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ABSTRACT

A sinplk m ixing schem e describing the £y (1500) and the £, (1700) as m ixed states of a ss m eson
and a diglionium is reconsidered at the light of new experin entaldata.

In QCD, because of self interaction of glions, one expects the existence of particles com posed of
gluons, which are called glieballs.

M any years have passed since the original prediction of the existence of these states E], but, abeit
the existence ofm any di erent candidates, up to now none of the m any resonances has been assigned
to a glueball

Recently, two identi cations of the lowest{lying scalar glueball have been proposed: one clain 'Q]
is that it corresponds to a resonance observed at 1500 M €V (which can be identi ed w ith the form er
fo (1590), see r[_3]) that doesnot t the usualm eson nonet; the second 5_4] identi es this state w ith the
resonance observed at 1700 M €V, which wasknown as (1700).

Both the resonances have unusual decay properties for an ordinary ggm eson, appear in glion{rich
channels and are in them ass region where lattice Q CD predicts the existence ofa scalar glueball EJ:,E:}']
Furthem ore, for the £f; (1700), Ref. EJ:] clain sthat the branching ratios are in agreem ent w ith a lattice
QCD calculation and that the m ass practically coincides w ith the predicted one.
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However, i m ust be em phasized that all available lJattice calculations of the diglhioniim m ass are
m ade in the so{called quenched approxin ation, nam ely neglecting the creation of gg pairs: this casts
som e doubts about the reliability of these predictions, which can be considered only as indicative.
A Iso, the prediction ofbranching ratios iIn lattice Q CD has been questioned f_d].

Anyway, i is quite puzzling to observe in the region where the scalar dighionium state is predicted
two resonances not well tting the usualm eson nonets and w ith unusual decay properties.

In our opinion a common origin should be searched for both these states. Som e years ago, a
phenom enological schem e w as proposed, consisting of a m ixing between a glieball and a ss state t]].
T he in proved experin ental data on these two resonances allow now quite a degper investigation. In
this paper thism ixing schem e is reconsidered at the light of the new experin ental nputs.

Them ixing schem e is

jfo 1500)i= cos Jjggi sih Jssi

if, (1700)i= sin  jggi+ cos Jssi @)

G ven that them ain £, (1700) decay is n the K K channel, it is assum ed that the jggi u and dd)
com ponent is negligble E?:].

O foourse, generally speaking, one could choose any arbirary m ixing betw een the scalardigluonium ,
the light quark jggi and the jssi states. At the m om ent the experim ental data do not yet allow to
exclide other choices, also because of the poor know ledge of the scalar nonet ig;_?j] com pared to the
other m eson multiplets (it is worth to rem em ber that strong instantonic e ects are expected in the
scalar sector '_ﬂ-g]) .

For exam pl, quite a di erent perspective is adopted in r@'], based on a m ixing of the 0" * glueball
w ith a light{quark system giving two physical states corresponding to the f; (1500) and £, (1400). In
[_i}:] the £y (1500) derives from am ixing ofthe jggi and the jssi states. Finally, in t_l-gl] an identi cation
of £y (1500) w ith an unm ixed glueball is suggested.

In the Pllow Ing, besides the m ixing hypothesis ('_]:), it is also assum ed that the f; (1500) decouples
from K K , sihce no experin ental evidence of this decay hasbeen reported. T his assum ption pem is

to relate the decay am plitudes for the gg and the ss com ponents through

K *K jf,(1500)i= 0=

=cos IKK*K Jggi sih KK *K jssi )

O f course this is quite an approxim ation, but it is the sin plest one and pem its to obtain a large
predictive power for the m odel. A an allbranching ratio of £ (1500) ! K K or som e di erent phase
between the two am plitudes should not spoil the essence of the m odel. The agreem ent am ong the
resuls and the experim entaldata con m s that this ansatz is acoeptable.



To obtain the m ixing angle from
K 'K  §f,1700)i= csc KK *K  dggi 3)
one uses the isogoin relations

(£ ! )= 3=2 € T )

E! KK)=2 (! K 'K ); ©)
requestsh  jssi= 0 and assum es avour independence
K K Jjggi=h'  jggi:
U sing the experim ental values B]

B R:ff, 1700) | ]= 0:039" 9%
B R :ff, 1700) | KK ]= 038" %% ©)
from Eq. @), including the phase space factorsp fn eson m om entum ), one gets
sin( )= 057952
cos( ) = 08157295 @

From them ixing angle , one can inm ediately estim ate the glueballand the scalar ss state m asses
U], using the relations:

ss sin

sin
= 1503 ®)
gg cos cos
! ! !
SsS CcOos COs
= 1697 9)
99 sin sin

w here gg denotes the digluonium m ass, ss the quark statem assand them ixing param eter.
T his gives both ss and gg m asses around 1:6 G €V, the latter in agrem ent w ith lattice predictions

BA.

Ny

The m ixing angle gives also access to m any branching ratios. U sing Ref. 'Q] and Eq. (.9,) one gets
the follow ing am plitudes relative toh  jggi:



h Jssi= 0
K K jssi= R cot( )
h  jssi= 2R sif ( ) cot( )

h %d9ssi= 2R cos( )sin( )oot( )
(10)
KK jggi= R

h  jggi= co$ ( )+ R%si® ()

h %jggi= cos( )sh( )@ R?);

where R = hss jggi=hogg jggi m easurs the breaking of SU¢ (3) In gluonium decays (U and d quarks
are assum ed to be equivalent). No avour violation is considered for the decay of quarkonium in pair
ofm esons (em pirically this violation is shown to be quite an all for the well{established m eson nonets
L3).

mEq. {id), istheangk orthe { °m ixing

= cos( )Jgi sih( )Psi

0= sin( )i+ cos( )isi 11)

In the ©llow ing, a value = 72° Ll-fi] is adopted; a possible gluonic com ponent ofthe and © (see
forexam ple f_l-ﬁ'] and references therein) w ill not be considered here.

Furthem ore, considering that glieballs should, at least In a rst approxin ation, exhibit avour
dem ocracy, avour{independence for the gg decays (ie.R = 1) aswellis assum ed.

Som e predictions are listed here and com pared w ith the data ofRef. ij]. T he calculations include
a sum over pem utation and over the various charge com binations w ith the appropriate weighting
factors @ rKK,3or ,2®r %and 1 or ). The theoretical errors only account for the
uncertainty on the m ixing anglk.

£ (1700) ! .
(Fo 1700) )P 1 2en? () () 2= 543730 12)
(£o (1700) ! ) 3p ’
in agreem ent w ith the experin entaldatum 4:6" 32::39;
f£o(1700) ! :
(fo ( ) ) _ P sin?( )+ 2sin?( )cod () S O:558+00.506810 a3
(£o 1700) ! KK) 4pk ’
in good agreem ent w ith the datum 047" 4%,
Sin ilarly one nds:
(o (1500) ! © 0) 1 ’
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(£o (1500) ! )



In fair agreem ent w ith the two experim entaldata 145 0:61;2:12 0:=81.

A little m ore com plicate is the evaluation of (£, (1500) ! %= (fo (1500) ! ) because f (1500)
jist lies at the threshod ©r © production. One has to consider a weighting w ith BreitW igner
distrdbution through:

(fo(1500) ! %)
(fo 1500) ! )
R1 q(Ezmz ‘“20)2 4mzmzO
2008()sin() P g n .n UETICE M )= T Z
cog () sin® () W, GESIRE M )= Pl
= 0232 15)

to be com pared w ith the value 029 0:10, which is the C rystalBarrel result reported in Ref. '_ﬁ].

Analogously one has:

(fo (1700) ! 9 B
(£o (L700) ! KK)
2Rl qmzmz 732 amZn?
S2 2 6 m tm odE:HZ(E M o£o)= F+1 4304 - 7
1=2 2 : Y
cos( )sin( )cos () 4 Mpro TaE-1eE M )= FH1D 5
= 0:039+00:(:301103 7 6

to be com pared w ith future experin entaldata.
Further predictionsm ay be obtained considering the decay ofJ= () to £ ( (1500) and £, (1700) to
proceed m ainly through the glhionic com ponent of these states. T his assum ption leads to:

3
= 1 £ 4 (1700 M 2: 16972 )

( o ( ) _ tan? () 2—2 = 039" 04}, a7

a= ! £ o (1500) M2 1503

(! f o (1700)) +0:4

= 050", .7g 7 18
(! £,(500) 0:18 48
At the moment only the branching ratios B R :[J= ! £, (700) ! KK)l= ©7 12) 10
and B R :[g= ! £, (@1500) ! 4 )]= 82 15) 10 are availblk for the J= decays and only an

upper Im it for £f5 (1700) in the case. Thus, due to the m issing of the know ledge of (£ ¢ (1500) !
4 )= (total), no realconclusion can stillbe drawn. W hen m ore stringent experin ental resultsw illbe
available the ratios C_l-]'.'_l-gl) w ill represent a further test of thism odel.

F inally, another test of the m odel can be m ade considering the tw o {photon decays. B ecause gluons
decouple from photons, this decay can proceed only through the quark com ponent and is therefore
partially suppressed for £y (1500) and £, (1700). In the m ixing schem e @:), one expects

3

£ (1700) ! 1697 .
(£, (1700) ) 19 odk( ) = 285" L0 9)
(fo 1500) ! ) 1503 :




If the £, (1400) is assum ed to be the light quark isoscalar menber of the 0** nonet (out this
assignation is still quite controversial E,@]) one also predicts

(£0 (1700) ! )

= 0:095+ 0.:016 0
(fq (1400) ! ) 0:012 20)
and
(£o (1500) ! ) + 02008
= 0:033",,; 01
(fq (1400) ! ) 0:011 ©1)

In summ ary, it has been reconsidered a very sin ple m ixing schem e which enables us to reproduce
allthe available experin entaldata (@beit still not very rich) on the two glueball candidates £ (1500)
and £, (1700). In this schem e both resonances have a ghionic com ponent m ixed w ith a ss one.

Them ixing angle has been ocbtained by a sin plk ansatz, allow ng the evaluation of several ratios of
branching ratios of the tw o resonances, In good agreem ent w ith the available experin entaldata.

U sing the predictions reported in this paper it will be possible to test with a larger accuracy the
m odelin a next future, when new experim entalresultsw illappear, pem itting a clearer understanding
of the nature of these two peculiar particles and hopefully a rst certain identi cation ofa glieball.

C larifying the nature of these two resonances w ill be of great help for understanding of the com po-—
sition ofthe 0" * m eson nonet, which is still quite controversial @;_é].
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