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A B ST R A C T

A sim ple m ixing schem e describing the f0(1500)and the f0(1700)as m ixed states ofa �ss m eson

and a digluonium isreconsidered atthe lightofnew experim entaldata.

In Q CD,because ofselfinteraction ofgluons,one expects the existence ofparticles com posed of

gluons,which arecalled glueballs.

M any yearshavepassed sincetheoriginalprediction oftheexistenceofthesestates[1],but,albeit

theexistenceofm any di�erentcandidates,up to now noneofthem any resonanceshasbeen assigned

to a glueball.

Recently,two identi�cationsofthe lowest{lying scalarglueballhave been proposed: one claim [2]

isthatitcorrespondsto a resonanceobserved at1500 M eV (which can be identi�ed with the form er

f0(1590),see[3])thatdoesnot�tthe usualm eson nonet;thesecond [4]identi�esthisstatewith the

resonanceobserved at1700 M eV,which wasknown as�(1700).

Both theresonanceshaveunusualdecay propertiesforan ordinary �qq m eson,appearin gluon{rich

channelsand arein them assregion wherelatticeQ CD predictstheexistenceofa scalarglueball[4,5].

Furtherm ore,forthef0(1700),Ref.[4]claim sthatthebranchingratiosarein agreem entwith alattice

Q CD calculation and thatthe m asspractically coincideswith the predicted one.

�
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However,itm ustbe em phasized thatallavailable lattice calculationsofthe digluonium m assare

m adein theso{called quenched approxim ation,nam ely neglecting the creation of�qq pairs:thiscasts

som e doubts about the reliability ofthese predictions,which can be considered only as indicative.

Also,the prediction ofbranching ratiosin lattice Q CD hasbeen questioned [6].

Anyway,itisquitepuzzling to observein theregion wherethescalardigluonium stateispredicted

two resonancesnotwell�tting the usualm eson nonetsand with unusualdecay properties.

In our opinion a com m on origin should be searched for both these states. Som e years ago,a

phenom enologicalschem e wasproposed,consisting ofa m ixing between a glueballand a �ss state[7].

The im proved experim entaldata on these two resonancesallow now quite a deeperinvestigation.In

thispaperthism ixing schem eisreconsidered atthe lightofthe new experim entalinputs.

Them ixing schem eis

jf0(1500)i= cos� jggi� sin� j�ssi

jf0(1700)i= sin� jggi+ cos� j�ssi (1)

G iven thatthem ain f0(1700)decay isin the �K K channel,itisassum ed thatthej�qqi(�uu and �dd)

com ponentisnegligible[7].

O fcourse,generallyspeaking,onecould chooseanyarbitrarym ixingbetween thescalardigluonium ,

the lightquark j�qqiand the j�ssistates. Atthe m om entthe experim entaldata do notyetallow to

exclude otherchoices,also because ofthe poorknowledge ofthe scalarnonet[8,9]com pared to the

otherm eson m ultiplets (itis worth to rem em berthatstrong instantonic e�ects are expected in the

scalarsector[10]).

Forexam ple,quite a di�erentperspective isadopted in [2],based on a m ixing ofthe 0+ + glueball

with a light{quark system giving two physicalstatescorresponding to the f0(1500)and f0(1400).In

[11]thef0(1500)derivesfrom am ixingofthej�qqiand thej�ssistates.Finally,in [12]an identi�cation

off0(1500)with an unm ixed glueballissuggested.

In the following,besidesthe m ixing hypothesis(1),itisalso assum ed thatthe f0(1500)decouples

from �K K ,since no experim entalevidence ofthisdecay hasbeen reported.Thisassum ption perm its

to relatethe decay am plitudesforthe gg and the �ss com ponentsthrough

hK + K � jf0(1500)i= 0=

= cos�hK + K � jggi� sin�hK + K � j�ssi (2)

O fcourse thisisquite an approxim ation,butitisthe sim plestone and perm itsto obtain a large

predictive powerforthe m odel. A sm allbranching ratio off0(1500)! K �K orsom e di�erentphase

between the two am plitudes should not spoilthe essence ofthe m odel. The agreem ent am ong the

resultsand the experim entaldata con�rm sthatthisansatzisacceptable.



To obtain the m ixing anglefrom

hK
+
K

�
jf0(1700)i= csc�hK

+
K

�
jggi (3)

oneusesthe isospin relations

�(f ! ��)= 3=2� �(f ! �
+
�
�
) (4)

�(f ! K K )= 2� �(f ! K
+
K

�
); (5)

requestsh�� j�ssi= 0 and assum es
avourindependence

hK
+
K

�
jggi= h�

+
�
�
jggi:

Using the experim entalvalues[3]

B :R:[f0(1700)! ��]= 0:039
+ 0:002

�0:024

B :R:[f0(1700)! �K K ]= 0:38
+ 0:09

�0:19
(6)

from Eq.(3),including the phasespacefactorsp (m eson m om entum ),onegets

sin(�)= 0:579
+ 0:072

�0:095

cos(�)= 0:815
+ 0:067

�0:051
(7)

From them ixing angle�,onecan im m ediately estim atetheglueballand thescalar�ssstatem asses

[7],using the relations:
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�ss �

� gg

!  
cos�
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!

= 1:697

 
cos�

sin�

!

(9)

wheregg denotesthe digluonium m ass,�ss the quark state m assand � the m ixing param eter.

Thisgivesboth �ss and gg m assesaround 1:6 G eV,the latterin agrem entwith lattice predictions

[5,4].

The m ixing angle givesalso accessto m any branching ratios. Using Ref.[2]and Eq. (3)one gets

the following am plitudesrelativeto h�� jggi:



h�� j�ssi= 0

hK �K j�ssi= R cot(�)

h�� j�ssi= 2R sin
2
(�)cot(�)

h��
0
j�ssi= � 2R cos(�)sin(�)cot(�)

hK �K jggi= R

h�� jggi= cos
2
(�)+ R

2
sin

2
(�)

h��
0
jggi= cos(�)sin(�)(1� R

2
);

(10)

where R = h�ss jggi=h�qq jggim easursthe breaking ofSUf(3)in gluonium decays(u and d quarks

areassum ed to beequivalent).No 
avourviolation isconsidered forthedecay ofquarkonium in pair

ofm esons(em pirically thisviolation isshown to bequitesm allforthewell{established m eson nonets

[13]).

In Eq.(10),� isthe angleforthe � { �0 m ixing

� = cos(�)j�qqi� sin(�)j�ssi

�0= sin(�)j�qqi+ cos(�)j�ssi (11)

In the following,a value � = 72o [14]isadopted;a possible gluonic com ponentofthe � and �0 (see

forexam ple[15]and referencestherein)willnotbe considered here.

Furtherm ore,considering that glueballs should,at least in a �rst approxim ation,exhibit 
avour

dem ocracy,
avour{independenceforthe gg decays(i.e.R = 1)aswellisassum ed.

Som e predictionsare listed here and com pared with the data ofRef.[3]. The calculationsinclude

a sum over perm utation and over the various charge com binations with the appropriate weighting

factors (4 for K �K ,3 for ��,2 for ��0 and 1 for ��). The theoreticalerrors only account for the

uncertainty on the m ixing angle.

�(f0(1700)! ��)

�(f0(1700)! ��)
=

p�

3p�
�
�
1+ 2sin

2
(�)cot

2
(�)

�2
= 5:43

+ 3:0

�2:4
(12)

in agreem entwith the experim entaldatum 4:6
+ 2:9

�3:3
;

�(f0(1700)! ��)

�(f0(1700)! K �K )
=

p�

4pK
�
�
sin

2
(�)+ 2sin

2
(�)cos

2
(�)

�2
= 0:558

+ 0:080

�0:061
(13)

in good agreem entwith the datum 0:47
+ 0:24

�0:35
.

Sim ilarly one�nds:

�(f0(1500)! �0�0)

�(f0(1500)! ��)
=
p�

p�

�
1

cos2(�)� sin
2
(�)

�2

= 2:2 (14)



in fairagreem entwith the two experim entaldata 1:45� 0:61;2:12� 0:81.

A littlem orecom plicateistheevaluation of�(f0(1500)! ��0)=�(f0(1500)! ��)becausef0(1500)

just lies at the threshold for ��0 production. O ne has to consider a weighting with Breit-W igner

distribution through:

�(f0(1500)! ��0)

�(f0(1500)! ��)
=

2�

�
2cos(�)sin(�)

cos2(�)� sin
2
(�)

�2

�

2

6
4

R
1

m � + m
�0

dE =[(2(E �M f0
)=� )

2
+ 1]�

q
(E 2 � m 2

�
� m 2

�0
)2� 4m 2

�
m 2

�0

4E 4

p�

M f0

R
1

0
dE =[(2(E �M f0

)=� )2+ 1]

3

7
5

= 0:232 (15)

to be com pared with the value0:29� 0:10,which isthe CrystalBarrelresultreported in Ref.[3].

Analogously one has:

�(f0(1700)! ��0)

�(f0(1700)! K �K )
=

1=2�
�
2cos(�)sin(�)cos

2
(�)

�2
�

2

6
4

R
1

m � + m
�0

dE =[(2(E �M f0
)=� )

2
+ 1]�

q
(E 2 � m 2

�
� m 2

�0
)2 � 4m 2

�
m 2

�0

4E 4

pK
M f0

R
1

0
dE =[(2(E �M f0

)=� )2+ 1]

3

7
5

= 0:039
+ 0:013

�0:010
; (16)

to be com pared with future experim entaldata.

Furtherpredictionsm ay beobtained considering thedecay ofJ=	 (�)to f 0(1500)and f0(1700)to

proceed m ainly through the gluoniccom ponentofthesestates.Thisassum ption leadsto:

�(J=	! 
f 0(1700))

�(J=	 ! 
f 0(1500)
= tan

2
(�)�

"
M 2

J=	
� 1:6972

M 2

J=	
� 1:5032

#3

= 0:39
+ 0:11

�0:14
; (17)

�(� ! 
f 0(1700))

�(� ! 
f 0(1500)
= 0:50

+ 0:14

�0:18
; (18)

At the m om ent only the branching ratios B :R:[J=	 ! 
f0(1700)! 
K �K )]= (9:7� 1:2)� 10�4

and B :R:[J=	! 
f0(1500)! 
4�)]= (8:2� 1:5)� 10�4 areavailablefortheJ=	 decaysand only an

upperlim itforf0(1700)in the � case. Thus,due to the m issing ofthe knowledge of�(f 0(1500)!

4�)=�(total),no realconclusion can stillbedrawn.W hen m orestringentexperim entalresultswillbe

availablethe ratios(17,18)willrepresenta furthertestofthism odel.

Finally,anothertestofthem odelcan bem adeconsidering thetwo{photon decays.Becausegluons

decouple from photons,this decay can proceed only through the quark com ponentand is therefore

partially suppressed forf0(1500)and f0(1700).In the m ixing schem e(1),oneexpects

�(f0(1700)! 

)

�(f0(1500)! 

)
=

�
1:697

1:503

� 3

� cot
2
(�)= 2:85

+ 1:0

�0:8
(19)



Ifthe f0(1400) is assum ed to be the light quark isoscalar m em ber ofthe 0+ + nonet (but this

assignation isstillquite controversial[3,8])onealso predicts

�(f0(1700)! 

)

�(f0(1400)! 

)
= 0:095

+ 0:016

�0:012
(20)

and

�(f0(1500)! 

)

�(f0(1400)! 

)
= 0:033

+ 0:008

�0:011
(21)

In sum m ary,ithasbeen reconsidered a very sim ple m ixing schem e which enablesusto reproduce

alltheavailableexperim entaldata (albeitstillnotvery rich)on thetwo glueballcandidatesf0(1500)

and f0(1700).In thisschem eboth resonanceshavea gluoniccom ponentm ixed with a �ss one.

Them ixing anglehasbeen obtained by a sim pleansatz,allowing theevaluation ofseveralratiosof

branching ratiosofthe two resonances,in good agreem entwith the availableexperim entaldata.

Using the predictionsreported in this paperitwillbe possible to testwith a largeraccuracy the

m odelin anextfuture,when new experim entalresultswillappear,perm ittingaclearerunderstanding

ofthe natureofthesetwo peculiarparticlesand hopefully a �rstcertain identi�cation ofa glueball.

Clarifying thenatureofthesetwo resonanceswillbeofgreathelp forunderstanding ofthecom po-

sition ofthe 0+ + m eson nonet,which isstillquitecontroversial[8,9].
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