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A bstract

W e Introduce strong and electrom agnetic interaction selection rules for the two{body decay
and production of exotic J¥¢ = 0" ;1 *;2" ;3 * ::: hybrid mesons, ur{quark states and
glieballs. The rules arise from sym m etrization in states. Exam ples include various decays to

0 0 0

; ; and . The symm etrization rules can discrim inate between hybrid and four{

quark interpretationsofa 1 * signal.

Selection rules valid for SU (3) avour symm etry were st noted using the W igner{E ckart
theorem EL:], and later were recognized as being valid for the decay of hybrids 1 * ! ; ’
E_Z, -';’)’] w ithin the context of isogoin symm etry. W e o er an approach in which allpossble rules of
the sam e kind can be classi ed. SU (3) avour symm etry w ill not be assum ed, and our selection
rules do not trivially follow from the reduction ofSU (3) to isogoin SU (2) symm etry. The l T

; ° ks Hlow as a speci ¢ exam ple. W e cbtain a novel and substantially enlarged list
of processes to which selection rules apply. Both the necessary and su cient conditions for the
validity of the rules are clearly indicated. W e also dem onstrate that non {trivial rules arise even

In the absence of assum Ing isospin symm etry.
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In the follow Ing w e shallbe Interested In fully relativistic tw o{body strong and electrom agnetic
decay and production A $ B C processes in the rest fram e of A . Since strong and electrom agnetic
Interactions are considered, we assum e charge con jigation C and parity P conservation, but not
in general isogoin symm etry. For sin plicity we shall usually refer to the decay processA ! BC,
but the statem ents w ill be equally valid for the production process A BC . W e shall restrict
the states A, B and C to som e assum ed lading combination of \valence" quarks w ith arbitrary
gluonic content, exospt when sea com ponents are explicitly considered. T he strong interactions
Include all interactions described by Q CD . T he quarks and antiquarks In A are assum ed to travel
n allpossible com plicated paths going forward and backw ard in tin e and em iting and absorbing
gluonsuntilthey em erge in B and C .W e shallrestrict B and C to angularm cm entum J = O states
w ith valence Q Q quark content and arbitrary glionic excitation, ie. to hybrid or conventional
mesons. B and C can be radial excitations or ground states, with J® = 0 or 0" . IfC {parity isa

0"* or0 areallowed. Since 0 * ground state m eson

good quantum number, J°¢ = 0 *;0" ;
states B and C are m ost lkely to be allowed by phase space, they are used In the exam pls. W e
assum e that states B and C are identical in all respects exoept, In principle, their avour and
their equal but opposite m om enta pg p and pc p. Hence B and C have the sam e parity,
C {pariyy, radial and glionic excitation, as well as the sam e Intemal structure.

T he three sym m etrization selection rules for various topologies are clearly stated in the next

section, w here we proceed to derive the rules.

1 Symm etrization selection rules

For the lading theory of the strong interactions, QCD, a decay or production am plitude is a
Iinear com bination of products of colour C and avour F overlaps, and the \ram aining" overlap
J . For reasons that w ill soon becom e evident, we shallbe interested in the exchange properties of
these overlaps when the labels (eg. party, C {pariy, radial and glionic excitation, and Intemal
structure) that specify the states B and C are fomm ally exchanged, denoted by B $ C. For
exam ple, Cg s ¢ denotes the e ect of exchanging the colour labels ofB and C .

W e are only Interested in decayswhere B and C have the sam e colour content, ie. theway the
quarks and gluons couple to form the total colour singlet state required by Q CD is identical. For
a conventionalm eson the quarks and antiquarks are In 3 and 3 representations. In an adiabatic
picture EJ:, ES] the sam e holds when B and C are hybrid m esons. In a constituent glion picture
hybrid m esons B and C have the colour coupling of an 8 gluon w ith 3 quarks and 3 antiquarks.
A s long as the colour content of B and C is identicalwe trivially have Cg s ¢ = C.

W hen we exchange p ! p,we equivalently exchange pg $ pc . But since all other agpects
(other than avour) ofB and C are the sam g, it is In fact equivalent to exchanging labelsB $ C



for every property in the rem ainder of the state. Sop ! p IsequivalenttoJ $ Jps c -
W e shallbe interested In processes w here the amp]ib.ldeg: is In principle the sum of two parts

(or \diagram s"), ie.

AptP)=AP)+Agsc)=C F J @)+ Csc Frsc Jesc @) 1)

T he am plitude is the sum oftwo parts for the coupling of thybrid) m esons and four{quark states
shown In Figs. 1, 2, 4 { 7, sihce there is always either the possbility that a quark Q in A would
end up in the particle w ith m om entum p and the possibility that it would end up In the particle
with momentum p, corresponding to A and Ags ¢ regoectively.

Underp ! p lrequivalently J $ Jpsc)

Ape)! CF J(p)+Csc Frsc Jdesc(p)=C F Jgsc )

+Cssc Frsc JP)=ffCesc Frsc JpscP) +C F JP)g= fAclP) @)

whereweused Cgs ¢ = Candde ned Fgs ¢ fF . W e shallonly be interested in cases where

f = 1, and where both F and Fggs ¢ are non{zero. Iff = ( l)L+l,whereL is the partial
wave between B and C, it Pllows from Eg. EZ that p ! p Impliesthat Agr ! ( )PP IA .
Since In L{wave underp ! p we have by analyticity that A ) ! ( 1)YA (), it Dlows

that A ot (o) vanishes. This is the 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 requirement £ = ( 1) L+l Since B
and C are identical (except possbly In  avour) they have the sam e pariy, and we conclide that
for a parity allowed process, P = ( 1) . W e shallshow in subsections :Lj; { ;L-_.Z!. that for various

avour scenarios £ = CZS . For a neutral state, CAO is Just the C {parity of the state. For charged
states W ih no C {parity), we assum e that at least one of the states in the isom ultiplet it belongs
to has a well{de ned C {pariy, denoted by CZS . Hence

Pa= (1"= (D1"'= f£= cj ®)

ie. state A is CP odd. Since states B and C both have J = 0, i llows by conservation
of angular m om entum that an L{wave decay would necessitate J, = L. Hence states A have
JgFC = 0" ;1 *;2" ;3 *;:::; which are exotic JF¢ not found in the quark m odel. So A is not
a conventionalm eson.

W e now show that £ = CJ.

W hen B and C have J = 0, helicity and partialwave am plitudes are identical.



1.1 Indistinguishable avours

The sin plest case iswhen states B and C have indistinguishabke avours,eg. QQ QQ statesB
and C . This does not have to be satis ed for the full avour content of B and C, but the decay
must 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 Cp, = 1 by oconservation of C {parity. So £ = 1 = Cp . The preceding
argum ent is independent of the decay topology, even though speci ¢ exam ples are determ ined by
the topology, and are given In the follow Ing 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 conventional m esons B and C which are
identicalin all respects, except possibbly avour, vanish. Thisonly appliesstoa JF¢ = 1 *;3 *;:::
hybrid, four{quark state or glueball A coupling to avour com ponents of B and C that are
Indistinguishable, eg. QQ orQQag! QOQ QQ . Isogoin symm etry is not assum ed.

The rem aining cases forwhich f = CAO are discussed in the ollow ing subsections. T he corre—
soonding sym m etrization selection rules are then stated.

12 Connected hybrid m eson coupling

T he possibl hybrid decay topologies are 1 { 3, but we focus here on the connected topology 1.
Indistinguishablke avours: Exam plks: 01 0, 0 0; ; ss! ’ ’

where ° denotes a u;d quark neutral isovector state (eg. uu dd), and an isoscalar state

eg. uu+ dd). In the exam ples listed the decay topology always has the e ect of selcting

Indistinguishable uu uu; dd dd or ss ss subcom ponents of the states B and C, as required.

W ith isospin symm etry: Ifwe assum e isogoin sym m etry foru;d, then by G {parity conservation

Ga = GgGc.SlhoeGy = CJ ( 1)% ,wedbtain C) = ( 1)®»* %" % because the C {parities of
B and C are identical. It can, however, by explicit calculation be veri ed that f = ( 1) +*B*+k
: _ L+Tg+Te _ (0O
(see Appendix). Hence £ = ( 1)2*=*l =),
Exam pks: ! 0, ; 0.

1.3 Connected four{quark coupling

W e now discuss a four{quark state A, which isnot a m olecular bound state of two m esons. T he

possble four{quark decay topologies are 4 { 8. Here we focus on the connected topologies 4 { 6.

0

Indistinguishable avours: Exampks: ;ssss; K K;DD ;BB ;D Ds; BsBg! ’
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Figure 1: D ecay topologies. Foreach diagram state A is on the keft{hand side, and statesB and C on
the right{hand side. Quark avoursare labelledby Q; gand P .



where eg. KK fcluidesK "K  and K °K °. Another application is to avour com ponents of
state A eg. uuuu; dddd ! 0 ; 0 0.

W ih isospin symm etry: Ifwe assum e isogoin sym m etry for u;d, the argum ents are sin ilar to
%l 2, noting that £ = ( 1)2* 2 ¥ (see Appendix) [§].

. — 0. . o, 0 0. 0°
Exam pks: = ) ; ! ; ; ! ; ’

where = denotes an isotensor.

Sym m etrization selection rule II: W ih isogoin symm etry) Connected decay and pro—
duction in topology 1 and 4 { 6 to two J = 0 hybrid or conventional m esons B and C which
are dentical in all respects, exoept possbly avour, vanish. The processes should Involve only
u;d quarks, and isospin symm etry is assumed. A, B or C m ay be charged, but the hybrid or
four{quark state A should have a neutral isopartnerwith J°€ = 0* ;1 *;2* ;3 *;::: [l

Four{quark rules can also be applied to m eson sea com ponents, ie. to the connected m eson
sea topologies 4 { 6. Assum ing isospin symm etry and states B and C that are the same In
all respects except possbly avour, u;d isoscalar sea corrections to the connected m eson decay
topology 1 vanish, as long as the corresponding four{quark decays vanish. N on{vanishing decays
arise if ss sea com ponents are allowed In a u;d meson, or uu; dd sea In ss, eg. In the channels

’ ; ° or . In this case the dom nant decay is expected from the quark rearrangem ent
topology 5 (Uuss ! uu ssorddss ! dd ss), because sym m etrization argum ents are invalid for
this topology.

14 Non{connected coupling

W e now study the non{oconnected topologies 2 and 7.

0

Indistinguishablk avours: Exam plks: In 01 0 ; 0 ; ; ss! ° ocontributions from uu
uu; dd dd; ss ss com ponents vanish. In ! ’ contributions from lom+ 44 uu+da Components
vanish.

For the topologies 3 and 8, and the glieball topology 9, it na vely appears that Ags ¢ isnot
topologically distinct from A , invalidating the application of sym m etrization argum ents. A though
there exists diagram s in perturbative QCD with this property, the m aprity of diagram s have
A g ¢ topolgically distinct from A . For the latter diagram swe proceed to apply sym m etrization
argum ents. Sym m etrization selection rulesw here statesB and C are in a \halfdoughnut" topology
(@s In topology 3b) can be shown to apply only for decays already known to vanish by CP
convervation, so we only prooceed to consider states B and C in a \raindrop" topology (as in
topology 3a). From the Appendix £ = 1. Since statesB and C have identical C {parities, we have
Ca=1.S0f=1=Cjx.

Exam pks: N eutral isoscalar hybrids ( ; ss; cc; bb), four{quark states ( ; ssss; K K ;DD ;



0 0

BB;D:DsiBBs)andglievalls! ;¢ ¢ i bi b i cb-

Sym m etrization selection rule III:Non{oconnected decay and production in topologies 3
and 8 { 9ofa J¥¢ = 1 *;3 *;:::hybrid, Pur{quark state or glueballto two J = 0 hybrid or
conventionalm esons B and C which are identical in all respects, exoept possbly avour, vanish.
T he statem ent only holdswhen the B $ C exchanged diagram is topologically distinct from the

original diagram . Isospin symm etry is not assum ed.

2 Breaking of sym m etrization selection rules

If we do not assum e isospin symm etry, the possibility of di erent strengths of pair creation for
di erent avours does not break the selection rules.

Suppose that the states B and C have som e factorizable propertyiﬁ Fy , which can be factored
In front of the am plitude as Fg F¢ . The argum ents In Eg. iZ would still be valid, since Fg F¢
is invariant underB $ C, even ifFgp 6 Fc . Particularly, states have energy dependence Fy =
exp iE g t due to tim e translational invariance. Hence di erent energies or m asses for B and C
does not explicitly break the validity of the argum ents.

It is clear that states B and C with di erent intemal structure, Indirectly related to them
having di erent m asses and energies, would break the sym m etrization selection rules. C orrections
of this nature are found to be sm all in m odels f, 11, ] as ong as the J = 0 states B and C have
the sam e radial excitation, and substantial otherw ise. T his is accord w ith expectations since we
expect di erent radial excitations in B and C to Invalidate the selection rules. W hen o {shell
states B and C are allowed, breaking of the rules could be m ore substantial E_ES], enabling o {
shellm eson exchange as a potentially signi cant exotic hybrid, four{quark or ghieball production

mechanimm ,egin N ! J°°N wih Iow energy exchange.

3 Summ ary of sym m etrization selection rules

For connected topologies production and decay ofneutralexotic 1 *;3 * :::hybrid m esons and
four{quark statesto two J = 0 states (ybrid or conventionalm esons), eg. pseudoscalarm esons,
w hich are dentical in allregpectsexoept possibly avour, vanish. T he sam e is true for charged and
neutral0t ;1 *;2* ;3 * :::statesA in decays nvolving only u;d quarks if isospin sym m etry is
invoked fa]. For non {connected topologies, vanishing production and decay resul orl *;3 *;:::
hybrid m esons, four{quark states and glieballs to two J = 0 states, which are dentical n all

respects, exoept possbly avour. For topologies 2 and 7 this only applies to certain  avour

2 These must be Interactions clearly happening w ithin states B and C, and hence associated w ith B and C, distinct
from the rem ainder of the interaction topology.



com ponents of the two J = 0 states, and for topologies 3 and 8 { 9 there are conditions on the
diagram s. A 1l sym m etrization rules are broken ifthe intemal structure ofB and C di ers, but do
not depend explicitly on the energy and m ass di erencesbetween B and C .

A special case is decays of hybrid or ur{quark 0* ;1 *;::: = ! 0 which vanish
by isosoin symm etry In all possible topologies to which it contributes (topologies 1, 4 and 6),
Including isoscalar sea com ponents in the case of hybrid A f§].

T he selection rules derived in this letter go beyond well{known selection rules, because they
depend upon the speci ¢ avour content of the states, and on the production or decay topology.

0

For ground state pseudoscalarm esons B and C, selection rules are found for ° ; ; B, EI],
% < < O; b7 Db ’ and c b- W e found three categories of symm etrization selection
rules. Firstly, in the absence of isogoin symm etry selection rules result when B and C have
Indistinguishable avour com ponents, eg. Q Q QQ . Secondly, in the case of isogoin sym m etry,
selection rules are ound to apply to states B and C containing a neutral avour{m ixed hybrid
or conventionalm eson w ith avour content uu + dd oruu dd. The selection rules result from
cancellations ofam plitudes containing eitherthe uu com ponent orthe dd com ponent ofthe neutral
avour{m ixed m eson. In thisway the relative sign between the uu and dd com ponents is sam pled.
W hen we sum theam plindeA andtheB $ C ampliudeA s ¢, the one am plitude picks the uu
com ponent and the other the dd com ponent. Thirdly, for non{connected \raindrop" topologies

we found in the absense of isospin symm etry that the avour overlap is always invariant under

B $ C, lading to selection rules foreg. . , statesB and C.

4 Comments and Phenom enology

A ssum Ing the sam e intemal structure for ; ’ and , we predict the connected decays of valence
and u;d sea com ponents in hybrid 1 * ! ; " tobe negligble f§]. If the O Z T suppression of
non {connected decays of m esons can be extrapolated to hybrids, a an all non {connected contri-
bution is expected. It is signi cant that QCD sum rule calculations consistently predict a tiny

m ode, eg. 03 MeV (versus 600 M &V for and 300 M &V forK K) LL-Q]andsmaJl ° of
4MeV [[dlor3Mev (versus of270MeV andK K of8MeV) [[1]. The relative siza] of
and ° is consistent w ith a selection rule based on SU (3) avour symm etry i, B]. Ref. [L2] also
notesthat ; = are \suppressed" reltive to  of 10 100 M eV . In addition, ref. {L1] notes
that is \suppressed", consistent w ith the clain of this ktter that w ithin isogpoin symm etry,
this connected decay should vanish even for sea com ponents E;].

W e note that if 0* ;1 *;::: light u;d Pur{quark system s exist, not only are their (dom i

3C ontributions other than topology 1 tohybrid 1 * | ; are discussed in refs. @, 16].



nant) quark rearrangent topologies 4 and 5 to psesudoscalars suppressed, but also topology 6 [§].
Hence decays only happen through (suppressed) non{connected topologies, con m ed by a m odel
calculation Eg]. W e hence na vely expect eg. the mode ofa 1 ¥ exotic be sin ilar whether
it is a hybrid or four{quark state. It has, however, been noted Eﬂ] that uu; dd com ponents of
a four{quark state can in perturbation theory be expected to m ix substantially via single glion
exchange w ith ss, although avour m ixing of this kind has been found to be < 10% in amodel
calculation {_l-f.] P resence of ss com ponents would allow quark rearrangem ent decay via topology
5 which isnot forbidden by sym m etrization rules. M easurem ent of ’ decay hence sam ples
the strength of the ss com ponent in a u;d four{quark state. A four{quark state would on gen—
eral grounds be expected to have a larger totalw idth than a hybrid due to quark rearrangem ent
topologies to non{pseudoscalars. Thus a wide 1 © wave could be Interpreted as a Hur{quark
state. If the ss com ponent of a our{quark state is am all, the state m ay have a typicalm esonic
w idthi, otherw ise it is expected to be w ide. A candidate state ~(1405) w ith width 180 20M &V,
possbly decaying to but absent in has been reported E'_l-Z_J:] T here is recent prelin nary
evidence [__'I.-_S] for a resonance w ith sin ilar w idth and decay pattems. Ifthe 1 * state is indeed
signi cantly produced, the m ode m ay discrin nate against the hybrid interpretation, sihce
only the (suppressed) non{connected topology 2 contrbutes. H owever, the m ode m ay be due to
a ss com ponent in a four{quark state. Since the ss com ponents in  and * are nearly the sam e,
and due to P {wave phase space, we expect © < [Ei].

A subset of the rules has explicitly been shownﬁ to arise n QCD el theory [E:]. Tt would
be a challenge for lattice gauge theory and D yson{Schw inger techniques to see if agreem ent is
found w ith this resul, and to estim ate the size of non{connected topologies when unquenching
the calculation.

D iscussions with A . A fanasiev, S-U.Chung, F E.Closs, H J. Lipkin, O . Pene, JC .Raynal,
P.Sutton and S -F . Tuan are acknow ledged.

A Appendix: Flavour O verlaps

The avour state is

X 1.1 1
Hi=  H,,hihi where Hy, = Hs If $h> hi( 1) h @)
hh
A ssum hgaanall coupling. M odesto K K ; ; £2 ; £1 ;b1 arenear the edge of phase space.
5 The connected decay 1 * ! vanishes In quenched Euclidean QCD w ith isospin symm etry, assum lng no nal

state interactionsand at! 1 lm iting procedure which isolates only the ground state 1 * .



and $i= u; 3 3i= d; $i= u; j 3i= d. This just yields the usual I = 1 avour
ud; pl—é (uu dd); du orI?= 1;0; 1 and pl—é (bu+ dd) for I = 0. The advantage of thisway of

dentifying avour is that any pair creation or annihilation that takesplace do sowith I = 0 pairs

pl—E (bu+ dd) = pl—é F hh hh Nihibeing form ed out of the vacuum , m aking the cperator trivial.

For the connected decay of topology 1 the avour overlap F is

X X iy z -1 1 . Z -:L 1 . z -:L 1 .
AaaB .y yCra = ( 1)z hIAIAjéaE aihlg Iy jéaa blhICICjébE ai )
aab aab
which can easily be shown underB $ C togiethesin £f= ( 1)2*B*+I |

For four{quark states A we are free to decom pose the four quarks In two di erent ways in
term s of two quark {antiquark pairs. The avour can be decom posed as

X
Topolgy 4 & 6 : hTa I 30 o135 o Io I;Qij-\quj-\qu 6)
5}3 a0
Topolgy 5 : iy I3 o0 T2 Toqli ARC91 AL @)
Iz 1%
QQ 99

where we summ ed over all isospin profctions. In the quark rearrangem ent topologies 4 and 5
it is convenient to choose a avour decom position for A which m akes the overlap wih B and C

trivial. W e obtain the avour overlapsF

X
Topology 4 : ha I ool gloo o i 141 T el I3 1
é)g w0
Topology 5 : hIAlzijQISQIqu;qi Tole T, L Twal I5IE
Iz 1%
00 “aq
. X z z b4 -X QP PQ
Topology 6 : Mo I Jop Bp o Lol AL wPp Bac «cCea
ISPI;Q aabbce
_ X hI, T2 2 1 Z -X ( 1)1 b c 1% 1 :_L o
= AAj_rQP 0P PQIPQJ_ hIQP QPjéaz 1
1z 1% aabc
QP PQ
hT, z '1b} i hT; IZ'11 'hIcZ'11 i (8)
ai a— ci c- ai
poteo 17 B2 135 3%

T he four{quark states in Egs. :_6 a.nd:j are characterized by In ; I7 and the isospins of the two
quark {antiquark pairs, generically referred to as Iy and Iy . In Eq. :8 denote Ipq; Iyo 7 Igp by
Iy and Toi I g by Iy in Eq. :?. W rite the ur{quark state as jlp Iy Ix Iy i. Tt can be seen
by explicit com putation that if Iy = Iy, then £ = ( 1)2*&*Ll ynderB $ C foreach of the
expressions In Eqg. :3 W hen I, = 0, the physical state is a linear com bination of 0 0 0i and
PO11i. ForIn = 2, thephysicalstate is RI7 11i. So in both casesIx = Iy . W hen Iy = 1, the

10



physical state isa linear com bination of LIy 11i; jlI7 10iand jI7 01i. Foreach ofthe expressions
in Eq. § i can be shown that L1 I210i! ( 1)2*®*% 4 120liunderB $ C.De ning new

states 3 1  J1If10i JI701i, we see thatunderB $ C, j i! ( 1)r*B* 54, The
above statem ents about the behaviour of F underB $ C are true in any decom position of A,
hence also In the \diquonium " decom position, where pairs of two quarks and tw o antiquarks are
used. T he advantage of this decom position is that neutral states j 1 would be eigenfunctions of
charge conjagation [[3], as required. Henoe, when I = 1, a physical state is either the \positive"

Inear com bination of jl I} 11i and 3 i, or the \negative" linear combination of 1 I711iand j i.

Theformergivesf = ( 1) "L underB $ C, and the latter has no proper sym m etry under
BS$ C.Insummary, ©orIy = 0 or 2, or for \positive" I = 1 states, £ = ( 1)2* 5 * Ik under
BS C.

For the \raindrop" con gurations in topologies 3 and 8 { 9 the part of the avour overlap F

containing reference to B and C is

X X
Aaa aa Bypw=Tr®A)Tr®B) )
aa o

which underB $ C givesf = 1.
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