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G lueballs are perhaps the m ost dram atic and novel prediction of QCD . From the
vantage point oftwenty yearsagowhen QCD was rst being proposed as the fundam ental
theory of the strong interactions, the idea that there m ight be quarkless hadronic states
whose constituents were m assless gauge bosons (ie. gluions) was aln ost revolutionary.
G lueballs are Inherently quantum chrom odynam ic In nature and, as such, their existence is
closely related to other essentially non-perturbative phenom ena that dom inate low -energy
hadronic physics such as the existence of vacuum condensates and the dom inance of glue
In detem ining the gravitationalm ass of visble m atter. They clearly play a central role
in elucidating QCD and their discovery would certainly be of great signi cance. Indeed
had such particles been found 1520 years ago, their dicoverers would certainly have been
prim e candidates fora N cbel P rize. U nfortunately, how ever, no unam biguous experin ental
signal for their existence has thus far been found. This is due in large part to the fact
they can readily m ix w ith ordinary quark m odel states and so can only be identi ed by
a process of elin ination, ie. by searching for extra states beyond conventional \naive"
quark m odel ones w hich have the correct decay characteristics. T here has recently been
a renewed urry of interest, both experin ental and theoretical, in these very interesting
states and the situation is, In fact, beginning to clarify {1{ [1]. M uch detailed analysis has
been perform ed on a large am ount of experim ental data w ith the resul that a few rather
good candidates have em erged particularly in the region 1.5-1.7Gev [11R1B3]. In spite of
this, how ever, the situation still rem ains unresoled and and m ore w ork needs to be done.

T he theoretical situation is sim ilarly som ewhat am biguous. Potential, bag and in-
stanton gas m odels do indeed indicate that the lowest state should be a scalar (and not
a pseudoscalar or tensor, for exam ple) and that its m ass should be in the above range
@41@61[1B]. A 11 of these m odels, in spite of having the virtue of incorporating the correct
low energy physicsofQ CD , are only e ective representations ofthe fiilltheory, and so their
accuracy isdi cul to evaluate. Recent intensive lattice sim ulations of QCD focussed ex—
plicitly on the glieballare in generalagreem ent w ith the results ofthesem odels f]. O n the
other hand, estin ates from QCD sum rules Indicate that the pseudoscalar rather than the
scalar should be the low est state albeit w ith am ass also In the generalrange of1.5G eV [].
In addition there are eld theoreticm odels in which the 2 tensor is the lightest state[1Q].
T hisdisagreem ent between the QCD sum rules and the lattice estin ates is surprising since
these ought to be the least m odeldependent and therefore the m ost reliable. H ow ever, the
lattice sin ulations do use a quenched, or valence, approxin ation, though it is generally
believed that this is not a m a pr source of error, and the QCD sum rules have di culy



satisfying a low energy theorem . Below I shallprove a theorem that show sthat, regardless
of the m odel or approxin ation used, QCD requires that the scalar must, In fact, be the
lightest glueball state. A s a corollary variousm ass nequalitiessuch asM %) M (2 %)
can also be proven.

M ost ofthispaperw illbe devoted to a generaloverview ofsom e ofthe theoretical ideas
that im pact the glueballquestion and its relationship to Q CD .Ishalltry to em phasise som e
issues and developm ents that have not received quite asm uch attention in this context as
som e of the m ore wellknown topics such as quark and bag m odels, lattice gauge theory
and so on. Am ong the topics that I shall address are the operator description of the states,
low energy theorem s, glueball dom Inance of the stressenergy tensor and its relationship
to the gluion dom inance of the proton m ass. The selfdinteraction of the gluons re ects
the non-abelian gauge character of Q CD ; this is the origin of both the possibility that
there are glueball states as well as of the phenom enon of asym ptotic freedom . T he latter
is a property of the perturbative sector of the theory whereas the fom er is a product
of the non-perturbative. Furthem ore, both of these ram arkable phenom ena arise in the
purely gauge sector ofQ CD and do not require the existence of quark degrees of freedom .
Since glueballs are Inherently non-perturbative in nature their existence is closely related
to color con nem ent and to the existence of vacuum condensates and instantons. It is In
this sense that they can be dubbed the \fiindam ental particles" of non-perturbative QCD .
U tim ately one would like to be able to start with the QCD Lagrangian and derive is
soectrum in som e well-de ned approxin ation schem e. T hus far this has proven in possible
in spite of am bitious attem pts such as the lJarge N . expansion, chiral perturbation theory,
soliton m odels, heavy quark expansions, instanton gasm odels and so on. A part from som e
recent work on the latter (] these m ethods focus on the quark sector and have had little
to say about the glueball spectrum . O nly lattice gauge theory [3] and, to som e extent, the
sum rule consistency relations [@] can be said to have provided som e direct contact w ith
fundam ental Q CD . O therw ise m ost of our Intuition and predictions about glieballs are
derived from m odels.

W ihin the eld theoretic fram ework ofQCD all hadronic states are created by com —

posite operators constructed out of fundam ental quark and gluon elds. Som e wellknow n
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exam ples are the ollow ing:

Scalars a ®)/ ax) Jq&)
P seudoscalars a®)/ &) 5 29&)
Vectors L ®)/ ax)  agx)

Glieball G &)/ F® R)F, )

G ueball Gx)/ F? ®RF, &)

By analogy with the ordering of operators In the operator product expansion it is
naturalto order these by din ension. It was originally suggested by both B prken and Ja e
et al. f11}] that, at Jeast heuristically, one m ight expect them ass of a state to increase w ith
the din ension ofthe corresponding low est din ensional operator that can produce it. In the
table below an obvious shorthand isused to describe the operators: representsa gamm a
m atrix, D the covariant derivative and F the glion eld tensor. T hem ost salient feature of
this is that all of the conventional quark m odel states are indeed those of low est din ension
w hile the exotic states, nam ely the glieball, hybrid and \m olecularlike" ones are ofhigher
din ension. Though suggestive this does not explain why the quark m odel states should
so dom inate the low energy spectrum . Notice also that there are m any states w ith the
sam e quantum num bers arising from quite di erent operators leading to the com plication
of untangling the \pure" states from the physical states. On the other hand the lowest
hybrid operator does give rise to a state which cannot occur in the quark model, the1l * .
A n unam biguous discovery of such a state in the low energy spectrum would indeed have
been amaprtrumph forQCD .

D in ension O perator Jgrc C haracter
3 qq 0 *;1 ;0"*;1t ;1++ QuarkM odel
4 gDg 2¥%;2 *;2 QuarkM odel
4 F? 0**;0 *;2tt;2 G lueball
5 qgFqg 0 ;1 *;0"%;2 * Hybrid
6 F3 0" *;0 *;1t ;3 G lueball
6 q Qg 0 \M olecules"

T o understand som ew hat m ore quantitatively w hy glueballs, for exam ple, should have
a higherm ass than a typical light quark state it isusefulto use the Janguage of a potential
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or bag m odel. The argum ent I shall present is very sin ple and shouldn’t be taken too
seriously though it is useful for giving som e Insight into what the im portant physics is
at work here [12]. There are m any variants of the color-foroe potential but all of them
have two m a pr characteristics in com m on corresponding roughly to the perturbative and
non-perturbative aspects of the theory: a Coulom b-like piece and a long—range con ning
piece. A sin ple qualitative representation is

V)= —+ r 1)
r

w here 02 and  (the string tension) 400M &V . In QCD there is, of course, only a
single scale param eter, nam ely the running coupling constant 4 ( ) de ned at som e scale

. A llofthe param eters ofan e ective potential, such as and occurring in eq. (1), are,
In principle, expressible n term sof 5 ( ). In the sin plest version of the quark m odel this
potential is used In a Schrodinger equation w ith quarks whose e ective m ass is roughly
300M €V . O ne of the great m ysteries of Q CD is that this prescription gives a rem arkably
good acoounting of the low fying hadrons. In QED (thelimi = 0, = & ineq. @) the
total energy is given by

2 2

e
= = @)

2m r

where p isthem om entum and m them ass. From the uncertainty principlepr 1, so

1 e 3)

2m r? r
M inin ising this owerbound givesEp in = me’=2 with 1, in = 1=m & which agree w ith

the ground state values for the hydrogen atom . Let us apply thisto the glueball considered
as a bound state of two m assless glions:

9
E=2p+- r — 4)
4 r
T he factor 9=4 is sin ply a color factor. M Inim ising asbefore lradsto r= 2=3[2 )= =2
P_
andE = 3[@ ) I*? 3 2 ™2 1:GeV .Not surprisingly this show s that the glueball

m ass is govemed by the non-perturbative string tension. Furthem ore, even though P-
400M eV setsthe scale, it also show s that the expected m ass of the lightest glueball is quite
large, between 1.5 and 2G &V . A sin ilar calculation can be perform ed for a typicalm eson.
The analog to eq. ) is

E=20+m%)™ 2m+ r -— )
r



which leadstoE, in 750M €V . It is also possible to extend this argum ent to hybrids by
considering them as bound states of two m assive quarks and a m asskess glieball; sin ilar
calculations to the above indicate that their lowest m ass is In the range 0£2.5G &V . This
argum ent therefore show s that glueballs should be heavier than light quark states but
lighter than hybrids.

T he discretized version of these com posite operators (or a an eared out version of
theam ) iswhat isused in lattice gauge theory to sim ulate the behaviour ofthe corresponding
propagators thereby allow ing a \m easurem ent" of the relevant hadronic m ass. A s already
rem arked there hasbeen a signi cant am ount of work done using this approach to study
the glueball. The most intensive study Blreveals that the 0" should have a mass of
approxin ately 1.7G €V som ew hat higher than those considered to be the best experim ental
candidates (at approxin ately 1.5G&V) ﬂj][:Z][S]; however, these are w ithin experim ental
(and presum ably theoretical!) lim its.

Before discussing QCD sum rules, instantons and the like it is worth digressing here
to em phasise the special role played by the glueballin Q CD beyond that of the \hydrogen
atom ofnon-perturbative physics". Recall rst that the glueball eld

G &) =fF? K)F, &) (6)

is identical, up to constant factors, to the Lagrangian density of the pure gauge sector.
Furthem ore, it is also identical to the trace of the stressenergy tensor, , which is the
operator that determm inesm asses of particles. T he renom alisation ofthe trace anom aly in
the triangle graph occurring in the gg vertex leads to

- m qog + _Glg2 (7)
g
where (g) is the conventional fiinction: (g) = bof + :::withb= (11 2n¢)=48 2.
T hus, even in m asslessQ CD hadrons can bem assive sihce 6 0. Indeed, eq. (1) naturally
Jeads to the idea of \glueball dom inance of the trace of the stress tensor" (at least when
quark m asses can be neglected) :

k)= fGmgF? &) =mgG (x) 8)
Notjoethatfgmé = (©9)=9.Eq. @) istheexact analogofboth PCAC @ A = f m? )
and vector dom inance of the electrom agnetic current (J = fm? ). By taking m atrix

elem ents of (§) between hadronic #) states at rest and using the fact that
Ipj pi= M Baryons); 2m? M esons) ©)
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G oldberger-T rein an type relations can be derived [L3]. G enerically, these are of the form
fe%un My . The continuation in m ass to the physical region is quite severe here;
how ever, this does allow a rough estin ate of hadronic couplings relevant to experim ental
searches. Since the stress tensor itself generates the fillP oincare algebra and, in particular,

= @D ,whereD = x is the dilation current which is the generator of scale
transform ations, the glueball is part of a rich algebra (@kin to chirality) from which low
energy theorem s can be derived. For exam ple, one such theorem is fgmé 16 b E1
w here

E 10 0)Pi (10)

is the energy density of the glueball vacuum condensate.

A nother interesting exam ple is provided by the m ass of the nuclon: since the m asses
ofthe u and d quarks are only a few M €V and heavy quarks are not a m a pr com ponent
of the nucleon alm ost all of itsm ass m ust be derivable from the gluon eld. Put slightly
di erently: if there were no gluon com ponent in eq. (7) the nuckon would weigh only a
fow M eV ! ThusM y ( @)=glp¥? Pi. This, n fact, is not quite right because heavy
quarks can, in fact, contribute to (%) through a triangle graph which then connects to the
nuclkon through gluons; (this ise ectively the sea contribution) 14]. In the limitm o ! 1
this gives

X

2
. L. nhg
o] mgoapi

24 2

¥ ? pi (1)
where ny, is the number of heavy quark avours. This contrbbution exactly cancels the
heavy quark contrlbbution In the flunction soM y ( 1@)=g)hpF ? iwherethe subscript
lindicatesthat only light avoursaretobe counted in . This isan elegant exam ple ofthe
decoupling theorem at work. Because of egs. (§) and (§) this orm ula explicitly exhibits
glueball dom inance in detem ining m asses of light hadrons.

T he role ofthe squark isam biguous In thisanalysis since itsm ass is com parable to the
perturbative scale. Its contribution, hoin sssii, can be estim ated from the sum rule forthe
nuclon sigm a term and the G ellM ann-O kubo form ula for sym m etry breaking of baryon
m asses. The upshot of a careful analysis is that it contributes about 30% of the m ass,
m ost of the rest being from glue and only a few per cent actually being derived from the
light u and d quarks[l3]. T his situation is rem iniscent of the am biguities In interpretation
of the origin of the nuclon spin and, indeed, both the squark and a triangl anom aly
play in portant roles in both analyses. T he \paradoxical' nature of these problem s can be
highlighted by observing that, if one neglects the squark contribution, then the nucleon



mass can be expressed asM y = [(33 2n;)=2nj ]ijP mphhpi which would seem ingly
In ply that it is derived solely from its heavy quark content! O f course the decoupling
theoram obtained through the triangle graph show s that this is, in fact, identical to the
purely (low-energy) gluon contrbution as in egq. 11). Care must therefore be taken in
how these form ulae are interpreted.

The m ass of the glueball is determ ined by the leading singularity in its propagator
which, if the glueball is stable, is just a sin ple pole. Both the m ass and the propagator
satisfy renom alisation group RG ) equations. Considerm asslessQ CD , then the only scale
In theproblem isthe renom alisation scale, , needed to specify the physicalcoupling, g( ),
50, on dim ensional grounds

mg = flg()] 12)

Since isarbitrary,dmg=d = 0 which leads to the m ost elem entary RG equation

% = i 13)
dg @)
and, therefore, 7
Mg = G €Xp d—é) G ocp G e’ (14)

where ; isa constant that detemm ines the glueballm ass in tem sof gcp . In the second
part of this equation the perturbative expansion ©or (g) hasbeen used. Eq. (14) shows
explicitly how m ass can be generated in a m assless theory (\dim ensional transm utation")
and, m ore signi cantly here, that it is is inherently non-perturbative. N otioce, how ever, that
this non-perturbative behaviour is generated from perturbative e ects via renom alisation
and characteristically leads to €™ . This behaviour is called the renom alon contribu-—
tion by analogy with that of the instanton which has a characteristic € “=9" pehaviour.
Instantons arise from non-trivial Jocalm inin a of the action. For exam ple, consider the
scalar correlator
&;0 WO G &;0G (0)]1P1 15)

which has a standard path integral representation {1§]:
Z R

®;t)= DA%er F F

» X Get@® + m )G &G ) 16)

An expansion of its Fourder transom , (%= ?;g%), In tem s of ¢° is generically of the
fom :

q2,2 _XL 2n 8 2 m +1)=g> 2n
=id = a @+ e bnn @)g 17

n=0 m ;n=0



The rsttem representsordinary perturbation theory (ie. an expansion around the trivial
vacuum w here the action vanishes) and the second an expansion around instantons whose
action is an integralmultiple of 8 2.

A Kallen-L.ehm ann representation for (x;t) can be inferred from asym ptotic freedom
and the fact that G (x) is ofdin ension 4:

A
d
<= 20;8)e* D)+ 0;9%) P )+ e? g f=0*;d") r &;f) (18)

2
MG

Here (f) isthe spectralweight fiinction and  (x;f) the standard free Feynm an prop—
agator. C orrespondingly,
z 2
do® ("= %;9°)

Cl2 2 0 4
i = (©0; + 0;9%) + 19
S g 0ig?) + ¢ °0i9°) + ¢ L ) (19)

2
MG

T his dispersion relation and its im plied high energy perturbative contribution is the start—
Ing point for the QCD sum rule consistency conditions. T he right-hand-side is saturated
w ith known, or presum ed, resonances (the various glueball and quark m esonic states) and
its high energy tailby a perturbative contribution derived from asym ptotic freedom . On
the left-hand —side the operator product expansion is used to express T [G ;)G (0)] In
term s of a com plete set of operators of ncreasing dim ension. In pure Q CD this gives rise
to a serdes w ith the (sym bolic) structure:
i .’ = 2 ; 3 ; 4 ; -

5/9" = Dbih0F " Pi+ bHOF~ Pi+ byh0F " Pi+ ::: (20)
w here the coe cients b , are calculable. M asses of hadronic states are then related to the
vacuum ocondensates occuring in this equation; (the st of these is essentially E of eg.
@0)). For the glueball channel a detailed analysis has been carried out by Narison and
Veneziano {9]who concluded that the ground state isthe 0f  ratherthan the 0" * expected
from naive potential and bag m odels aswell as from an intense lattice gauge sim ulation.
A salready rem arked we shallprove below that, at least in pureQCD , the 0" * mustbe the
lightest state. Before doing so it is worth rem arking that the general constraints in posed
on the propagator (and, therefore, in plicitly the m ass) by the RG, analyticity and the
existence of a perturbative regin e are non-trivial to satisfy [17]. Rou%hy speaking, the

dg

RG Proes (g?= ?;g%) tobea fiilnction ofthe single variable (= ?)exp ~; » retherthan



of the two variables ¢ and g° separately, as in a perturbative Feynm an graph expansion .
Thus, if & is analytic in ¢ and there is a m ass gap, it cannot be analytic in g so the
perturbative expansion m ust diverge and be, at best, asym ptotic. T his suggests that there
m ust be som e subtle interplay between the perturbative and non-perturbative, som ehow
\m ediated" by the renom alon contrbution. O nem ight, therefore, be able to in prove the
sum rule predictions by enforcing the RG constraint; e ectively, this am ount to including
renom alon contrbutions.

Let us now show that the lightest glueballm ust be the 0" * . Consider the quantity
(ort> 0)

Q (t) Px (1) 1)
2

= J0HB O)N 13

N

® oy )eM ot 22)

where M y isthe Invariant m ass ofthe state N i. T he Euclidean version ofthis (e ectively
given by takingt! i ) mpliesthat,when ! 1,

Qe () Q@d ) e™e 3)

whereM o isthem ass ofthe lightest contributing state. A n analogous resul can be derived
from the Euclidean version ofeq. (18) for the asym ptotic behaviour of the fi1ll correlator
when either or kjbecom e large. Up to powers, this sin ply re ects the exponential decay
of r (x; ?) in the deep Euclidean region. T his asym ptotic behaviour in Euclidean space
fom s the basis for extracting particle m asses from lattice QCD simulations §] and will
sim ilarly play a central role in our proof. There are a couple of points worth rem arking
about it before proceeding. F irst, in pure Q CD , w here the scalar and pseudoscalar glueballs
are expected to be the lightest states In their respective channels, M ¢ = M orM .. In
the fi1ll theory, how ever, the corresponding lightest states are those 0f2 pions and 3 pions,
resoectively, and even the lightest glueballs becom e unstable resonances. In that case
Mo= M, orMj; .On the other hand, in the Ilin it when becom es large, but ram ains
an allerthan 2M = (25 ,where  isthe width ofthe resonance, one can show that the
exponentialdecay law , eq. £3), stillrem ainsvalid but w ith am assM o given by M g rather
than M , ; (@ sin ilar result obviously also holds for the pseudoscalar case). The point is
that, if there are wellde ned resonant states present in a particular channel, then they
can be sam pled by sweeping through an appropiate range of asym ptotic  values where
they dom inate, since  is conjigate toMy [1§].



T he basic inequality that we shallem ploy is that, in the Euclidean region,

2 F, ) 0 ) £ 'Ge &; ) £'Gw & ) (24)

a

where Gy (X; ) Gg (X;it). The integralversion of thisw illbe recognised as the original
basis for proving the existence of instantons, to w hich we shall retum below . A lthough this
Inequality holds for classical elds, it can be exploited in the quantized theory by using the
path integral representation, eg. @@6), in Euclidean space where the m easure is positive
de nite. T he positivity of them easure hasbeen skillfully used by W eingarten [ 9] to prove
that in the quark sector the pion must be the lightest state. Here, when com bined w ith
the inequality ©4), it inm ediately leads to the inequalities valid or > 0)

f? e ) £7s & ) and  £°0s () £°0% () (25)
By taking lamge (ut < 2M¢ = 2) and using @3), the inequality

Mg M (26)

G

easily ollows. In pure QCD where these glieballs are isolated singularities, their w idths
vanish and thelimit ! 1 can be taken without constraint.

A lthough this is the resul we want, its proof ignored the existence of the vacuum
condensate E , eq. (10). Since E 6 0 the vacuum is the lightest state contributing to the
unitarity sum so M o = 0 and the large behaviour of g (x; ) is a constant, E?, rather
than an exponential. Thus, the inequalities @5) are trivially satis ed for asym ptotic
valuesof since there isno condensate In the pseudoscalar channel. It is, lncidentally, the
occurrence of M ¢ in a sub—Jleading asym ptotic role m asked by this constant condensate
term thatm akes itsextraction from lattice data so challenging. T o circum vent thisproblem
it is clearly prudent to consider either the derivative of Q (t) or, m ore generally, the tim e
or space evolution of (x;t) since these ram ove the o ending condensate contribution.
A though m any ofthe subtleties can be nessed by considering r ? 5 (x; ) it is nstructive
to rst consider (or > 0)

X
Qr ()= 05 Q)N i © oy M ye M @7)

N
The vacuum state clearly does not contribute to this so its large  behaviour is, up to a
factor M o, justthat ofeq. 23) exceptthatM ( isnow them assofthe lightest contributing
particle state. Now, (for > 0),

g &% )=h0F Gz Oe " Gy 0)Pi 28)



which in plies
-+ X; )= hFHg x; JHGg 0O)P1 29)

where, In the last step, the condition H i = 0 has been iIn posed. N otice that, whereas
both Qg ( ) and g (X; ) arepositive de nite, their tin e derivatives are negative de nite.
Now, at the classical level H is positive de nite. W e can therefore repeat our previous
argum ent by working in Euclidean space and com bining the inequalities £4) w ith a path
integral representation or @9) to fom ally cbtain (or > 0) the nequalities

folw & ) £L7% & ) and  £%es () £70% () (30)

The large lim it then leads to
£, °Mce Mo fGZM e Mo 31)

from which @§) fllow s even in the presence of condensates.

T here are som e subtle points in this argum ent that require clari cation, in particular
the nature of the path integral representation for £9) and the question of the vacuum
energy contrbution. These are best deal with using the language and results of the
transfer m atrix form alism used in lattice theory since this is directly formulated in the
Euclidean region as a Lagrangian theory where the m easure is positive de nie. Rather
than show ing how this can be done here, we shall instead circum vent these technical

problem s by considering the space rather than tin e evolution of . To this end consider
r? 5 & )= MWH &; PG O)PL (32)

whereP = E, B, isthe 3-momentum operator. T he asym ptotic behaviour of the fiill
correlator can be deduced from from its K allen-L.ehm ann representation, eq. 19). From
thisone ndsthatthe large behaviourofr? gy (x; ) is,up topowers,againe ¢ .The
path integral representation of (32), n which E , is replaced by A, is negative de nite so
allofthe previous argum ents go through leading to the inequality £§). N otice that, unlke
the tin e derivative case, the vacuum energy presents no com plication since P Pi 0.

T he extension of the above argum ent to the general case show ing that the scalar
m ust be lighter than all other glueball states, can now be e ected. Introduce an operator,
T ... (x), constructed out of a su ciently long string of F 2 %)% and F, %)% that it
can, iIn principle, create an arbitrary physical glieball state of a given spin. G enerally



soeaking a given T once constructed can, of course, create states ofm any di erent spins,
depending on the details of exactly how it is constructed. A s a sin ple exam ple consider
the urth—rank tensor R0]

T ®x)=F KRF &) 33)

which creates glieball states w ith quantum numbers 2** and 0** . Now, in Euclidean
space, them agnitude ofany com ponent ofF ¢ (x),orF, (x), isbounded by them agnitude
of F® X)F, (x)]% . Hence, any single com ponent of T (x) must, up to a constant, be
bounded by G x):

T ®) £;'G &x) (34)

This nequality is the analog of @4) and so the sam e line of reasoning used to exploit
that inequality when proving €6) can be used here. Follow ing the sam e sequence of steps
leads to the conclusion that M ¢ must be lighter than the lightest state interpolated by
T (x), from which the inequality

M ") M @OF) Mg (35)

follows. It is worth pointing out that the pseudoscalar analog of this operator can be
sim ilarly bounded thereby leading to the inequality M %) M (2 ). This argum ent
can be generalized to an arbitrary T ... X) since, again up to som e overall constants
analogous to f; , it isbounded by som e power (p) ofG (x); ie., for any of its com ponents,
T 2 ®) G &) . Now, the operator G (x)° has the sam e quantum numbers as G (x)
and so can also serve as an interpolating eld for the creation of the scalar glueball. The
sam e argum ents used to prove that this 0" © state is lighter than eitherthe 0% orthe2**
can now be extended to the general case show ing that it m ust be lighter than any state
created by any T ; in other words, the scalar glueballm ust indeed be the lightest glueball
state.

Finally, we m ake som e brief ram arks about the conditions under which the bound is

saturated. C learly the inequality @4) becom es an equality when
F? x)=F°% ) (36)

ie.whenE?¢ (x) = B (x), which isalso the condition thatm inin izes the action and signals
the dom inance of pure instantons. In such a circum stance the scalar and pseudoscalar w i1l

be degenerate. However, the proof of the m ass nequality §) only required @24) to be



valid at asym ptotic values of k3. T hus, the saturation ofthisbound actually only rests on
the weaker condition that F be selfdualin the asym ptotic region where it m ust vanish like
a pure gauge eld. Sin ilarly, the saturation of the general inequality show ing the scalar
to be the lightest state occurs when all com ponents of F 2 (x) have the sam e finctional
dependence at asym ptotic values of k. A Ithough this isa stronger condition than required
by the general asym ptotic selfdual condition 3§), it is, in fact, satis ed by the explicit
single instanton solution that satis es it. For instance, in SU (2),
4 2

F &)= 21 2 (37)

T hus, the splitting of the levels is detem ined by how much the asym ptotic behaviour of
the non-perturbative elds di er from those of pure Instantons. This therefore suggests
a picture in which the overall scale of glueball m asses is set by non-perturbative e ects
driven by instantons (thereby producing the con ning long-range force) but that the level
splittings are govemed by perturbative phenom ena.
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