 (2)

where we group togetherthe avouroverlap Tr(AB TC T)F ,the variousdiagram sand the

photon couplings. The sum m ation in Eq. 2 refersto the sum overinterm ediate hadronic

statesB and C.Theterm insidethesum m ation referstotheproductoftheViforDiagram

1 added orsubtracted to the productofthe Vi forDiagram 2. Forconventionalm esons

wehaveaddition and forhybrid m esonssubtraction asdiscussed in section 1.IfDiagram s

3 and 4 contributes,their contribution is the sam e as that ofDiagram s1 and 2,and is

incorporated via the\Num berofDiagram s" term in Eq.2.

From Eq.1

X

B ;C

B 1C2 + B 2C1 = 2
��

2�

X

B ;C

R B R C (3)

X

B ;C

B 1C2 � B 2C1 =
��

2�

X

B ;C

R B R C F B C

whereF B C � ((1�
q2
1

m 2

B

)(1�
q2
2

m 2

C

))� 1 � ((1�
q2
2

m 2

B

)(1�
q2
1

m 2

C

))� 1 (4)

and we sim pli�ed Eq. 3 forrealphotons. Since F B C = 0 forrealphotons,hybrid m eson

widthsvanish. Equally,when q2
1
= q2

2
the production am plitudes vanish. Hence hybrids

are expected to be produced only ifq2
1
6= q2

2
,and even then with atleastthree ordersof

m agnitudesuppression (seeFig.2 and section 4).

Form eson two photon decays,thelow{lying (G{parity allowed)hadronicinterm ediate

statesareincluded as

I = 1: �! D+ = (
1
p
2
22

��

2�
R !)

2 = 8(
��

2�
)2R 2

!

I = 0: ��;!! D+ = (
1
p
2
12

��

2�
(1+ R 2

!))
2 = 2(

��

2�
)2(1+ R 2

!)
2

s�s: �� D+ = (112
��

2�
R 2

�)
2 = 4(

��

2�
)2R 4

�
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c�c:   D + = (112
��

2�
R 2

 )
2 = 4(

��

2�
)2R 4

 (5)

whereeach ofthecom ponentsofD + in Eq.2isexplicitly indicated.Fortwophoton decays

ofhybridsthedom inantinterm ediate statesareincluded as

I = 1: �R !;!R � D� = (
1
p
2
2
��

2�
(R �R R !F �R ! + R !R F !R �))

2

I = 0: �R �;!R ! D � = (
1
p
2
2
��

2�
(R �R F �R � + R !R R !F !R !))

2

s�s: �R� D � = (12
��

2�
R �R R �F �R �)

2

c�c:  R  D � = (12
��

2�
R  R R  F  R  )

2 (6)

wherethem inussign in F B C explicitly incorporatesthedestructiveinterferencederived in

section 1. W e choose the interm ediate vectorm esonsin Eq. 6,involving radially excited

states�R ;!R ;�R and  R ,forthe following reasons. W hen m B � m C ,asisthe case for

hybriddecaystotwolow{lyingS{wavevectorm esons,F B C � m B � m C issm all,suppressing

thedecay am plitudefortheseinterm ediatestatesby <
�

m �� m !

m �
R
� m !

= 2% relativetothem odes

listed in Eq. 6. In addition,forhybrid decaysinto low{lying S{wave vectorm esons,the

hadronic kernelisproportionalto (
�2
B
� �2

C

�2
B
+ �2

C

)2 in the ux{tube m odel[6]when S.H.O.wave

functionswith inverse radii�B and �C are used. Thisiszero for�0�0; !!; ��;   and

<
� 10� 4 [11]for �!. Dom inant contributions to two photon widths ofhybrids are thus

expected to com efrom interm ediatestatesconsisting ofoneradially excited (2S),D{wave

orhybrid m eson with onelow{lying S{wavem eson.Hybrid m eson coupling to a photon is

generally [17]believed to besuppressed,and atleastin thenon{relativisticlim it,D{wave

m esonsarealso coupled weakly to photons2.Hencethechoiceofterm sin Eq.6 represents

dom inantinterm ediatestates.

3.1 Param eters

Usingthefactthatthee+ e� width ofavectorm eson is ��2

3

m V

2
�

R 2

V ,wecan obtain
2
�

4�
= 0:507

and

R ! = 0:30 R � = 0:39 R  = 0:44 R  R = 0:26 (7)

2 W ith relativisticcorrectionsR �D = 0:10,R !D
= 0:030,R �D

= 0:061 [20].
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usingexperim entale+ e� widthsandm asses[18].Forthehigherm assvectorm esons,sim ilar

considerationsusing thee+ e� widthsofref.[19]show thatthevaluesofR V derived arein

substantialdisagreem entwith theoreticalexpectations[20](seeEq.8)which m ay arisedue

to substantialm ixing between 2S,1D and hybrid in thephysicalstates[7,19].Relativized

quark m odelspredict3 that

R �R = 0:19 R !R = 0:061 R �R = 0:14 (8)

which weadopt.

4 Flux{tube M odelH adronic K erneland R esults

W eadoptahadronicdecaym odelwhich predictshybrid m eson decays[21]by�xingparam -

etersfrom known conventionalm eson decays,called thenon{relativisticux{tubem odelof

Isgurand Paton [10].In addition to providing absoluteestim atesforthehadronickernel,

thism odelreducesforS.H.O.wavefunctions[21]tothephenom enologically successful[22]

3P0 decay m odel.

4.1 M eson C oupling

Theanalyticexpressionsforam eson couplingtotwovectorm esonsin theux{tubem odel,

with 3P0 paircreation dynam ics and non{relativistically m oving quarks,is identical[21]

to the 3P0 m odel[15]in the case ofS.H.O.wave functions. This is true ifwe m ake the

identi�cation 0 =
a~c

9

p
3

1

2
A 0

00

q
fb

�
(1+

fb

2�2
)� 1 forthe3P0 m odelpaircreation constant,where

the ux{tube m odelconstantsf = 1:1;b= 0:18 GeV 2,A 0

00
= 1:0,~cand a are de�ned in

refs.[6,21,23].Itisalsoassum ed that�B = �C � �.W eset0 = 0:39for� = 0:4GeV,in

accordance with m eson decay phenom enology [15,22]. The hadronic kerneliscom pletely

speci�ed,and can be calculated using ref. [21]. The sum over totalangularm om entum

projection ofthesquaresofthehelicity am plitudes
P

M A

J
;M B

S
;M C

S

jM j2 is(forvariousJP C )

0� + : &(pB (�
2

A + �
2))2

0+ + : &
1

3
(

�A

2�2A + �2
)2 [2(&1 � &2)

2 + f
2

1
f
2

2
(&1 + &2)

2]

3Using R V = fV =f�,wherefV isde�ned in ref.[20].
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1+ + : &(
�A

2�2A + �2
)2(f2

1
+ f

2

1
)&2

2

2+ + : &
1

3
(

�A

2�2A + �2
)2 [28&1

2 � 8&1&2 + 4&2
2 + (3(f2

1
+ f

2

2
)+ 2f2

1
f
2

2
)(2&1 � &2)

2]

2� + : &
4

3
(

pB �
2

A

(2�2A + �2)2
)2 [(2&1 � &2)

2 + 3(f2
1
+ f

2

2
)&1

2]

&� D + 28�
3

2
2

0

�3A

(2�2A + �2)5
exp(�

p2B

2(2�2A + �2)
)

&1 � �
2 (2�2A + �

2) &2 � p
2

B (�2A + �
2) (9)

where �A is the S.H.O.wave function inverse radius ofstate A.In Eq. 9 we explicitly

seperatelongitudinaland transversecontributions:Expressionswith onef2i correspond to

photon ibeing longitudinal,and thosecontaining f2
1
f2
2
haveboth photonslongitudinal4.

Using the param eters ofrefs. [6,11],and with the help ofEqs. 5,9 and 18 forreal

photons,we obtain the m eson width predictions ofTable 1. No param eter �tting has

been done,and itisencouraging thattheam plitudesroughly correspond5 to experim ental

values,establishingthevalidityofthem odel.Therecan,however,besubstantialsensitivity

if�A;� isvaried,especially nearnodesin theam plitude.

W ithin thispaper,itissu�cienttocheck theoverallconsistency oftheapproach.M ore

detailed work would haveto takeinto accountrelativisticcorrections,which areknown to

be substantial[13,14]atleastin quark m odelapproaches,and willhave to �t decays

contingent on the corresponding hadronic V V decays �tting experim ent. The results in

Table1 com plem ent6 quark m odel[13,14]and quark m odelwith vectorm eson dom inance

[14]approaches. These can be shown to be related to each other[14],m otivating vector

m eson dom inanceatthequark level.

4.2 H ybrid Production

The ux{tube m odelpredicts the hybrid paircreation constant ~0 = �
p
b0 (1+

fb

2�2
)� 1

forS.H.O.m eson wave functions,in term softhem eson paircreation constant,wherethe

4 The expressionsforpurely hadronicdecaysareretrieved by setting f2
1
= f

2

2
= 1 in Eqs.9 and 10

5 Asin thisform alism ,quark m odels[13]also �nd sm all�2 !  = 0:11� 0:27 keV.
6 Som etim estheresultsaredi�erentfrom quark m odels.Firstly,thisform alism can beshown notto allow a solution

where0+ + and 2+ + m eson two photon widthsare15=4,asexpected in the na��vequark m odel,butnotnecessitated by

experim ent. Secondly,b�b two photon production is found to be negligible com pared to quark m odels [13]due to the

largephasespacesuppression � exp(�
q
2

6�2 )(seeEq.9).
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m odelconstant� = 0:9 isde�ned in refs.[6,21,23].
P

M A

J
;M B

S
;M C

S

jM j2 forvariousJP C is

(seeAppendix B)

0� + : 0

1+ + : % 2[4(�g0 + �g2)
2 + (f2

1
+ f

2

2
)(2�g0 � �g2)

2]

1� + : % 9�g2
1
[f2
1
+ f

2

2
+ 2f2

1
f
2

2
]

2� + : % 9�g2
1
[8+ f

2

1
+ f

2

2
]

% � D �

8

9
~2
0

��
3+ 2�
A

�(3
2
+ �)

�gn =

Z
1

0

drr
2+ �

jn(
1

2
pB r) exp(�(2�

2

A + �
2)
r2

4
) (10)

where � = 0:62 [6],and jn; � are the sphericalBesseland gam m a functions. Utilizing

Eqs. 4,10 and 18 we obtain the production strengths ofhybrid m esons in Table 2 by

�rst estim ating the widths �+ for constructive interference,and then correcting for the

suppression caused by destructive interference.

5 Phenom enology and C onclusions

W e have exhibited a form alism to discuss two photon decaysofhybrid and conventional

m esonsthrough interm ediatehadronicstates.Theform alism respectsBosesym m etry and

ensuresthe consistency requirem entthatJ = 1 statesdo notcouple to two realphotons.

These are directconsequencesofthe creation ofthe Q �Q pairwith spin 1.The form alism

alsopreservesthena��veexpectation fortheratio ofI = 1and I = 0am plitudesof9=25for

both m esonsand hybridsdem anded by thedi�erence between up and down quark electric

charges,in accordancewith experim ent7.

M icroscopic decay m odels[24]have found eitherdom inantscalarcon�ning interaction

3P0,subdom inanttransverseonegluon exchange
3S1 orhighly suppressed colourCoulom b

one gluon exchange 3P0,i.e. spin 1,paircreation forconventionalm esons. Ifwe assum e

that these decay m echanism s also dom inate for hybrids,we have dem onstrated that for

both 3P0 and
3S1 paircreation Yang’stheorem and Bose sym m etry aresatis�ed,and two

7�(a2 ! )=�(f2 ! )� 9=25 experim entally.
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Figure 2: The \lifting ofsuppression". This is the ratio ofD � (Eq. 6) to what would have been

obtained forD � ifthe sign ofF B C in Eq. 4 waspositive. The ratio indicatesthe size ofthe actual

destructiveinterferencein hybrid m eson two photon coupling,relativeto thesizeofhybrid m eson two

photon coupling that would result in the hypotheticalcase ofconstructive interference. The lifting

ofsuppression isplotted asa function ofQ �
q

�q2
1
(q2

1
� 0)where q2

2
= 0. The case when one of

the photon m om enta isreal(in thiscase q2)yieldsthe m axim allifting ofsuppression aslong asthe

physicalproduction constraintq2i � 0 holdsforthe otherphoton.The graphsfrom highestto lowest

lifting ofsuppression (at Q = 1 GeV) are for I = 0; I = 1; s�s and c�c avours. The c�c lifting of

suppression ism axim alat� 3:4 GeV and decreasesathigherQ.
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photondecaysofhybrid m esonsvanish.Theseresultsareindependentofdetailed dynam ics,

but depends on the valence quarks m oving non{relativistically as the only \quenched"

quarks relevant to the connected decay,the absense of�nalstate interactions,the spin

assignm entofa hybrid being thatoftheadiabaticlim it[5,10],and thephotonscoupling

via interm ediate vector m esons. In the case ofeither the pairbeing created with spin 0

instead ofspin 1,orthehybrid spin assignm entsbeing theoppositeto thatofrefs.[5,10]

hybrid widthsm ay benon{vanishing.W ecaution thatthebreaking ofassum ptionsm ade

to derive the sm allhybrid production strengths <
� 0:03� 3 eV (Table 2)can lead to m ore

signi�cant production. However,hybrid  widths are also sm allin a relativistic m odel

[14],being O (�S)suppressed relativeto m eson  widths.

Production strengths for hybrids are seen from Tables 1 and 2 to be three orders of

m agnitude lowerthan form esons,and can hence be unprom ising experim entally. Thisis

especially relevantto theonly low{lying exoticJP C accessableto ,i.e.1� + ,wherethere

12



isadditionalsuppression in the form alism due to the photon coupling being restricted to

longitudinalpolarizations(see Eq.10).Given the assum ptionsm ade,the m ain signature

would bevanishing production forq2
1
= q2

2
.

Two photon collisionscan be strong discrim inatorsin favourofthe non{gluonic com -

ponentsofa physicalstate. W e have dem onstrated8 thisin a speci�c contextforhybrid

m esons,and it is usually believed to be the case forglueballs [25]. For non{exotic JP C

physicalstatesare expected [7]to have both hybrid and conventionalQ �Q wave function

com ponents. Babar,Cleo II,LEP2 and LHC experim ents should thushave considerable

valuein isolating substantialnon{gluoniccom ponentsin m ixed states.f0(1500);fJ(1710)

[4,14],�(1450); �(1700),!(1420); !(1600) [7,19], (4040) and  (4160) [17,26]have

recently been suggested to bem ixed.In m ixed states sin� jnon� Q �Q i+ cos� jQ �Qi and

cos� jnon � Q �Q i� sin� jQ �Qi  collisions should isolate com ponentsproportionalto

cos2� and sin2� respectively,m anifestly indicating the extent ofnon{gluonic m ixing by

thestrength ofthetwo peaksappearing.

In thecaseofpurehybrid candidateswith non{exoticJP C , collisionso�ertheunique

opportunity toisolateand clearly distinguish thequarkonium partner,e.g.forthe1.8GeV

0� + isovector observed at VES [27]. Here the distinction is especially pronounced since

0� + hybrid m eson two photon production always vanishes in the ux{tube m odel(see

Appendix A).VES possibly seestwo states,onea hybrid and theothera second radially

excited � [7,8].Thisshould in principleshow up astwo peaksin hadronicdecay channels.

Unfortunately,theoreticalpredictionsofhadronicdecaysofradially excited Q �Q arehighly

sensitive to param etervariations[7],m aking com parisonsto hybrid decaysdi�cult.Even

though noradially excited Q �Q hasbeen observed thusfarin ,itiswithin thisform alism

an exceptionally clean9 \higherquarkonium " production m echanism ,and asecond radially

excited � m ay show up as one unam bigous peak. Since the �! decay of0� + has been

observed [27],weexpectthe collisionsproduction ofthequarkonium com ponentof0� +

via interm ediate�;!.

Recently,an isoscalar2� + stateat1.875 GeV hasbeen seen [28],which appearsto be

thesam easa statereported previously by theCrystalBalland Cello Collaborations[29].

In addition,an isovector2� + at1.8 GeV hasbeen reported by a num berofcollaborations

8 W ithin thisform alism ,we �nd radially excited P and D{waveQ �Q to possess� 15% the  widthsofthe ground

statesin Table1 forrealisticm asses[20].Thisisstillsubstantialrelativeto the hybrid production in Table2.

9 W e expecta substantial width of2:3� 0:5 keV fora second radially excited �.
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[7],m ostrecently VES [27]. Detailed analysis[7]ofthese statesleave itunsure whether

they are radially excited D{wave Q �Q or hybrids. In addition,VES reported a 2.2 GeV

isovector2� + [27],which hascharacteristicsinconsistentwith expectationsforahybrid [6].

W e suggest that collisions should be able to distinguish10 the non{gluonic content of

thesestatesin the1:8� 2:2 GeV region.The�2(1670)hasbeen produced in  collisions

by the CrystalBalland Cello Collaborations[30].However,in both ofthese experim ents

there are suggestive hints that there m ay be an isovector contribution around 1.8 GeV,

since the data appear to be skewed towards the higher m asses relative to sim ple Breit

W ignerand PDG values.M oreover,oneexpectsthattheisoscalar2� + m ay also appearin

 collisions,since �( ! I = 0)> �( ! I = 1).Evidence fortheisoscalarhasbeen

presented in ref.[29].

W ehaveseen thattwo photon collisionsactaspowerfuldiscrim inatorsbetween gluonic

and non{gluoniccom ponentsand m ay considerably advancetheisolation ofgluonicform s

ofm atter,underlining theexperim entalpotentialoftwo photon physics.

Helpfuldiscussionswith T.Barnes,A.Donnachie,J.Forshaw,S.A.Sadovsky,P.Sutton,

R.W illiam sand especially F.E.Closeareacknowledged.

A A ppendix: W hy H ybrid 0
�+ C oupling to T w o Vec-

tor M esons Vanishes

A generaldecay con�guration can be rotated to a space �xed con�guration by using Ap-

pendix 1 ofref.[10]

 (rH )= D
LH

M H

L
� H

(�;�;�) (r
f

H ) (11)

where state H hasorbitalangularm om entum LH ,orbitalangularm om entum projection

M H
L ,angularm om entum �H around theQ �Q axisrH ,and r

f

H indicatestheaxisin the�xed

con�guration.H labelsany ofthestatesA,B orC.Sim ilarly,forthedecay operator

� � r = �
�r � = D 1�

��(�;�;�)�
�r f

� (12)

where� denotessphericalbasiscoordinates.

10 W e expect radially excited Q �Q !  widths of0:02
+ 0:01
� 0:02 keV for the isovector,and 0:05

+ 0:06
� 0:03 keV for the

isoscalar.
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Hence,focussing on the �;� dependence ofthe ux{tube m odeldecay am plitude [6]

/ hB Cj� � r jAi,wehave

Z

sin� d� d� d� D
LA

M A

L
� A

(�;�;�)D1���(�;�;�)D
LB �

M B

L
� B

(�;�;�)D
LC �

M C

L
� C

(�;�;�)e
i

2
pB � r (13)

where the �xed con�guration hasbeen suppressed. On �{integration the integralisonly

non{zero when M A
L = � + M B

L + M C
L which indicatesconservation ofangularm om entum

projection. Sim ilarly,on �{integration,� = �A � �b � �C ,which indicates that pair

creation absorbstheangularm om entum in the�xed con�guration.

Forhybrid 0� + $ V V wenotethatLB = LC = 0,and M A
L = � bythe�rstconservation

rule.Eq.13 thusbecom es

M M A

L

(pB )�

Z

sin� d� d� D
LA

M A

L
� A

(�;�;��)D1�
M A

L
�
(�;�;��)e

i

2
pB � r (14)

where we adopted the convention ofref. [10],setting � = �� withoutlossofgenerality.

Notethatwhen pB ! �pB Eq.14 becom es

M M A

L

(�pB )�

Z

sin� d� d� D
LA

� M A

L
� A

(�;�;��)D1�
� M A

L
�
(�;�;��)e

i

2
pB � r (15)

where we exchanged variablesr! �r;� ! � � �;� ! � + � and used a property ofthe

D {functions. It follows that M 0 and M 1 + M � 1 are invariant under pB ! �pB . But

from sim pleClebsch{Gordon coe�cientsfor0 � + $ V V wehavethattheM A
J = 0;M B

J =

�1; M C
J = �1 am plitude is� 1

p
2
M 0 and the M A

J = 0; M B
J = 0; M C

J = 0 am plitude is

1
p
2
(M 1 � M 0 + M � 1),both ofwhich are accordingly invariant under pB ! �pB . But

since0� + $ V V isaP{wavedecay theam plitudeshould beodd underpB ! �pB .Hence

theam plitude,and also theproduction and decay 0� + $ V V vanishes.

Toderivevanishing0� + $ V V ,weassum ed non{relativistically m ovingvalencequarks,

withhybrid 0� + havingthespin assignm entofrefs.[5,10]anddecayingvia 3P0 OZIallowed

paircreation.Theargum entdoesnotgo through for3S1 paircreation.

B A ppendix: H ybrid ! 2S + 1S M esons

The decay am plitude for hybrid ! 1S + 1S was displayed in Eq. 21 ofref. [6]. The

am plitude forhybrid ! 2S + 1S can be obtained from it by noting that the 2S S.H.O.

wavefunction equals

 2S(r)= 2

s

2

3
�
2

B

d

d�2B
 1S(r) (16)
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The derivative operatorcan now be pulled in frontofthe overalldecay am plitude (Eq. 3

ofref. [6])and can hence be applied to the hybrid ! 1S + 1S am plitude (Eq. 21 ofref.

[6]).Noting thattheam plitudeforhybrid ! 1S + 1S isproportionalto �= � 2

B � �2C ,we

�rstperform thedi�erentiation and then set�B = �C asa �rstorientation.Doing so sets

� = 0,so theonly contributing term willbefrom thederivativeacting on �.Thisyields

a hybrid ! 2S + 1S am plitudeof

2

s

2

3
�
2

B � (Eq.21 ofref.[6])=� (17)

when werestrict�B = �C .

C A ppendix: W idth and Production C ross{Section

Realphotonscan bedistinguished according to thehem ispherein which they areobserved

in an experim entalapparatus,thusonly appearingin asolid angle2�,leadingtothewidth

relation

�=
1

2JA + 1

Z

(2�)4 �4(q1 + q2)
d3q1

(2�)3

d3q2

(2�)3

X

M A

J
;M B

S
;M C

S

jM j2

=
m 2

A

16�(2JA + 1)

X

M A

J
;M B

S
;M C

S

jM j2 (18)

wherem A isthem assofstateA.
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Table 1: Two photon theoretically predicted and experim entally observed [18]widths (in keV) of

the lowest radially excited m esons of various JP C and avour. W hen m asses are not listed in

ref. [18], their assum ed values are listed (in M eV) in square brackets. Due to details of phase

space conventions hadronic decay m odels can also allow 0 = 0:53 [22], and hence the theoret-

ical predictions listed can be (0:53=0:39)2 � 2 tim es bigger. Light pseudoscalars are well de-

scribed [25]by chiral dynam ics and are not quoted. The broad nature of the f0(1370) has not

been taken account of. W e took �A = 0.33, 0.40, 0.50, 0.31, 0.39, 0.47, 0.45, 0.57 GeV for

fa2;a0;f2;f0(1370)g; ff
0

2
;f0(1710);�2(1875)g; f�c2;�c0g; �2; �; f�u�u;�s�sg; �c2; �c. Also � = 0.39,

0.47,0.57 GeV for u�u; s�s; c�c. Theory error estim ates are obtained by varying �A;� in the sam e

direction within 0:05 GeV ofthem ean valuesabove.? Ref.[31].{ Ref.[32].yRef.[28].zRef.[33].

q Ref.[20].

0� + 0+ + 2+ + 2� +

� a0[1450]
?

a2 �2(1670)

I = 1 Th � 0:7� 0:5 0:9� 0:1 0:1
+0:3
�0:1

Ex 7:29� 0:19eV � 1:04� 0:09 1:13� 0:24

Ex 0:96� 0:13 { < 0:19 {

f0(1370) f2 �2[1645]
y

I = 0 Th � 2:8� 0:2 0:4
+0:7
�0:3

Ex 5:4� 2:3 2:8� 0:4 �

f
0

2

s�s Th 0:17� 0:01

Ex 0:105� 0:017

�c � c0 � c2 �c2[3840]
q

c�c Th 7:2� 0:2 4:1� 0:4 2:2� 0:1 2:0� 0:3

Ex 7:5� 1:5 4:0� 2:8 0:37� 0:17 �

Ex 4:3� 1:4 z 1:7� 0:8 z 0:7� 0:3 z
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Table2: Predicted upperboundson thetwo photon \widths" �m ax (in eV)ofhybridsofvariousJ
P C

and avour. These are obtained by m ultiplying the two photon widths�+ (in eV)thatwould have

been attained ifthesign in F B C in Eq.4 waspositive instead ofnegative by the m axim al\lifting of

suppression" in Fig.2,which is2.3% ,2.4% ,1.6% ,0.19% forI = 1;I = 0;s�s;c�crespectively.�m ax is

hencenota decay width,sincethedecay widthsofhybrid m esonsarezero,butindicatesthem axim al

production strength ofhybrid m esons in two photon processes. For u�u; s�s; c�c we use respectively

�A = 0:27;0:30;0:30 GeV and � = 0:37;0:50;0:57 GeV.Hybrid m assesarethoseofref.[6]i.e.� 1.9,

2.1,4.3 GeV foru�u;s�s;c�chybrids.

I = 1 I = 0 s�s c�c

�m ax 2� + 1 3 0.3 0.1

1+ + 0.4 1 0.2 0.03

�+ 2� + 40 140 20 50

1+ + 20 60 10 20
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