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A bstract

W e introduce strong and electrom agnetic interaction selection rules for the two{body decay

and production ofexotic JP C = 0+ � ;1� + ;2+ � ;3� + :::hybrid m esons,four{quark states and

glueballs. The rules arise from sym m etrization in states. Exam ples include various decays to

�
0

�; ��; �
0

� and �� �0. The sym m etrization rules can discrim inate between hybrid and four{

quark interpretationsofa 1� + signal.

Selection rules valid for SU (3) avour sym m etry were �rst noted using the W igner{Eckart

theorem [1],and later were recognized as being valid for the decay ofhybrids 1� + ! ��; �
0

�

[2,3]within thecontextofisospin sym m etry.W e o�eran approach in which allpossiblerulesof

the sam e kind can beclassi�ed.SU (3)avoursym m etry willnotbeassum ed,and ourselection

rulesdo nottrivially follow from thereduction ofSU (3)to isospin SU (2)sym m etry.The1� + !

��; �
0

� rules follow as a speci�c exam ple. W e obtain a noveland substantially enlarged list

ofprocessesto which selection rulesapply. Both the necessary and su�cientconditions forthe

validity ofthe rulesare clearly indicated. W e also dem onstrate thatnon{trivialrulesarise even

in theabsence ofassum ing isospin sym m etry.

�E{m ail:prp@ jlab.org
yPresentaddress:Theory Group,Thom asJe�erson NationalAcceleratorFacility,12000 Je�erson Avenue,

NewportNews,VA 23606,USA.
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In thefollowingweshallbeinterested in fullyrelativistictwo{body strongand electrom agnetic

decay and production A $ B C processesin therestfram eofA.Sincestrong and electrom agnetic

interactionsare considered,we assum echarge conjugation C and parity P conservation,butnot

in generalisospin sym m etry.Forsim plicity we shallusually referto the decay processA ! B C ,

butthe statem ents willbe equally valid forthe production processA  B C . W e shallrestrict

the statesA,B and C to som e assum ed leading com bination of\valence" quarkswith arbitrary

gluonic content,exceptwhen sea com ponentsare explicitly considered. The strong interactions

includeallinteractionsdescribed by Q CD.Thequarksand antiquarksin A areassum ed to travel

in allpossiblecom plicated pathsgoing forward and backward in tim eand em itting and absorbing

gluonsuntilthey em ergein B and C.W eshallrestrictB and C toangularm om entum J = 0states

with valence Q �Q quark content and arbitrary gluonic excitation,i.e. to hybrid or conventional

m esons.B and C can beradialexcitationsorground states,with JP = 0� or0+ .IfC{parity isa

good quantum num ber,JP C = 0� + ;0+ � ;0+ + or0� � areallowed.Since0� + ground statem eson

statesB and C are m ostlikely to beallowed by phase space,they are used in the exam ples.W e

assum e that states B and C are identicalin allrespects except,in principle,their avour and

theirequalbutopposite m om enta pB � p and pC � � p.Hence B and C have the sam e parity,

C{parity,radialand gluonic excitation,aswellasthesam e internalstructure.

The three sym m etrization selection rulesforvarioustopologiesare clearly stated in the next

section,wherewe proceed to derive the rules.

1 Sym m etrization selection rules

For the leading theory ofthe strong interactions,Q CD,a decay or production am plitude is a

linearcom bination ofproductsofcolourC and avourF overlaps,and the \rem aining" overlap

J .Forreasonsthatwillsoon becom eevident,weshallbeinterested in theexchangepropertiesof

these overlapswhen the labels(e.g. parity,C{parity,radialand gluonic excitation,and internal

structure) that specify the states B and C are form ally exchanged,denoted by B $ C . For

exam ple,CB $ C denotesthe e�ectofexchanging thecolourlabelsofB and C.

W eareonly interested in decayswhereB and C havethesam ecolourcontent,i.e.theway the

quarksand gluonscoupleto form thetotalcoloursingletstaterequired by Q CD isidentical.For

a conventionalm eson the quarksand antiquarksare in 3 and �3 representations.In an adiabatic

picture [4,5]the sam e holds when B and C are hybrid m esons. In a constituent gluon picture

hybrid m esonsB and C have the colourcoupling ofan 8 gluon with 3 quarksand �3 antiquarks.

Aslong asthecolourcontentofB and C isidenticalwe trivially have CB $ C = C.

W hen we exchange p ! � p,we equivalently exchange pB $ pC .Butsince allotheraspects

(otherthan avour)ofB and C arethesam e,itisin factequivalentto exchanging labelsB $ C
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forevery property in therem ainderofthestate.So p ! � p isequivalentto J $ JB $ C .

W e shallbe interested in processeswhere the am plitude1 isin principle the sum oftwo parts

(or\diagram s"),i.e.

A tot(p)= A (p)+ A B $ C (p)= C
 F 
 J (p) + CB $ C 
 FB $ C 
 JB $ C (p) (1)

Theam plitudeisthesum oftwo partsforthecoupling of(hybrid)m esonsand four{quark states

shown in Figs.1,2,4 { 7,since there isalwayseitherthe possibility thata quark Q in A would

end up in theparticlewith m om entum p and thepossibility thatitwould end up in theparticle

with m om entum � p,corresponding to A and A B $ C respectively.

Underp ! � p (orequivalently J $ JB $ C )

A tot(p)! C
 F 
 J (� p) + CB $ C 
 FB $ C 
 JB $ C (� p)= C
F 
 JB $ C (p)

+ CB $ C 
FB $ C 
 J (p)= f fCB $ C 
 FB $ C 
 JB $ C (p) + C
 F 
 J (p)g = fA tot(p) (2)

where we used CB $ C = C and de�ned F B $ C � fF . W e shallonly be interested in caseswhere

f = � 1,and where both F and FB $ C are non{zero. Iff = (� 1)L+ 1,where L is the partial

wave between B and C,it follows from Eq. 2 that p ! � p im plies that A tot ! (� 1)L+ 1A tot.

Since in L{wave underp ! � p we have by analyticity thatA tot(p)! (� 1)LA tot(p),itfollows

thatA tot(p)vanishes. Thisisthe sym m etrization selection rule,arizing due to sym m etrization

in statesB and C.

W e now �nd necessary and su�cient conditions for the requirem ent f = (� 1) L+ 1. Since B

and C are identical(exceptpossibly in avour)they have thesam e parity,and we concludethat

fora parity allowed process,PA = (� 1)L.W e shallshow in subsections1.1 { 1.4 thatforvarious

avourscenariosf = C 0

A . Fora neutralstate,C
0

A isjustthe C{parity ofthe state. Forcharged

states(with no C{parity),weassum ethatatleastoneofthestatesin theisom ultipletitbelongs

to hasa well{de�ned C{parity,denoted by C 0

A .Hence

PA = (� 1)L = � (� 1)L+ 1 = � f = � C 0

A (3)

i.e. state A is CP odd. Since states B and C both have J = 0, it follows by conservation

ofangular m om entum that an L{wave decay would necessitate JA = L. Hence states A have

JP C = 0+ � ;1� + ;2+ � ;3� + ;:::,which are exotic JP C notfound in the quark m odel.So A isnot

a conventionalm eson.

W e now show thatf = C 0

A .

1W hen B and C haveJ = 0,helicity and partialwaveam plitudesareidentical.
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1.1 Indistinguishable avours

The sim plestcase iswhen statesB and C have indistinguishable avours,e.g. Q �Q Q �Q statesB

and C.Thisdoesnothave to be satis�ed forthe fullavourcontentofB and C,butthe decay

m ust be such that indistinguishable avour com ponents ofB and C are always selected. Then

f = 1. The only interesting cases arise when B and C are neutral;and since their C{parities

are identical,we have CA = 1 by conservation ofC{parity. So f = 1 = CA . The preceding

argum entisindependentofthedecay topology,even though speci�cexam plesaredeterm ined by

thetopology,and are given in thefollowing subsections.

Sym m etrization selection rule I:(Indistinguishable avours) Decay and production in

topologies 1 { 9 (see Fig. 1) to two J = 0 hybrid or conventionalm esons B and C which are

identicalin allrespects,exceptpossiblyavour,vanish.ThisonlyappliestoaJP C = 1� + ;3� + ;:::

hybrid, four{quark state or glueball A coupling to avour com ponents of B and C that are

indistinguishable,e.g.Q �Q orQ �Q q�q ! Q �Q Q �Q .Isospin sym m etry isnotassum ed.

The rem aining casesforwhich f = C 0

A are discussed in the following subsections.The corre-

sponding sym m etrization selection rulesare then stated.

1.2 C onnected hybrid m eson coupling

Thepossiblehybrid decay topologiesare 1 { 3,butwe focushereon the connected topology 1.

Indistinguishable avours:Exam ples:� 0 ! �0�;�0�
0

; 
;s�s! �
0

�,

where � 0 denotes a u;d quark neutralisovector state (e.g. u�u � d�d),and 
 an isoscalar state

(e.g. u�u + d�d). In the exam ples listed the decay topology always has the e�ect of selecting

indistinguishableu�u u�u;d�d d�d ors�ss�s subcom ponentsofthe statesB and C,asrequired.

W ith isospin sym m etry:Ifweassum eisospin sym m etryforu;d,then byG {parity conservation

G A = G B G C . Since G H = C 0

H (� 1)
IH ,we obtain C 0

A = (� 1)IA + IB + IC because the C{paritiesof

B and C areidentical.Itcan,however,by explicitcalculation beveri�ed thatf = (� 1)IA + IB + IC

(see Appendix).Hence f = (� 1)IA + IB + IC = C 0

A .

Exam ples:� � ! �� �0;�� �;�� �
0

.

1.3 C onnected four{quark coupling

W e now discussa four{quark state A,which isnota m olecularbound state oftwo m esons.The

possiblefour{quark decay topologiesare4 { 8.Herewe focuson theconnected topologies4 { 6.

Indistinguishable avours:Exam ples:
;s�ss�s;K �K ;D �D ;B �B ;D s
�D s;B s

�B s ! �
0

�,
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Figure1:Decay topologies.Foreach diagram stateA ison theleft{hand side,and statesB and C on

theright{hand side.Quark avoursarelabelled by Q;q and P.
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where e.g. K �K includes K + K � and K 0 �K 0. Another application is to avour com ponents of

state A e.g.u�uu�u;d�dd�d ! �0�;�0�
0

.

W ith isospin sym m etry:Ifweassum eisospin sym m etry foru;d,theargum entsaresim ilarto

x1.2,noting thatf = (� 1)IA + IB + IC (see Appendix)[6].

Exam ples:� � ;=� ! �� �0; � � ! �� �;�� �
0

; � 0 ! �0�;�0�
0

,

where= denotesan isotensor.

Sym m etrization selection rule II:(W ith isospin sym m etry) Connected decay and pro-

duction in topology 1 and 4 { 6 to two J = 0 hybrid or conventionalm esons B and C which

are identicalin allrespects,except possibly avour,vanish. The processes should involve only

u;d quarks,and isospin sym m etry is assum ed. A,B or C m ay be charged,but the hybrid or

four{quark state A should have a neutralisopartnerwith JP C = 0+ � ;1� + ;2+ � ;3� + ;:::[6].

Four{quark rulescan also be applied to m eson sea com ponents,i.e. to the connected m eson

sea topologies 4 { 6. Assum ing isospin sym m etry and states B and C that are the sam e in

allrespects except possibly avour,u;d isoscalar sea corrections to the connected m eson decay

topology 1 vanish,aslong asthecorresponding four{quark decaysvanish.Non{vanishing decays

arise ifs�s sea com ponentsare allowed in a u;d m eson,oru�u;d�d sea in s�s,e.g. in the channels

�
0

�; �
0

� or ��. In this case the dom inant decay is expected from the quark rearrangem ent

topology 5 (u�us�s ! u�u s�s ord�ds�s ! d�d s�s),because sym m etrization argum entsare invalid for

thistopology.

1.4 N on{connected coupling

W e now study the non{connected topologies2 and 7.

Indistinguishable avours:Exam ples:In � 0 ! �0�;�0�
0

; 
;s�s! �
0

� contributionsfrom u�u

u�u;d�d d�d;s�s s�s com ponentsvanish. In 
 ! �
0

� contributionsfrom �
0

u�u+ d�d
�u�u+ d�d com ponents

vanish.

Forthe topologies3 and 8,and the glueballtopology 9,itna��vely appearsthatAB $ C isnot

topologically distinctfrom A ,invalidatingtheapplication ofsym m etrization argum ents.Although

there exists diagram s in perturbative Q CD with this property,the m ajority ofdiagram s have

A B $ C topologically distinctfrom A .Forthelatterdiagram sweproceed toapply sym m etrization

argum ents.Sym m etrization selection ruleswherestatesB andC arein a\halfdoughnut"topology

(as in topology 3b) can be shown to apply only for decays already known to vanish by CP

convervation,so we only proceed to consider states B and C in a \raindrop" topology (as in

topology 3a).From theAppendix f = 1.SincestatesB and C haveidenticalC{parities,wehave

CA = 1.So f = 1= CA .

Exam ples:Neutralisoscalarhybrids(
;s�s;c�c;b�b),four{quark states(
;s�ss�s;K �K ;D �D ;
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B �B ;D s
�D s;B s

�B s)and glueballs! �
0

�;�c�;�c�
0

;�b�;�b�
0

;�c�b.

Sym m etrization selection rule III:Non{connected decay and production in topologies3

and 8 { 9 ofa JP C = 1� + ;3� + ;:::hybrid,four{quark state orglueballto two J = 0 hybrid or

conventionalm esonsB and C which are identicalin allrespects,exceptpossibly avour,vanish.

Thestatem entonly holdswhen theB $ C exchanged diagram istopologically distinctfrom the

originaldiagram .Isospin sym m etry isnotassum ed.

2 B reaking ofsym m etrization selection rules

Ifwe do notassum e isospin sym m etry,the possibility ofdi�erent strengthsofpaircreation for

di�erentavoursdoesnotbreak the selection rules.

SupposethatthestatesB and C havesom efactorizableproperty2 FH ,which can befactored

in front ofthe am plitude as FB FC . The argum ents in Eq. 2 would stillbe valid,since FB FC

isinvariantunderB $ C ,even ifFB 6= FC . Particularly,stateshave energy dependence FH =

expiE H tdue to tim e translationalinvariance. Hence di�erent energies or m asses for B and C

doesnotexplicitly break thevalidity ofthe argum ents.

It is clear that states B and C with di�erent internalstructure,indirectly related to them

havingdi�erentm assesand energies,would break thesym m etrization selection rules.Corrections

ofthisnature are found to besm allin m odels[5,7,8]aslong asthe J = 0 statesB and C have

the sam e radialexcitation,and substantialotherwise.Thisisaccord with expectationssince we

expect di�erent radialexcitations in B and C to invalidate the selection rules. W hen o�{shell

states B and C are allowed,breaking ofthe rules could be m ore substantial[5],enabling o�{

shellm eson exchangeasa potentially signi�cantexotichybrid,four{quark orglueballproduction

m echanism ,e.g in �N ! JP C N with low energy � exchange.

3 Sum m ary ofsym m etrization selection rules

Forconnected topologiesproduction and decay ofneutralexotic 1� + ;3� + :::hybrid m esonsand

four{quark statesto two J = 0 states(hybrid orconventionalm esons),e.g.pseudoscalarm esons,

which areidenticalin allrespectsexceptpossiblyavour,vanish.Thesam eistrueforcharged and

neutral0+ � ;1� + ;2+ � ;3� + :::statesA in decaysinvolving only u;d quarksifisospin sym m etry is

invoked [6].Fornon{connected topologies,vanishingproduction and decay resultfor1� + ;3� + ;:::

hybrid m esons,four{quark states and glueballs to two J = 0 states,which are identicalin all

respects, except possibly avour. For topologies 2 and 7 this only applies to certain avour

2 These m ustbe interactionsclearly happening within statesB and C,and hence associated with B and C,distinct

from the rem ainderofthe interaction topology.
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com ponentsofthe two J = 0 states,and fortopologies 3 and 8 { 9 there are conditionson the

diagram s.Allsym m etrization rulesarebroken iftheinternalstructureofB and C di�ers,butdo

notdepend explicitly on the energy and m assdi�erencesbetween B and C.

A specialcase isdecaysofhybrid orfour{quark 0+ � ;1� + ;::: � � ;=� ! �� �0 which vanish

by isospin sym m etry in allpossible topologies to which it contributes (topologies 1,4 and 6),

including isoscalarsea com ponentsin the case ofhybrid A [6].

The selection rulesderived in thislettergo beyond well{known selection rules,because they

depend upon the speci�cavourcontentofthe states,and on the production ordecay topology.

Forground state pseudoscalarm esonsB and C,selection rulesare found for�
0

�;��;�
0

� [3,9],

�� �0; �c�; �c�
0

; �b�; �b�
0

and �c�b. W e found three categories of sym m etrization selection

rules. Firstly, in the absence of isospin sym m etry selection rules result when B and C have

indistinguishable avour com ponents,e.g. Q �Q Q �Q . Secondly,in the case ofisospin sym m etry,

selection rules are found to apply to states B and C containing a neutralavour{m ixed hybrid

orconventionalm eson with avourcontentu�u + d�d oru�u � d�d. The selection rulesresultfrom

cancellationsofam plitudescontainingeithertheu�u com ponentorthed�dcom ponentoftheneutral

avour{m ixed m eson.In thisway therelativesign between theu�u and d�d com ponentsissam pled.

W hen wesum theam plitudeA and theB $ C am plitudeA B $ C ,theoneam plitudepickstheu�u

com ponentand the otherthe d�d com ponent. Thirdly,for non{connected \raindrop" topologies

we found in the absense ofisospin sym m etry thatthe avour overlap is always invariant under

B $ C ,leading to selection rulesfore.g.�c�b statesB and C.

4 C om m ents and Phenom enology

Assum ing thesam einternalstructurefor�;�
0

and �,wepredicttheconnected decaysofvalence

and u;d sea com ponentsin hybrid 1� + ! ��;�
0

� to benegligible [6].Ifthe O ZIsuppression of

non{connected decays ofm esonscan be extrapolated to hybrids,a sm allnon{connected contri-

bution is expected. Itis signi�cant that Q CD sum rule calculations consistently predicta tiny

�� m ode,e.g.� 0.3 M eV (versus600 M eV for�� and 300 M eV forK �K )[10]and sm all�
0

� of

4 M eV [10]or3 M eV (versus�� of270 M eV and K �K of8 M eV)[11]. The relative size3 of��

and �
0

� isconsistentwith a selection rulebased on SU(3)avoursym m etry [1,9].Ref.[12]also

notesthat��;�
0

� are \suppressed" relative to �� of10� 100 M eV.In addition,ref. [11]notes

that �� is \suppressed",consistent with the claim ofthis letter that within isospin sym m etry,

thisconnected decay should vanish even forsea com ponents[6].

W e note that if0+ � ;1� + ;:::light u;d four{quark system s exist,not only are their (dom i-

3Contributionsotherthan topology 1 to hybrid 1�+ ! ��;�
0

� arediscussed in refs.[9,16].
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nant)quark rearrangenttopologies4 and 5 to pseudoscalarssuppressed,butalso topology 6 [6].

Hencedecaysonly happen through (suppressed)non{connected topologies,con�rm ed by a m odel

calculation [8]. W e hence na��vely expect e.g. the �� m ode ofa 1� + exotic be sim ilar whether

it is a hybrid or four{quark state. It has,however,been noted [9]that u�u; d�d com ponents of

a four{quark state can in perturbation theory be expected to m ix substantially via single gluon

exchange with s�s,although avour m ixing ofthiskind hasbeen found to be
<
� 10% in a m odel

calculation [13].Presenceofs�scom ponentswould allow quark rearrangem entdecay via topology

5 which isnotforbidden by sym m etrization rules.M easurem entof��;�
0

� decay hencesam ples

the strength ofthe s�s com ponentin a u;d four{quark state. A four{quark state would on gen-

eralgroundsbeexpected to have a largertotalwidth than a hybrid dueto quark rearrangem ent

topologies to non{pseudoscalars. Thus a wide 1� + wave could be interpreted as a four{quark

state. Ifthe s�s com ponentofa four{quark state issm all,the state m ay have a typicalm esonic

width4,otherwiseitisexpected to bewide.A candidatestate �̂(1405)with width 180� 20 M eV,

possibly decaying to �� but absent in �� has been reported [14]. There is recent prelim inary

evidence [15]for a resonance with sim ilar width and decay patterns. Ifthe 1� + state isindeed

signi�cantly produced,the �� m ode m ay discrim inate against the hybrid interpretation,since

only the (suppressed)non{connected topology 2 contributes.However,the m odem ay bedue to

a s�s com ponentin a four{quark state.Sincethes�s com ponentsin � and �
0

are nearly thesam e,

and dueto P{wave phasespace,we expect�
0

� < �� [9].

A subset ofthe rules has explicitly been shown5 to arise in Q CD �eld theory [2]. It would

be a challenge for lattice gauge theory and Dyson{Schwinger techniques to see ifagreem ent is

found with thisresult,and to estim ate the size ofnon{connected topologies when unquenching

thecalculation.

Discussionswith A.Afanasiev,S.-U.Chung,F.E.Close,H.J.Lipkin,O .P�ene,J.C.Raynal,

P.Sutton and S.-F.Tuan are acknowledged.

A A ppendix: Flavour O verlaps

Theavourstate is

jH i=
X

h�h

H h�hjhij
�hi where H h�h = hIH I

z
H j
1

2
h
1

2
� �hi(� 1)

1

2
� �h (4)

4Assum ing a sm all�� coupling.M odesto K �K ;��;f2�;f1�;b1� arenearthe edgeofphasespace.
5 The connected decay 1�+ ! �� vanishesin quenched Euclidean Q CD with isospin sym m etry,assum ing no �nal

stateinteractionsand a t! 1 lim iting procedurewhich isolatesonly the ground state 1�+ .
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and j1
2
i = u; j� 1

2
i = d; j

�1
2
i = �u; j�

�1
2
i = �d. This just yields the usualI = 1 avour

� u�d; 1p
2
(u�u� d�d);d�u forIz = 1;0;� 1 and 1p

2
(u�u+ d�d)forI = 0.Theadvantage ofthisway of

identifying avouristhatany paircreation orannihilation thattakesplacedoso with I = 0 pairs

1p
2
(u�u + d�d)= 1p

2

P

h�h �h�hjhij
�hibeing form ed outofthevacuum ,m aking the operatortrivial.

Forthe connected decay oftopology 1 theavouroverlap F is

X

a�ab

A a�aB a�b�b�bCb�a =
X

a�ab

(� 1)
1

2
� b hIA I

z
A j
1

2
a
1

2
� �aihIB I

z
B j
1

2
a
1

2
� bihIC I

z
C j
1

2
b
1

2
� �ai (5)

which can easily beshown underB $ C to give the sign f = (� 1)IA + IB + IC .

For four{quark states A we are free to decom pose the four quarks in two di�erent ways in

term softwo quark{antiquark pairs.Theavourcan bedecom posed as

Topology 4 & 6:
X

Iz
Q �q

Iz
q �Q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �qI

z
Q �qIq�Q I

z

q�Q
ijA Q �qijA q�Q i (6)

Topology 5 :
X

Iz
Q �Q

Iz
q�q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �Q I

z

Q �Q
Iq�qI

z
q�qijA

Q �Q ijA q�qi (7)

where we sum m ed over allisospin projections. In the quark rearrangem ent topologies 4 and 5

itisconvenientto choose a avourdecom position forA which m akesthe overlap with B and C

trivial.W e obtain theavouroverlapsF

Topology 4 :
X

Iz
Q �q

Iz
q �Q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �qI

z
Q �qIq�Q I

z

q�Q
i�IQ �qIB �IzQ �q

Iz
B
�Iq �Q IC �I

z

q �Q
Iz
C

Topology 5 :
X

Iz
Q �Q

Iz
q�q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �Q I

z

Q �Q
Iq�qI

z
q�qi�IQ �Q IB

�Iz
Q �Q

Iz
B
�Iq�qIC �Izq�qI

z
C

Topology 6 :
X

Iz
Q �P

Iz
P �Q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �P I

z

Q �P
IP �Q I

z

P �Q
i
X

a�ab�bc�c

A
Q �P

a�b
�b�bA

P �Q

b�a
B a�c�c�cCc�a

=
X

Iz
Q �P

Iz
P �Q

hIA I
z
A jIQ �P I

z

Q �P
IP �Q I

z

P �Q
i
X

a�abc

(� 1)1� b� c hIQ �P I
z

Q �P
j
1

2
a
1

2
� bi

� hIP �Q I
z

P �Q
j
1

2
b
1

2
� �aihIB I

z
B j
1

2
a
1

2
� cihIC I

z
C j
1

2
c
1

2
� �ai (8)

The four{quark states in Eqs. 6 and 7 are characterized by IA ; I
z
A and the isospins ofthe two

quark{antiquark pairs,generically referred to asIX and IY . In Eq. 8 denote IQ �q;IQ �Q ;IQ �P by

IX and Iq�Q ;Iq�q;IP �Q by IY in Eq.8.W rite the four{quark state asjIA I
z
A IX IY i.Itcan be seen

by explicitcom putation thatifIX = IY ,then f = (� 1)IA + IB + IC underB $ C foreach ofthe

expressions in Eq. 8. W hen IA = 0,the physicalstate is a linear com bination ofj0000i and

j0011i.ForIA = 2,thephysicalstateisj2IzA 11i.So in both casesIX = IY .W hen IA = 1,the
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physicalstateisalinearcom bination ofj1IzA 11i;j1I
z
A 10iand j1I

z
A 01i.Foreach oftheexpressions

in Eq. 8 itcan be shown thatj1IzA 10i! (� 1)IA + IB + IC j1IzA 01iunderB $ C . De�ning new

states j� i � j1 IzA 10i� j1IzA 0 1i,we see that under B $ C ,j� i ! � (� 1)IA + IB + IC j� i. The

above statem ents aboutthe behaviourofF underB $ C are true in any decom position ofA,

hencealso in the \diquonium " decom position,wherepairsoftwo quarksand two antiquarksare

used.The advantage ofthisdecom position isthatneutralstatesj� iwould beeigenfunctionsof

chargeconjugation [13],asrequired.Hence,when IA = 1,a physicalstateiseitherthe\positive"

linearcom bination ofj1IzA 11iand j+ i,orthe\negative" linearcom bination ofj1I
z
A 11iand j� i.

Theform ergivesf = (� 1)IA + IB + IC underB $ C ,and thelatterhasno propersym m etry under

B $ C . In sum m ary,forIA = 0 or2,orfor\positive" IA = 1 states,f = (� 1)IA + IB + IC under

B $ C .

Forthe \raindrop" con�gurationsin topologies3 and 8 { 9 the partofthe avouroverlap F

containing referenceto B and C is

X

a�a

A a�a�a�a

X

b�b

B b�b�b�b = Tr(A)Tr(B ) (9)

which underB $ C givesf = 1.

R eferences

[1] C.A.Levinson,H.J.Lipkin,S.M eshkov,N.Cim .32 (1964)1376.

[2] F.Iddiretal.Phys.Lett.B 207 (1988)325.

[3] H.J.Lipkin,Phys.Lett.219 (1989)99.

[4] C.M ichaeletal.,Nucl.Phys.B 347 (1990)854;LiverpoolUniv.reportLTH-286 (1992),Proc.

ofthe W orkshop on QCD :20 YearsLater(Aachen,1992).

[5] F.E.Close,P.R.Page,Nucl.Phys.B 443 (1995)233;ibid.Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995)1706.

[6] Asexplained in the Appendix,thissentence doesnothold for\negative" IA = 1 four{quark

statesA.

[7] Yu.S.K alashnikova,Z.Phys.C 62 (1994)323.

[8] A.Le Yaouanc etal.Phys.Lett.B 205 (1988)564;Phys.Lett.B 79 (1978)459.

[9] F.E.Close,H.J.Lipkin,Phys.Lett.B 196 (1987)245.

[10] J.I.Latorre etal.,Z.Phys.C 34 (1987)347.

[11] S.Narison,\Q CD spectralsum rules",Lecture Notesin Phys.Vol.26 (1989),p.369.

[12] J.G ovaerts,F.de Viron,Phys.Rev.Lett.53 (1984)2207.

11



[13] C.Sem ay,B.Silvestre-Brac,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)1258.

[14] Particle Data G roup,Phys.Rev.D 54 (1996)1.

[15] S.-U.Chung,privatecom m unication;N.M .Cason etal.(E852Collab.)Proc.ofHADRON’95

(M anchester,1995),eds.M .C.Birse etal.,p.55.

[16] M .Tanim oto,Phys.Rev.D 27 (1983)2648.

12


