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A bstract

W e develop tools to determ ine the gluonic content ofa resonance

ofknown m ass,width and JP C from itsbranching fraction in radiative

quarkonium decays and production cross section in  collisions. W e

testtheproceduresby applyingthem toknown q�qm esons,then analyze

fourleading glueballcandidates.W eidentify inconsistenciesin data for

J= ! f0(1500)and J= ! fJ(1710)whoseresolution can quantify

their glueballstatus.W hen �(f0(1500) ! ) and �(fJ(1710) ! )

are known,the n�n;s�s;gg m ixing anglescan be determ ined. The enig-

m atic situation in 1400-1500 M eV region oftheisosinglet0�+ sectoris

discussed.
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1 Introduction

There has been considerable recent interest in the possible sighting of

glueballs.Fourstatesareofparticularinterest:

� f0(1500)[1,2,3]

� fJ(1710)[4]whereJ = 0 or2[5]

� �(2230)[6]

� �(1440)[7],now resolved into two pseudoscalars.

In this paper we calculate the production rate ofconventionalm esons (q�q)

and glueballs(\G")in theradiativedecay ofvectorquarkonium ,asafunction

oftheir m ass,angular m om entum ,and width. Ifthe data on the radiative

production ofthesestatesarecorrect,we�nd that

(i)Thef0(1500)isprobably produced ata ratetoo high to bea q�q state.

Theaverageofworld data suggestsitisa glueball-q�q m ixture.

(ii)The fJ(1710)is produced ata rate which isconsistent with itbeing

q�q,only ifJ = 2.IfJ = 0,itsproduction rate istoo high foritto bea pure

q�q statebutisconsistentwith itbeing a glueballorm ixed q�q-glueballhaving

a largeglueballcom ponent.

(iii)The�(2230),whosewidth is� 20M eV,isproduced ataratetoohigh

to be a q�q state foreitherJ = 0 or2. IfJ = 2,itisconsistentwith being a

glueball.Theassignm entJ = 0 would requireB r(J= ! �)<� 3 10�4 ,which

already m ay beexcluded.

(iv)Theenhancem entoncecalled �(1440)hasbeenresolved intotwostates.

The higher m ass �(1480)is dom inantly s�s with som e glue adm ixture,while

thelowerstate�(1410)hasstrong a�nity forglue.

W enotewhatim provem entsin datawould allow theseconstraintstobesharp-

ened. W e also analyze 3-state m ixing in the 0+ + sectorbetween n�n,s�s and

gg,showing how �(J= ! f0)and �(f0 ! )determ inem ixing angles.

2



The interest in these states as glueballcandidates is m otivated on both

phenom enologicaland theoreticalgrounds. Phenom enologically,these states

satisfy qualitativecriteria expected forglueballs[8]:

1.Glueballsshould befavoured overordinary m esonsin thecentralregion

ofhigh energy scattering processes,away from beam and targetquarks.

The fJ(1710) and possibly the f0(1500) have been seen in the central

region in pp collisions[9,10].

2.Glueballsshould be produced in proton-antiproton annihilation,where

thedestruction ofquarkscreatesopportunityforgluonstobem anifested.

ThisistheCrystalBarrel[11],and E760 [12]production m echanism ,in

which detailed decaysystem aticsoff0(1500)havebeen studied.Theem -

piricalsituation with regard to fJ(1710)and �(2230)iscurrently under

investigation.The�(1440)isclearly seen in p�p annihilation[13,14]

3.Glueballsshould beenhanced com pared to ordinary m esonsin radiative

quarkonium decay.In fact,allfourofthese resonancesareproduced in

radiative J= decay at a leveltypically of� 1 part per thousand. A

m ajor purpose ofthis paper is to decide whether these rates indicate

thattheseresonancesareglueballs,ornot.

On thetheoreticalside,latticeQCD predictsthatthelightest\ideal"(i.e.,

quenched approxim ation)glueballbe 0+ + ,with state-of-the-artm asspredic-

tions of1:55 � 0:05 GeV[15]and 1:74 � 0:07 GeV[4]. That lattice QCD is

now concerned with such �ne details represents considerable advance in the

�eld and raises both opportunity and enigm as. First,it encourages serious

consideration ofthefurtherlatticepredictionsthatthe2+ + glueballliein the

2:2 GeV region,and henceraisesinterestin the�(2230).Secondly,itsuggests

thatscalarm esonsin the 1:5� 1:7 GeV region m eritspecialattention. Am -

slerand Close[2]have pointed outthatthef0(1500)sharesfeaturesexpected

fora glueballthatism ixed with the nearby isoscalarm em bersofthe 3P0 q�q

nonet.IfthefJ(1710)provesto haveJ = 2,then itisnota candidateforthe
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ground state glueballand the f0(1500)willbe essentially unchallenged. On

the otherhand,ifthe fJ(1710)hasJ = 0 itbecom es a potentially interest-

ing glueballcandidate. Indeed,Sexton,Vaccarino and W eingarten[16]argue

thatfJ= 0(1710)should beidenti�ed with theground stateglueball,based on

its sim ilarity in m ass and decay properties to the state seen in their lattice

sim ulation. W hile the consistency between theoreticalm ass predictions and

the observed states is quite satisfactory in the 0+ + and 2+ + sectors,this is

notthe case in the 0�+ sector. Both lattice and sum rule calculationsplace

thelightest0�+ glueballatorabovethe2+ + glueballso thattheappearance

ofa glueball-like pseudoscalar in the 1.4-1.5 GeV region is unexpected. It

is interesting that its properties are consistent with those predicted for the

gluino-gluino bound state in supersym m etry breaking scenarios with a light

gluino[17]

In ordertom akequantitativeestim atesofthegluoniccontentofisosinglet

m esons, we use their m easured radiative quarkonium production rates and

gam m a-gam m a decay widths. W e apply the relationship proposed by Cakir

and Farrar[18](CF)between the branching fraction fora resonance R in ra-

diative quarkonium decay,brad(Q �Q V !  + R)� �(Q �Q V !  + X )and its

branching fraction to gluons,br(R ! gg)� �(R ! gg)=�(R ! all):

brad(Q �Q V !  + RJ)=
cR xjH J(x)j

2

8�(�2 � 9)

m R

M 2
V

�totbr(R J ! gg); (1)

whereM V and m R arem assesoftheinitialand �nalresonances,and x � 1�
m 2

R

M 2

V

;cR isanum ericalfactorand H J(x)aloop integralwhich willbediscussed

in section 2. Fora resonance ofknown m ass,totalwidth (�tot),and JP C ,a

relationship such aseq.(1)would determ inebr(R ! gg)ifbrad(Q �Q V ! + R)

wereknown.CF argued thatoneexpects

br(R[q�q]! gg) = 0(�2s)’ 0:1� 0:2

br(R[G]! gg) ’ O (1):
(2)

Thus knowledge ofbr(R ! gg) would give quantitative inform ation on the

glueballcontent ofa particular resonance. Using H J(x) determ ined in the

non-relativistic quark m odel(NRQM ),CF found that known q�q resonances
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(such asf2(1270))satisfy theform erand noted thatthef0(1710)m ightbean

exam ple ofthelatter.

In the present paper we give a m ore generaldiscussion ofthe functions

H J(x) needed to em ploy Eq. (1),clarify som e ofthe assum ptions im plicit

in itsderivation,and verify thatapplication ofthe relation doesnotdepend

on avorm ixing. A num berofexperim entaltestsare proposed. W e discuss

the additionalinform ation that can be obtained when the cross section for

production oftheresonancein  collisionsisknown.

The paperisorganized asfollows.W estartwith a section on theform al-

ism and itsm odeldependence (sec. 2). A generaltreatm entofthe problem

requiresde�ning form factorsforthecouplingofaresonance,ofspeci�ed J P C ,

to a pairofvirtualgluons.Thepartialwidth �(R ! gg)�xesa linearcom bi-

nation ofthe form factorsatthe on-shell-gluon point.The internalstructure

ofthe resonance determ inesboth the relative size ofthe variousform factors

atthe on-shell-gluon point,aswellastheirvirtuality dependence,justasin

the case ofthe nucleon electrom agnetic form factorsF1 and F2.The H J(x)’s

depend on integralsoftheform factorsoverthegluon virtualities.In sec.2.4

we discusshigherordercorrections,scaledependence,and therelationship of

theR ! gg form factorsto theR !  am plitudeswhich can in principlebe

m easured in a photon-photon collider. (The phenom enology ofthe latter is

developed in section 5).In sec.3were-expresseq.(1)so thatitsim plications

are m ore transparent and it is easier to apply to data. Our centralresults

(eqs.38-40)show how thespin ofa resonanceand itswidth into gluons�xes

itsproduction ratein radiativequarkonium decay.In section 3.2weshow that

therelationsdonotdepend on avorm ixingand thattheknown q�qresonances

f2(1270;1525)satisfy eq.(2).In sec.3.3wediscusstheutility ofexperim ental

study ofradiativeupsilon decay,especially �! �;in sec.3.4 weinvestigate

1+ + m esons.In secs.4.1-4.3 weapply eqs.(38-40)to thef0(1500);fJ(1710),

�(2300),and �(1410;1480) leading to the results listed at the beginning of

the introduction. In section 5 we discuss how  ! R in com bination with

J= ! R can help to distinguish glueballs from q�q states and determ ine
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basicparam eters.Section 6 considersthepossibility ofglueball-q�q m ixing in-

volving three states,f0(1370);f0(1500)and f0?(1710). In generalwe use the

nom enclature ofthe 1994 edition ofthe Particle Data Tables throughout[5].

Readersm ainlyinterested in thephenom enologicalresultscanproceed directly

to sections3 etseq.

2 Form alism

2.1 brad(Q �Q V ! + R)

The decay width forthe radiative decay ofa vectorheavy quarkonium

state,Q �Q V ! R is

�=
1

24�

k

M 2
V

X

i;f

jAj2; (3)

where k isthe photon m om entum ,M V isthe m assofthe spin-1 Q �Q V state,

and the sum m ation isoverthe polarizationsofthe initialand �nalparticles.

Ifthe resonance R does not contain a \valence" Q �Q com ponent,the decay

occurs through a two gluon interm ediate state,in leading orderpQCD,and

theam plitudeA isgiven by

A =
1

2

X Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

k21

1

k22
< (Q �Q)V jg

a
g
b
>< g

a
g
bjR > : (4)

The sum m ation is over the polarization vectors �1;2 and color indices a;b of

the interm ediate gluons,whose m om enta are denoted k1;2. The am plitude

< Q �Q V jgg > couples a vector Q �Q state with polarization and m om entum

(E ;K ) to a photon (�;k) and the two virtualgluons. For heavy quarks,

Q, this am plitude is reliably given by perturbative QCD.Using the non-

relativisticquarkm odeltodescribetheQ �Q V wavefunction (thepQCD-NRQM

approxim ation[19,20,21]):

< Q �Q V jg
a
g
b
>= eQ g

2

s�
ab

s

2

3

iR V (0)
q

4�M 3
V

M 2
V

k� (k1 + k2)k1 � (k+ k2)k2 � (k+ k1)
aV ;

(5)
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where

aV = �1 � �2[�k1 � k� � k2E � k1 � k2 � k� � k1E � k2 � k1 � kk2 � kE � �]

+E � �[k1 � k�1 � k2�2 � k+ k2 � k�2 � k1�1 � k� k1 � k2�1 � k�2 � k]

+f�1;k1 , �;kg+ f�2;k2 , �;kg: (6)

R V (0) is the (Q �Q)V wavefunction at the origin and eQ is the charge ofthe

heavy quark Q.

The am plitude < ga(k1;�1)g
b(k2;�2)jR > m ustbe linearin �1 and �2 and

Lorentz and gauge invariant. A linearly independentsetoftensorstructures

satisfying these requirem ents for J+ + states is given in [22]. Thus we can

write,with the shorthand G �� $ k��� � ��k� and the convention thatG 1(2)

refersto k1(2);�1(2),and suppressing J
P C labelson theFi’s:

< g
a
g
b
j0+ + > = �

abA 0+ + P��
p
3

h

F1(k
2

1;k
2

2)G
1

��G
2

�� + F2(k
2

1;k
2

2)k
�

1G
1

��G
2

��k
�
2

i

;(7)

< g
a
g
bj0�+ > = �

ab
A 0� + F1(k

2

1
;k

2

2
)�����G 1

��G
2

��; (8)

< g
a
g
bj1+ + > = �

ab
A 1+ +

�

F1(k
2

1;k
2

2)�
����

��(G
1

��G
2

��k
�
2 + G

2

��G
1

��k
�
1)

+F2(k
2

1
;k

2

2
)�������(k

�
1
� k

�
2
)G 1

��G
2

��

�

; (9)

< g
a
g
bj2+ + > = �

ab
A 2+ + ���

h

F1(k
2

1
;k

2

2
)G 1

��G
2

�� + F2(k
2

1
;k

2

2
)k

�

1k
�
2
G
1

��G
2

�� +

F3(k
2

1;k
2

2)k
�

1G
1

��G
2

��k
�
2 +F4(k

2

1;k
2

2)k
�

1k
�
2k

�

1G
1

��G
2

��k
�
2

i

;(10)

where

P�� � g�� �
P�P�

m 2
; (11)

for a resonance with m ass m and m om entum P�. Here �� and ��� are the

polarization vectorand tensorforavectorortensorresonance,and satisfy the

relations

X

�

���� = g�� �
P�P�

m 2
or

X

�

�����0�0 =
1

2
(P��0P��0 + P��0P��0)�

1

3
P��P�0�0: (12)

The resonance R could be q�q, glueballor m ixture of both. The form

factors Fi(k
2
1
;k2

2
) depend on the com position ofR. This willbe discussed
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below. W e adoptthe norm alization convention thatF1[J
P C ](0;0)= 1. Also,

we use the shorthand foron-shellform factorsFi[J
P C ](0;0)= Fi[J

P C ]. Note

thatfork2
1
= k2

2
= 0,< gagaj1+ + >= 0 asitm ustby Furry’stheorem . The

constants A JP C in Eqs. 7-10 are dependent on the coupling between gluons

and theresonanceconstituents,thewavefunction oftheresonanceand itsm ass

(speci�c exam plesforq�q aregiven below in eq.(24)).

Aftersum m ingoverthecolorindex ofthe�naltwogluon state,thegeneral

expression forthetotalwidth ofaresonanceR decayingintotworealgluons[5]

is

�(R ! gg)=
1

(2J + 1)

1

2m �

X

�1;�2

j< ggjR > j2; (13)

where < ggjR > isthecoe�cientof� ab in eqs.7-10.Forexam ple in thecase

R = 0+ + ,using them atrix elem ent< ggj0+ + > given by eq.7,and sum m ing

overgluon polarizations�1;2,gives

X

�1;2

j< ggj0+ + > j2 =
1

3
jA O + + j2

h

(k1 � k2)
2
g��0g��0 + k

�

1k
�
1
k
�0

2 k
�0

2

+k
�0

1 k
�0

1
k
�

2k
�
2
� 2k1 � k2(g��0k

�
1
k
�0

2
+ g��0k

�0

1 k
�

2)

+ k1 � k2(g��k
�0

1 k
�0

2 + g�0�0k
�

1k
�
2)
i

P��P�0�0

=
3

8
m

4jA O + + j2; (14)

which leadsto

�(R 0+ + )=
3m 3

16�
jA 0+ + j2: (15)

Thedecay widthsfortheotherstatesareobtained by thesam eprocedure

and read

�(R 0� + )=
2m 3

�
jA 0� + j2; (16)

and

�(R 2+ + )=
m 3

20�
jA 2+ + j2

 

1+
m 4

12
F
2

2
[2+ + ]

!

: (17)

W hile these are nom inally two-gluon widths,when the scale ofresolution of

thegluonsistaken largeenough (seeref.[18]and below)they becom ethetotal
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gluonicwidths.NotealsothatsinceA 1+ + cannotbe�xed in thisway,wefocus

prim arily on 0+ + ,2+ + ,and 0�+ states.W ereturn to theaxialm esonsin sec.

3.4

Given the form factors appearing in < gagbjR > and the NRQM -pQCD

form ula (eq. 5)for< Q �Q V jg
agb >,the integral

R
d4k 1

k2
1
k2
2

< Q �Q V jg
agb ><

gagbjR > can be carried out,thusdeterm ining the H J(x)’s appearing in eq.

(1).Theanalysisofref.[18]assum ed thattherelativesizeoftheon-shellform

factorsand theirdependence on gluon virtualitiesisuniversal,forheavy and

lightq�qm esonsandforglueballs.Thereisnogeneralreasonwhythisshould be

thecase.Forexam ple,weknow from form factorsofelectrom agneticand weak

currentsthatsom easpectsofform factorsareuniversal4 whileotheraspects

such as the relative m agnitude ofthe nucleon on-shellform factors depend

on detailed structure ofthe bound state,in particularthe constituentquark

m agnetic m om ents. The nextsectionsdescribe the inform ation we presently

haveon the< ggjR > form factors.

2.2 < ggjR > form factors

A particularexam ple forthe < ggjR > form factorsisthe case ofR =

q�q,where the quantity < ggjR > has been m odeled[19,21,22]as a QCD

analogue[24]ofthe two photon coupling to positronium [25]. In the NRQM

approxim ation[22]

< ggj0+ +(q�q)>= c
0

s

1

6

h

G
a
��G

a
��(m

2 + k1 � k2)� 2k�
1
G
a
��G

a
��k

�

2

i

=(k1 � k2)
2
;

(18)

< ggj1+ +(q�q)>= c
0
m
1

2
�
����

��

h

G
1

��G
2

��k
�
2
+ G

2

��G
1

��k
�
1

i

=(k1 � k2)
2
; (19)

and

< ggj2+ +(q�q)>= c
0
p
2m 2

G
a
��G

a
��e

��
=(k1 � k2)

2
; (20)

4Forinstance,theleadingQ 2 dependenceofthenucleon and m eson electrom agneticform

factorsdependsonly on the num berofvalence constituents[23].
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where the constantsc0 are proportionalto the derivative ofthe radialwave-

functionsattheorigin:

c
0= g

2

s

s

1

m 3�
R
0(0): (21)

Analogously thetwo gluon coupling fora 0�+ stateis[22]

< ggj0�+ (q�q)>= c�����G
a
��G

a
��=k1 � k2; (22)

where

c= g
2

s

1

4

s

1

3m �
R(0): (23)

The above are particular m odels for Eqs. 7-10. To see the correspondence

between thequantities< ggjJP C(q�q)> and Eqs.7-10,itisconvenienttonote

thatEq.18 can berewritten in theform ofEq.7:

< ggj0+ +(q�q)>= c
0
m

2

s

2

3
G
1a
��G

2a
��P��=(k1 � k2)

2
; (24)

The constantsA JP C in ourEqs. 7-10 are thusrelated to the constantsc

and c0ofref.[22](Eqs.21 and 23 above)by

A 0+ + = A 2+ + =
p
8m A 1+ + =

4
p
2c0

m 2

A 0� + =
2c

m 2
; (25)

and the m atching im pliesthatthe only non-zero form factorsfor< ggjq�q >

in theNRQM are

F1[0
+ + ]= F1[2

+ + ]= F1[1
+ + ]=

m 4

4(k1 � k2)
2
; (26)

and[32]

F1[0
�+ ]=

m 2

2k1 � k2
: (27)

Substituting Eq.25 into Eqs.15-17,gives

�((q�q)0+ + )= 96
�2s

m 4
jR 0(0)j2; (28)
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�((q�q)2+ + )=
128

5

�2s

m 4
jR 0(0)j2; (29)

and

�((q�q)0� + )=
8

3

�2s

m 2
jR(0)j2; (30)

which agreewith thosein Ref.[18].

Thegluon structureappearingin theform factorsforthescalarand tensor

NRQM m esons(e.g.,G a
��G

a
��P��)hasbeen widelyem ployed alsoforscalarand

tensorglueballs[26].Itcanbeconsidered anaturalrelativisticgeneralization of

TE m odeglueballsin a cavity approxim ation such astheM IT bag m odel[27]:

 (G J+ + )= h1�;1�jJ;� + �i(~�1 � ~̂k1)
(�)(~�2 � ~̂k2)

(�)
�(r) (31)

where �(r) is a radialwavefunction,and the superscripts � ;� specify the

projection ofthe angular m om enta along ẑ. The relativistic generalization

adopted in ref.[26]produces

 (G 0+ + )=
1
p
3
P��

G 1a
��G

2a
��

p
8k1 � k2

�(x) (32)

forthescalarand

 (G 2+ + )= ���
G 1a
��G

2a
��

p
8k1 � k2

�(x) (33)

forthe tensorstates,where P�� and ��� are de�ned in eqs. 11 and 12. Note

thatin cavity approxim ation thesam efunction �(x)appearsforboth 0+ + and

2+ + states,sothattherelativem agnitudesoftheirform factorsare�xed.The

resulting m atrix elem entsforthetwo gluon couplingsoftheglueballsare

< ggjG(JP C)>= Af(k21;k
2

2)P
J
��

G 1a
��G

2a
��

k1 � k2
(34)

where P 0
�� �

P��p
3
and P 2

�� � ���. The form factor f(k2
1
;k2

2
) in Eq. 34 is

determ ined by thewavefunctions�(x)which appearsin eqs.32 and 33.

Com parison with eqs. (7)and (10)showsthatthe glueballwavefunction

(34)correspondsto A 0+ + F1[0
+ + ](k2

1
;k2

2
)= A 2+ + F1[2

+ + ](k2
1
;k2

2
);therem aining

form factorsvanish. Since thisrelation between 0+ + and 2+ + form factorsis
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the sam e asin the NRQM ,both m odelsgive the sam e resultforthe ratio of

the 2+ + and 0+ + widths.Thusin thelim itthatthem assesofthescalarand

tensorstatesareequal,independently ofwhetherthey area pairof(NRQM )

q�q [24,25,28]or(cavity approxim ation)glueballstates,

�(R 2+ + )

�(R 0+ + )
=

4

15
: (35)

Thelargem assgapbetween the0+ + glueballcandidatesf0(1500)andf0(1700),

and the2+ + candidate�(2230)(assum ing �(2230)hasJ = 2)preventsim m e-

diateapplication ofeq.35.Howeversincethesef0’shavewidths100-150M eV

and the �(2230)width is � 20 M eV (see sec. 3.3){ either f0 iscom patible

with (35). The presence of0+ + q�q states in the vicinity ofthese f0’s also

com plicatesthesituation (seesec.6).

Fora light q�q system ,Eq. 35 willbe m odi�ed by relativistic e�ects[28],

which increasestheratio 4=15 to around 1

2
.W hilethere areno R ! gg data

available,onecould relatethewidth forR ! ggtothatfortheR !  atthe

treelevel.Thedataforf0(1300)!  and f2(1270)!  areconsistentwith

theresulthere.However,therelativistice�ectson theloop integralxjH (x)j2

rem ain to beinvestigated.

2.3 V irtuality D ependence ofG lueballForm Factors

TheanalysisofJ= radiativedecaysin ref.[18]im plicitly assum ed thatthe

relative size ofthe on-shellform factorsand also theirdependence on gluon

virtualitiesareuniversalforq�qm esonsand glueballs.Ourinvestigation ofthe

previoussection showed thatthe�rstassum ption m ay bereasonable.

For the < ggjR > form factors the situation is m ore com plicated than

for electrom agnetic form factors,because the gluon virtualities can vary in-

dependently. That is,the form factors here are functions oftwo variables,

constrained by the requirem entofbeing even underinterchange ofthe gluon
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m om enta (from Bosestatistics).W ecan furtherconstrain theform factorsby

powercounting argum ents.Replacethevariablesk2
1
and k2

2
by k1 � k2 and the

dim ensionlessratioz �
(k1�k 2)�(k1+ k2)

k1�k2
.W hen R isan L = 0bound stateoftwo

constituents,theleading largek1 � k2 behaviorofF1(k
2
1
;k2

2
)is 1

(k1�k2)
f(z).The

Fi(k
2
1;k

2
2) entering < ggjR > with additionalfactors ofk

�

i have correspond-

ingly m orerapid fallo�,likeF2 com pared toF1 forthecaseofelectrom agnetic

form factors. For L = 1 system s one expects an additional�2=k1 � k2 sup-

pression,where � isa scale reecting the variation ofthe wavefuntion atthe

origin.Thisscaling behaviorism anifested by theNRQM resultseqs.18 -22.

Neglectofhighertwistcorrectionsto theleading form factorsand neglect

ofthose form factors whose leading dependence falls m ore rapidly, can be

expected to givecorrectionsto theH J(x)’soforderm
2
R =M

2
V com pared to the

leading term s. Since forourapplication this is a sm allquantity,we neglect

these corrections. As we saw in sec. 2.2,in the NRQM f(z) = const. The

e�ectofpossiblecorrectionsto constancy off(z),and overallscaling behavior

which di�ersfrom theNRQM ,ispresently understudy.

2.4 H igher O rder C orrections and Scale D ependence

Fora resonance which couplesto thetwo-gluon interm ediate state,cor-

rections to the above form alism involve one additionalgluon loop and thus

should be oforder O (�s=4�) in the am plitude. For heavy Q �Q m esons the

wavefunction can betreated perturbatively and itisstraightforward to m ake

a system atic expansion in the coupling constant[24,29]. In thiscontextitis

sensible to distinguish between the com ponentsofthewavefunction in which

the Q �Q are in a \color singlet" or \color octet" state[30]. However for the

lightq�q m esons and glueballs ofinterest,de�ning a perturbative expansion

and therelation between \constituent" and \current" partonsarem oresubtle

and wedo notundertakethishere.Su�ceitto say thattheconceptof\color

singlet" versus \coloroctet" com ponents ofthe wavefunction does not have

an a prioriwell-de�ned intuitivem eaning asfortheheavy quark system .The

issue ofcom position is a scale-dependent question,as it is for the nucleon.
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The Altarelli-Parisievolution ofthe parton distribution functions is a clear

illustration ofthis point. In principle the sam e is true for the heavy quark

system ,howeverthequark m assgivesa naturalscalein thatcase.

Ourtreatm entin previoussectionsim plicitly m adeuseofan e�ective La-

grangian approach to theproblem .By working with brad(Q �Q V !  + R),i.e.,

dividing �(Q �Q V !  + R) by �(Q �Q V !  + X ) also com puted in leading

orderperturbation theory,onerem ovesthedependenceon thee�ectivestrong

coupling attheheavy quark vertices.Sim ilarly,quoting theresultin term sof

br(R ! gg)rem ovesatleadingorderthesensitivity tothescaledependenceof

thede�nition oftheR wavefunction.Ofcourse,theconceptof\gluonicwidth"

ofa q�q resonance necessarily hasan intrinsic scale dependence { asonegoes

to shorterand shorterdistancescale,contributionsfrom theparton sea inval-

idatesim plevalenceintuition.W ithouta carefultreatm entofnext-to-leading

ordercorrections,we cannotspecify the correctscale for�s appearing in the

estim ate ofeq.(1)forthe gluonic branching fraction ofq�q m esons. Forthis

reason,we can m ake only qualitative use ofthe gluonic branching fractions

that we extract for q�q m esons. However when the branching fraction ofa

state is found to be >
� 1=2,indicating thatthe state has a signi�cant gluon

com ponent,thesensitivity on �s isa higherordercorrection and wecan m ake

quantitative useofthebr(R ! gg)thatweextractfrom thedata.

Itfollowsfrom the above discussion thatwe cannotexpecta trivialrela-

tionship between theform factorsforthe am plitude < ggjR >,and those for

< Rj >.In principlethelattercan bem easured asafunction ofphoton vir-

tualitiesin an e+ e� collider.Forheavy Q �Q resonancessuch asthe �c states,

these am plitudes are identicalexcept for the value ofthe overallcoe�cient

A JP C . To obtain < Rj > from < ggjR >,substitute gs ! eQ and rem ove

thecolorfactor.Atleading orderthisgives

�(R ! )=
9e4Q

2
(
�

�s
)2�(R ! gg): (36)

W etestthevalidity ofeq.(36)forlightq�q resonancesin section 5by applying

itto theknown q�q statesf2(1270)and f2(1525).W ethen extend itto other
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exam ples.Insistingon thenaiverelation (36)allowsonetoextractan e�ective

valueof�s.Doingsoforseveralq�q resonancesgivessom eideaofthesensitivity

ofbr(R ! gg)to scale.

Itm ightbe the case thatthe dynam icsofthe form factors,i.e.,the func-

tionaldependenceoftheFi’son k
2
1
and k2

2
and theirrelativenorm alization at

the on-shellpoint,corresponds m ore accurately than does their overallnor-

m alization,in going from < Rj > to < ggjR >5.Thiscould in principlebe

tested bym easuringtheo�-shellform factorsin a colliderand usingthisde-

pendencetopredicttheH J(x)’sappearingineq.(1).Oncebrad(Q �Q V ! +R)

is m easured forboth J= and � radiative decay to a given q�q m eson,one

can inferH J attwo valuesofx. W ith severalrelated q�q m esonsofdi�erent

m asses,such as f2(1270) and f2(1520),this willgive a num ber ofpoints in

H J(x).

3 C onstraintsFrom R adiativeQ uarkonium D e-

cay

3.1 JP dependence ofQ �Q V ! R JP

Theloop integralin eq.(4)determ inesthefunction H J(x)appearing in

(1).FortheNRQM wavefunctionstheseintegralshavebeen evaluated[19,32]

in analyticalform and arerecorded in theappendix forconvenience.Readers

interested in the derivation ofthe analytic expressions are referred to those

papers. The relevant functions xjH J(x)j
2 are shown in Fig. 1 for JP C =

0+ + ;2+ + and 0�+ .Thecorresponding cR ’sin Eq.1 are:

cR =

8
><

>:

1 JP C = 0�+

2

3
JP C = 0+ +

5

2
JP C = 2+ + :

(37)

5E.g.,forq�q states,the overallnorm alization of< ggjR > containsa factor�s and is

necessarily scaledependent.
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In the x regim e ofim m ediate interest,x � 0:5� 0:75,we note from Fig.

1 that
xjH J j

2

30�45
� O (1). This enables us to m anipulate the CF expression,

eq. (1),into a scaled form that exhibits the phenom enologicalim plications

im m ediately.Speci�cally,forscalarm esons

103br(J= ! 0+ + )= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

96M eV
)
xjH S(x)j

2

35
: (38)

Thisisto becom pared with theanalogousform ula fora tensorm eson:

103br(J= ! 2+ + )= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

26M eV
)
xjH T(x)j

2

34
: (39)

Forpseudoscalarswe�nd:

103br(J= ! 0�+ )= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

50M eV
)
xjH P S(x)j

2

45
: (40)

Having scaled the expressionsthisway,because
xjH J j

2

30�45
� O (1)in the x range

relevantforproduction of1.3-2.2 GeV states(see�g.1),weseeim m ediately

thatthe m agnitudesofthe branching ratiosare driven by the denom inators

96 and 26 M eV for0+ + and 2+ + ,and 50 M eV for0�+ .Thusifa stateR J is

produced in J= ! X atO (10�3 )then �(R J ! gg)willtypically beofthe

order100 M eV for0+ + ,O (25 M eV)for2+ + ,and O (50 M eV)for0�+ .

This im m ediately shows why the 2+ + q�q states are prom inent: A 2+ +

state with a totalwidth ofO (100 M eV) (typicalfor 2+ + q�q ’s in this m ass

range[2,31]) willbe easily visible in J= ! 2+ + with branching fraction

O (10�3 ),whilerem aining consistentwith

br(R[Q �Q ]! gg)= 0(�2s)’ 0:1� 0:2: (41)

Eqs.38 -40 notonly indicatewhich q�qstateswillbeprom inentin J= !

R,butthey also help to resolve an old paradox concerning 0+ + production.

It was recognised early on that when the gluons in the absorbtive part of

J= ! gg are classi�ed according to theirJP C ,the partialwave with 2+ +

waspredicted todom inate.Thewaveswith0�+ and 0+ + werealsopredicted to

besigni�cantand ofcom parablestrength tooneanother[20].W hen extended
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to include the dispersive part[18,19]the 0+ + waspredicted to be prom inent

overa considerablepartofthekinem aticregion ofinterest.Stateswith J � 3

werepredicted to havevery sm allratein thisprocess.Experim entally,allbut

oneofthese appeared to besatis�ed.Thereareclearresonantsignalsin 2+ +

and 0�+ ,and no unam biguous signalshave been seen with J � 3. However

no 0+ + signalhad been isolated.

>From our relations above,we see that fora 0+ + to be produced at the

10�3 levelin J= radiative decay itm usteitherhave a large gluonic content

and width O (100) M eV or,ifit is a q�q m eson,it m ust have a very large

width, >� 500 M eV.Taking thisinto account,along with thefollowing points,

thepuzzle oftheabsenceof0+ + signalhasbeen resolved:

(i): The width of 3P0 q�q is predicted to be � 500 M eV[2,31]. Thus

production atthelevelbr(J= ! (gg)0+ � 10�3 )isconsistentwith br(R !

gg)= 0(�2s)’ 0:1� 0:2,butthe � 500 M eV wide signalissm eared over a

largekinem atic(x)range.

(ii):The� 100M eV widef0(1500)signalseen inJ= ! 4� wasoriginally

m isidenti�ed as0�+ ,butisnow understood to be0+ + [3].

(iii):ThefJ(1710)which wasoriginally believed to beJ = 2 m ay contain

a contribution with J = 0[3,5].

3.2 FlavorM ixing and the f2(1270)and f2(1520)q�qStates

W e can test this form alism by applying it �rst to the the wellknown

quarkonium states f2(1270) and f2(1525). The above form ulae have been

derived forthecasethattheproduced m eson R(qi�qi)containsa singleavour,

so we begin by considering whatchangesoccurfora state ofm ixed avour.

W e shallsee that br(J= ! R) and �(R ! gg) depend on the m ass and

avour ofR,but in a com m on way such that br(R ! gg) is universal,as

sum m arized in eqs.38-40.
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Fora generalq�q resonance

R � cos�jn�ni+ sin�js�si; (42)

wheren�n � u�u+ d�dp
2
.Allowing foravoursym m etry breaking

hggjs�si� r
2

shggjd
�di: (43)

Thus

hggjRi= (
p
2cos� + r

2

ssin�)hggjd
�di; (44)

so

�(R ! gg)� (
p
2cos� + r

2

ssin�)
2�(R(d �d)! gg) (45)

and sim ilarly

�(V ! R)= �(V ! R(d�d))(
p
2cos� + r

2

ssin�)
2
: (46)

Evidently,theavourfactorscanceloutin derivation oftheexpressionsof

theprevioussectionsand soapply im m ediately tostatesR ofarbitrary avour

m ixings.W ecan illustratethiswith the 3P2 statesf2(1270)and f2(1520),for

which cos� � 1 and 0 respectively.From eq.45 wehave

�(f2(n�n)(1270)! gg)=�(f2(d�d)(1270)! gg)= 2 (47)

and

�(f2(s�s)(1520)! gg)=�(f2(d�d)(1520)! gg)= r
2

s: (48)

Ifq�q! gg isavourblind weexpectr2s � 1.

Toconfronttheseequationswithdataweusethem easuredradiativebranch-

ing ratios[5]

103 � br(J= ! f2(1270))= 1:4� 0:14 (49)

and

103 � br(J= ! f2(1520))= 0:63� 0:1: (50)

>From eq.(39),wehave

�(1270! gg)= 41� 7 M eV: (51)
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and

�(1520! gg)= 17� 2 M eV: (52)

Com bining theseresultswith them easured widths,

�tot(1270)= 185� 20 M eV; �tot(1520)= 76� 10 M eV; (53)

we�nd

br(f2(1270)! gg)’ br(f2(1520)! gg)= 0:22 (54)

which areasexpected forestablished q�q states,seeeq.(1)and ref.[18].Inter

alia thissupportsthe idea thatglueballm ixing isnotprom inentin the 2+ +

channelatthesem asses[2].

Ifthedependenceon m assisweak in going from 1270to1520M eV,eqs.47

and 48 im ply
�(f2(1270)! gg)

�(f2(1520)! gg)
=

2

r2s
: (55)

Inserting the widthsfrom eqs. 51 and 52 we see thatrs ’ 0:8� 1,and thus

q�q avor can be ignored to �rst approxim ation in this analysis. W e will

exploitthisavorindependencein a latersection (4.1)to probethestructure

ofwavefunctionsforpotentialq�q m esons.

3.3 R adiative U psilon D ecay

No peaksare seen in the photon energy spectrum in inclusive � ! X

at a branching fraction sensitivity ofabout 10�4 [5]. The following analysis

suggests that with only a factor ofa few im provem ent in sensitivity,m any

interesting statesshould becom e evident. W e could use data on � ! R in

two ways. Firstly,forR � c�c,pQCD-NRQM predictionsshould be reliable.

Testingthosepredictionsteststheunderlyingassum ption ofthism ethodology:

thatpQCD providesan adequatedescription ofthe< Q �Q V jgg> am plitude.

Secondly,production ofagiven resonancein �! R J dependson H J(x)atx

m uch closerto1.Thisallowsam oredetailed exam ination oftheform factors,

aswellasprobingthex ! 1region whereresum m ation ofperturbation theory

m ay berequired forthe0+ + and 2+ + cases.
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Let us begin by considering � ! � c,where the Q �Q bound states are

ratherwellunderstood[19].Thebranching ratio is

br(�!  + R c)= cJ(
4

5

�

�s
)�R ! gg

xjH J(x)j
2

8�(�2 � 9)

m

M 2
: (56)

wherecJ = 1(�c);
2

3
(�0c)and

5

2
(�2c).Inalltheseexam plesx � 1� m 2

R =M
2
� � 0:9

sofrom �g.1wehavexjH j2 = 54(�c);32(�
0
c);37(�

2
c).Ifweuse�s(m b)� 0:18

and includetheoneloop correctionsfrom [33],we�nd

br(�! gg)�
4�

5�s
(1� 2:6

�s

�
)� 2:8% :

Identifying �(c�c! gg)with �(c�c! lighthadrons)im plies

br(�! � 2)� br(�! � 0)� 0:9� 10�5

and

br(�! �c)� (2:3� 0:9)� 10�5 :

Although these predicted branching ratios are sm all,the photons are in

a region ofphase space where there islittle background,so a relatively short

period ofdedicated runningataB factoryshould beadequatetoobservethese

m odes. Precision data on these transitions could both validate the pQCD

analysisand giveinsightsinto higherordere�ectsincluding theroleofcolour

octetcom ponentsin the� wavefunctions.

Data on � ! f0;2(1270 � 1700) m ay also be obtained, replacing the

present upper lim its � 10�4 [5]. The kinem atics here are x � 0:97. In this

region jH S(x)j
2 and jH T(x)j

2 are dom inated by ln(1 � x) divergences,and

theleading orderpQCD predictionsbecom eunreliable.W eurgethatstudies

ofpQCD resum m ation be m ade in order to analyze this process and m ake

predictions. Data on these processescould be used both to extractjH J(x)j
2

for phenom enologicaluse as in sec. 4,and also perm it detailed testing of

pQCD resum m ation techniques. The qualitatively di�erent behavior ofthe

x ! 1 lim itsofH J(x)forthe 0
�+ and 0;2+ + casescan also be exploited to

thisend.
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3.4 1+ + States

Beforeturningtoourm ain topicofglueballcandidates,wediscussbriey

the possibility ofapplying thisform alism to 1+ + m esons. Since forthem we

cannot norm alize the < ggjR > am plitudes using the procedure ofsec. 3.1

which lead to eqs. (15 -17)itis notcertain thatthis is possible. However

in the spirit ofan e�ective lagrangian approach it m ight be appropriate to

considerthatgluonshave an e�ective m ass,so thatthe am plitude < ggjR >

need notvanish atthe on-shellpointwhen one ofthe gluonsislongitudinal.

M aking thefurtherassum ption thatthepQCD-NRQM approxim ation ofref.

[29]givesan adequate description ofthe 1+ + totalwidth,with an adjustable

overallnorm alization,one can obtain a relation ofthe form ofeq. (1)[18].

Substituting forH 1(x)leadsto thescaled form ula

103br(J= ! 1+ + )= (
m

1:45GeV
)(

�R ! gg

12M eV
)
xjH 1(x)j

2

30
(57)

wherein thisapplication �(R ! gg)isthetotaldirectcoupling to gluons,not

literally thecoupling to two m asslessgluons.

Itisinteresting to apply the above relation to the f1(1285),f1(1420)and

f1(1530)states(see also ref.[19]). Only two isoscalarm esonscan be accom o-

dated in a quarkonium nonet and there has been considerable discussion as

to which ofthe three axialstates isthe odd one out(and,ifitexists,what

itsnatureis).Therehasbeen no con�rm ed sign off1(1530)in J= radiative

decay whereasthef1(1420)and f1(1285)areboth seen.Theirbranchingratios

arerespectively[5]

br(J= ! f1(1285))= (0:65� 0:10)� 10�3 (58)

and

br(J= ! f1(1420))� br(f1(1420)! K �K �)= (0:83� 0:15)� 10�3 : (59)

Inserting these valuesinto eq.57 togetherwith �tot(f1(1285))= 24� 3 M eV

and �tot(f1(1420))= 52� 4 M eV give

br(f1(1285)! gg)= 0:34� 0:05 (60)
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and

br(f1(1420)! gg)= (0:19� 0:04)=(br(f1(1420)! K �K �)): (61)

Ifwenow inputbr(f1(1420)! K �K �)� 0:67[34]we�nd

br(f1(1420)! gg)� 0:3: (62)

W ithin the uncertainties ofapplying these ideas to low m asses (e.g.f1(1285)

hasa low width due to phase space suppression ofK K �)and the illde�ned

branching ratio to K �K � for the f1(1420),these results are not inconsistent

with the accepted q�q interpretation ofthe f1(1285) and support also the

quarkonium interpretation off1(1420)(unlessthe br(K �K �)should turn out

to bem uch overestim ated).

Theratio
br(J= ! f1(1420))

br(J= ! f1(1285))
� 1:9 (63)

isconsistentwith the quarkonium m ixing arising from a quadratic m assfor-

m ula fortheaxialnonet[34]

f1(1285)= 0:94jn�ni� 0:35js�si� 0:57j1i+ 0:83j8i (64)

f1(1420)= 0:35jn�ni+ 0:94js�si:� 0:83j1i� 0:57j8i (65)

Recentdatafrom BES[35]havelargeerrorbarsbutareconsistentwith the

older data for f1(1420);they obtain br(J= ! f1(1420))� br(f1(1420) !

K �K �) = (0:76 + 0:46 � 0:18)� 10�3 ,� = 59 � 5 M eV.They do not see

any f1(1285) but this m ay not be surprising since they are looking in the

K �K � m ode. They also report a signal f1(1497), � = 44 � 7 M eV and

br(J= ! f1(1497))� br(f1(1497)! K �K �)= (0:52� 0:23)� 10�3 . This

state’s param etersare also consistent with those expected fora quarkonium

aslong asbr(f1(1497)! K �K �)� 0:5.

The axialm esons are currently an enigm a. There are three candidates

wherethequarkm odelwouldrequireonlytwo.Thelatticepredictsthelightest

1+ + glueballto beat� 4 GeV[15].Itisnoticeable thatno singleexperim ent
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seesallthreeand oneshould becautiousasto whetherthereareindeed three

genuinestates.W eurgethatBES,in particular,seek threef1 signalsorplace

lim itsagainstthem in orderto help clarify the above analysis. In any event,

m oredetailed theoreticalwork,speci�cally form alizingthee�ectivelagrangian

treatm entoftheproblem ,iswarranted in orderto relateto theproduction of

axialm esonsin � and to providea m oresolid foundation to thetheoretical

analysisaftertheexperim entalsituation becom esclear.

4 G lueballC andidates

4.1 f0(1500)

W e look �rst at the established scalar m eson,f0(1500). As we shall

see below,atpresenttherearediscrepanciesbetween thevaluesofbr(J= !

f0(1500))asdeterm ined from variousexperim entalanalyses.

The analysis ofref. [3]gives br(J= ! f0(1500) ! ��) = (5:7 �

0:8)� 10�4 with an overall�15% norm alisation uncertainty. The analysisof

ref.[36,37]im pliesthatthe �� m ode isatm ost50% branching ratio and so

weinfer

br(J= ! f0(1500))� (1:15� 0:15)� 10�3 � 15% :

In thiscase,with �tot(f0(1500))= 120� 20M eV,ifweadd errorsin quadrature

and usethecentralvalue,eq.38 im pliesthat

br(f0(1500)! gg)� 0:9� 0:2: (66)

Thisissigni�cantly largerthan theO (�2
s)which would beexpected fora pure

q�q system ,and supportsthisstateasa glueballcandidate.

On theotherhand BES hasrecently reported[38]br(J= ! f0(1500)!

�o�o)= 3� 5� 10�5 .Landua[38]com binesthiswith theCrystalBarreldata

on br(f0(1500)! ��)to get

br(J= ! f0(1500))= (0:4� 0:6)� 10�3 :
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Thusvia eq.(38),

br(f0(1500)! gg)= 0:3� 0:5: (67)

The interpretation ofthis state cannot be settled untilthe experim ental

situation clari�es. An order ofm agnitude increase in statistics for J= !

���� willenableextension oftheanalysisshown in �g.2ofref.[3],and J= !

�� likewise needs to be im proved. The neutralchannelJ= ! �o�o�o�o

is particularly advantageous here asitis free from �� contam ination and so

can help toim provethequanti�cation ofbr(f0(1500)! ��).Theseshould be

high prioritiesata �-Charm Factory.

W eshallreturn to theinterpretation ofthef0(1500)in section 6.

4.2 fJ(1710)

The case offJ(1710)isparticularly interesting and the conclusionsde-

pend criticallyonwhetherJ = 0[3,39]orJ = 2[5,40,41].Ithasbeenobserved

m ostclearly in radiative J= decay in the K �K m ode[40],with evidence also

in the 4� m ode[3]. Recently BES hasreported seeing both J = 0 and J = 2

statesin thisregion.W ediscussthevariousm easurem entsin turn.

In the K �K channel,br(J= ! fJ(1710) ! K �K ) = (0:97 � 0:12)�

10�3 [5].Assum ing �rstthatfJ(1710)isa single statewith J = 2,we use eq.

(39):

103br(J= ! f2(1710))= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

26M eV
)
xjH T(x)j

2

34
;

which im plies

�(f2(1710)! gg)=
(22� 3)M eV

br(f2(1710)! K �K )
: (68)

Nocom parablesignalhasbeenseeninanyotherchannelinJ= ! f2(1710)!

X and it would thus appear that K �K is a m ajor m ode of any J = 2

object in J= radiative decays (the listing of decay channels for J= !

fJ(1710)! K �K in ref.[5]suggeststhatthism odeisgreaterthan � 50% of
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the K �K + �� + �� channelstogether). W ith �tot(fJ(1710))� 150 M eV,eq.

68 and br(f2(1710)! K �K )� 0:5 im ply

br(f2(1710)! gg)<� 30% ; (69)

which would beconsistentwith thisstatebeing a q�q.

By contrast,iffJ(1710)isa singlestatewith J = 0,weuseeq.(38):

103br(J= ! 0+ + )= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

96M eV
)
xjH S(x)j

2

35
;

which im plies

�(f0(1710)! gg)=
(78� 10)M eV

br(f0(1710)! K �K )
(70)

and hence

br(f0(1710)! gg)� 0:52� 0:07; (71)

in accord with �g.14 ofref.[18].In thiscase the f0(1710)would be a strong

candidatefora scalarglueball.Knowing thespin and K �K branching fraction

offJ(1710)isofgreatim portanceforam oredetailed quantitativeunderstand-

ing ofthecom position ofthisstate.

These questionshave becom e centralin view ofnew data from BEPC[42]

which,forthe�rsttim e,separatesaJ = 2and J = 0signalfrom the\�(1710)"

region.They �nd an f2(1696)with � = 103� 18 M eV and br(J= ! f2)�

br(f2 ! K + K � )= 2:5� 0:4(10�4).Theyalso�ndanf0(1780)with �= 85� 25

M eV and br(J= ! f0)� br(f0 ! K + K � )= 0:8� 0:1(10�4 ).These signals

areweak,O (10�4 ),in contrasttotheO (10�3 )reported in theearlierliterature

cited above. The BEPC J = 2 state isconsistentwith a (radialexcited)q�q.

TheirJ = 0 statestrength appearstoo feeble fora glueball,unlessK + K � is

a m inordecay m ode.

Ifthe BEPC data are de�nitive,then the possibility thatbr(f0(1780)!

K + K � ) is sm allm erits investigation. In this context we note that ref. [3]

analyzesJ= ! 4� and�ndsasignalatabout1750M eV consistentwith0+ + ,

although 2+ + isnotabsolutely excluded.Ifinterpreted asf0,thewidth is�=
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160M eV and branchingfraction in J= ! f0 ! 4� is(0:9� 0:13)� 10�3 [3].

Thustheanalysisofref[3]indicatesthatthereisascalarsignalin J= ! 4�

atstrength characteristic ofgluonic states. W e urge thatBEPC investigate

the 4� channelto see iftheirscalarstate isvisible ata levelconsistentwith

theaboveanalysisofref.[3].

A possibleexplanation oftheobservations,ifboth f0(1500)and f0(\1710
00)

are produced atthe 10�3 levelin J= radiative decay,is thatboth ofthem

contain both q�q and gg com ponents [2,43,44,45]. Better data,especially

on the decay branching fractions and production in radiative J= decay is

crucialforresolving thisquestion. W e willconsidercom plem entary testsfor

this,through  production,in section 5.W eexam inem ixing phenom enology

in section 6.

4.3 �(2230)Tensor G lueballcandidate

The appearance ofa narrow state �(2230)in J= ! �+ �� ;K + K � ;

K o
sK

o
s;p�phascreated considerableinterest[6].In each ofthesechannelsthe

branching ratiosare typically br(J= ! �)� br(� ! X�X )� 3� 10�5 for

each ofthe channels where X � �;K + orK o
s,and � 1:5� 10�5 forp�p. In

allchannels the signalisconsistent with �tot � 20 M eV. Afterallowing for

associated neutralm odessuch as�o�o,�� and n�n by isospin,thisgives

br(J= ! �)� 0:1� 10�3 : (72)

W hen com bined with ourform ulae eqs. 38 and 39 this im plies thatbr(� !

gg) � 0:4 for J = 0 and � 0:15 for J = 2. However eq. (72) is likely to

be a gross underestim ate because ��,!! and m ultibody channels were not

included.Indeed,theabsenceofasignalin PS185atCERN[46],suggeststhat

two body �nalstatesconstitute no m orethan � 10% ofthetotal.In view of

the uncertaintiesin the m easured quantitiesthisgivesbr(� ! gg)consistent

with unity forJ = 2;forJ = 0,itunacceptably exceedstheunitarity bound.

Thuswesuggestthatifevidenceforthe�(2230)survivesincreasesin statis-

tics,thecaseJ = 2 would beconsistentwith �(2230)being a tensorglueball.
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Such a resultwould havesigni�cantim plicationsfortheem ergence ofa glue-

ballspectroscopy in accord with lattice QCD.Itwould also raise tantalising

questionsaboutthe0�+ sector,wherelattice�ndsa glueballm ass� 2 GeV.

Thisisinteresting in view oftheappearanceofa clear0�+ signalin the1450

M eV region,which would then be di�cult to reconcile with being the 0 �+

glueball.W enow turn to thisquestion.

4.4 0� + signals in J= ! R

Thebranching ratiofor(Q �Q)V ! R in term softhetotalgluonicdecay

width ofthepseudoscalarstateisgiven by eqs.1 and 37

brad((Q �Q)V !  + R)= �R ! gg

xjH P S(x)j
2

8�(�2 � 9)

m

M 2
: (73)

Asnoted in eq.(40),theaboveform ula m ay bescaled asfollows

103br(J= ! 0�+ )= (
m

1:5GeV
)(

�R ! gg

50M eV
)
xjH P S(x)j

2

45
: (74)

Thissubsum es�gs2,3,5,6,9and 10ofref.[18].(Notethatthedashed curvein

�g8ofref.[18]correspondstotheabove;the�gurecaption hastypographical

errors).

Asa consistency testofthism ethodology for0�+ states,we considerthe

production oftheradialq�q anticipated in thism assregion6.Thestate�(1295)

(�= 53� 6M eV,with dom inantdecayinto���)isacandidateon thegrounds

ofm assand width[31].TheDM 2 collaboration [47]m ay haveevidenceforthe

�(1295)in their J= ! ��� data,which contains a peak in ��� with the

param etersJP C = 0�+ ,m = 1265,�= 44� 20M eV;br= (0:26� 0:06)� 10�3 .

Ifthisisthe�(1295),thescaled form ula (40)then im pliesthatbr(�(1295)!

gg) � 0:25 if��� is the dom inant decay m ode. This is consistent with a

0�+ (q�q)because��� dom inanceisexpected[31].

6Note that the m odelcannot safely be applied to the �0,whose totalwidth is \acci-

dentally" strongly suppressed because(apartfrom ���,which issuppressed by threebody

phase space)only electrom agneticdecaysarenon-negligible
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Atslightly higherm ass,the�(1440)[5]ism oreprom inently produced.His-

torically thiswasseen in J= ! K �K � with br= (4:3� 1:7)� 10�3 [48].The

prom inence ofthis state caused itto be identi�ed asa potentialglueball[7].

Subsequently it was realised thatthere are two states contained within this

structure[5]whose individualproduction rateswere sm allerthan the earlier,

apparentlylargevalue.Thisdevelopm ent,togetherwithim proved latticeQCD

estim ates ofthe 0�+ glueballm ass which place it above 2 GeV rather than

in the 1:4 GeV region,caused the glueballinterpretation to fallfrom favour.

Asnoted in ref. [18],such a large production rate asoriginally reported[48]

would seriously oversaturate br(�(1440)! gg),butsubsequentseparation of

the signalinto two resonances resultsin physically acceptable valuesforthe

individualgg widths.

The �rst analyses[49,47]indicating the existence ofadditionalstructure

in the �(1440)region were,however,notin agreem ent. Recentdata in p�p !

�(1440)+ � � � help ustoidentifytheproblem aticm easurem entand toproposea

consistentpicturethatexperim entsshould now pursue.W eshallsuggestthat

there are two states,�L and �H (for \Low" and \High" m ass respectively),

where�L hassigni�cantcouplingtogluewhile�H isdom inantlythes�sm em ber

of the nonet, m ixed with glue. Before giving the theoreticalanalysis, we

survey theevidencefrom variousexperim entsfor�L(1410)! ��� and K �K �,

�tot � 50 M eV and for�H (1480)! K �K ,�tot � 100 M eV.

Obelix[13]seestwostatesinp�p! ���L;H ! ��(K �K �)with theproperties

�L(1416� 2)! K �K �;�tot= 50� 4 M eV (75)

�H (1460� 10)! K
� �K ;�tot= 105� 15 M eV: (76)

These valuesagree with the centralvaluesforthe sighting by M arkIII[49]in

J= radiativedecay.Com bining errorsin quadratureM arkIII�nds

�L(1416� 10)! a0� ! K �K �;�tot = 54+ 40�30 M eV (77)

�H (1490� 18)! K
� �K ;�tot = 91� 68 M eV: (78)

Furtherevidenceforthelow m assstate,in thedecay channel���,com esfrom

M arkIII[50]who �nd �(1400� 6),�tot = 47� 13M eV;from DM 2[47]who �nd
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�(1398� 6),�tot = 53� 11M eV;and theCrystalBarrelCollaboration[14].The

lattersee p�p ! ��(1410� 3)! �(���)with signi�cant contribution in the

glue favoured partialwave ��[2].Theirvalue �tot = 86� 10 M eV ishowever

substantiallylargerthanthe�tot � 50M eV foundbytheotherexperim ents[13,

47,50]. Possibly the di�ering production m echanism s ofthese experim ents

a�ectstheapparentwidth oftheresonanceduetodi�eringinterferencee�ects.

W e now com pute the production rate for these states in J= radiative

decay.Forthe�L,M arkIII[49]seethedecay m odea0� ! K �K � with

br(J= ! �L(1410)! K �K �)= (0:66+ 0:29�0:22 )� 10�3 ; (79)

whilea clearsignalisfound also in thea0� ! ��� channelby ref.[50]:

br(J= ! �L(1410)! ���)= (0:34� 0:08)� 10�3 : (80)

These two channels are expected to dom inate the decays. Adding them to-

getherand inserting into eq.(74)im plies

�(�(1410)! gg)= (54� 13)M eV: (81)

Com biningthevariouswidth m easurem ents,addingerrorsin quadrature,gives

�tot = 54:2� 3:4 M eV,and hence

br(�(1410)! gg)= 0:9� 0:2: (82)

Forcom parison,usingjustthelargerwidth from CrystalBarrel[14]would give

br(�(1410)! gg)= 0:65� 0:2.Thedata clearly indicatea strong coupling to

gluonswhich arguesagainst�L(1410)being pureq�q.Rather,itcoupleslikea

glueball,perhapsm ixed with thenearby q�q nonet.

Now weconsiderthe�H (1480).ThisstatedecaysintoK
�K and isnotseen

in ���.7 Com bining errorsin quadrature,asabove,M arkIII�nds[49]

br((J= ! �(1490)! K
�
K )= 1:03+ 0:33�0:26 (10

�3 ) (83)

7Forthisreason theDM 2analysis[47]indicating�(1460)! a0� ! K �K � issuspect,since

a genuine resonance decaying to a0� should also show up in a0� ! ���. Instead,in the

��� channelonly the �(1410)isseen. Elim inating thisDM 2 state producesa harm onious

picture given the rem aining observations.W e thank A.K irk fordiscussionsofthispoint.
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whereby with �tot = 100� 20 M eV[13],eq.(74)im plies

br(�(1490)! gg)= (0:5� 0:2)=br(K �
K ): (84)

Ref[31]anticipatesthatthe radially excited �s�s should have a totalwidth

ofup to100M eV,dom inated bythechannelK �K .Theaboveresult,eq.(84),

is com patible with such a state. Ref.[31]also �nds that�n�n has suppressed

width,decaying into ��� through a0�;thisiscom patible with the resultson

�(1295)above.Thusa tentativeinterpretation ofthepseudoscalarstatesisas

follows:

�(1295)� �
n�n;brgg � O (�2s)� 0:25

�L(1410)� G(+q�q);brgg � 1

�H (1480)� �
s�s(+G);brgg � 0:5 (85)

These conclusions can be sharpened ifthe widths and decays from Crystal

Barrel and Obelix converge and if J= ! 0�+ is pursued further. W e

note also a new m easurem ent from BEPC[35]which sees only a single state

with a m ass of1467� 3 M eV,� = 89� 6 M eV and br( ! �(1467) !

K �K �)= 1:86� 0:10� 0:4(10�3 ).Sincebr(�(1467)! K �K �)� 1,thisgives

br(�(1467)! gg)� 1:1� 0:2. W e urge thatBEPC continue to investigate

this state with a view to separating two signals: �H ! K �K ! K �K � and

�L ! a0� ! K �K �.

The experim entaldata on 0�+ production in radiative J= decaysin this

m ass region need clari�cation before strong conclusions can be drawn,but

ifthe existence oftwo states in the 1400� 1500 M eV range,and theirrela-

tive production (one orboth m uch m ore strongly produced than �(1295))is

con�rm ed,wehavea seriouschallengetotheoreticalexpectations.Theexper-

im entswould appearto betelling usthatthelightestpseudoscalarglueballis

m uch lighterthan predicted in quenched latticeQCD,(2:16� 0:27 GeV[43]).

In view oftheapparentpossiblesuccess(within uncertaintiesnoted above)of

the latticeQCD predictionsforthe 0+ + and 2+ + glueballm asses,such a dis-

crepancy between latticeQCD and naturewould beofgreatinterest.W enote
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thatthem assand propertiesofthe�(1410)areconsistentwith predictionsfor

a gluino-gluino bound state[17,18],possibly m ixed with nearby pseudoscalar

q�q states.Ifnature were supersym m etric and SUSY breaking did notviolate

R-invariance,thegluino m asswould beO (100)M eV[51,52].In thatcasethe

0+ + glueballwould bein an approxim atesuperm ultipletwith thepseudoscalar

gluino-gluino(~g~g)and spin-1/2gluon-gluinobound states.Thiswould lead to

an \extra" isosinglet pseudoscalar in the spectrum ,with m assaround 1 1/2

GeV.Decay ofsuch a ~g~g system would necessarily gothrough gluons,sinceits

directcouplingsto quarkswould be suppressed by heavy squark m assesand

hadronscontaining a single gluino would be too m assive to bepairproduced

by the ~g~g.Thusbr(~g~g ! gg)� 1.

Im provingthedataon thesestateswould provideim portantconstraints.It

isnow a clearchallengeforexperim entto separateand quantify thesesignals.

5 C onstraints on G lueballs from  W idths

5.1 R !  and J= ! R

Ifa stateR J isa glueball(orlightgluinoball),itwilloccurin  ! RJ

as a singleton and be strongly suppressed in R J ! . By contrast,ifRJ

isan I = 0 m em berofa q�q nonetthere willbe two orthogonalstatesin the

singlet-octetavourbasisavailable forproduction both in J= ! RJ and

R J ! . Flavour1� 8 m ixing anglesm ay suppressone orthe otherofthe

pair in either R J !  or in J= ! RJ but there are strong correlations

between thetwo processesso thata com parison ofthetwo processescan help

todistinguish glueballfrom q�q.In particular,ifaq�qstateisavour\favoured"

in J= ! q�q,so thatitisprom inentand super�cially som ewhat\glueball-

like",itwillalso be avourfavoured in  ! R(q�q)(see below)in dram atic

contrastto a glueball.

Forheavy Q �Q resonancessuch asthe�c states,theam plitudes< ggjR >,

which enter the com putation ofbrad(Q �Q V !  + R),and < Rj >,which
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in principlecan bem easured asa function ofphoton virtualities,areidentical

exceptforthevalueoftheoverallcoe�cientA JP C .Therelativerates(seeeq.

(36 and sec.2.4)would be(in leading order)

�(R ! )=
9e4Q

2
(
�

�s
)2�(R ! gg)

where eQ is the relevant quark charge. Bearing in m ind the lim itations to

use of this relation for light q�q m esons discussed in sec. 2.4, (see also

ref.[53])weshalltentatively adoptthisrelation and testitagainsttheknown

f2(1270;1525).Findingittobequalitatively reasonable,weapply itin section

6 to f0(1370;1500;1710),allowing form ixing between n�n,s�s,and gg.

5.2 O rthogonalq�q m esons coupling to  and gg

De�ne

R I � cos�j1i+ sin�j8i (86)

R II � cos�j8i� sin�j1i; (87)

where j1;8idenote theSU(3)avorq�q states.(Thisisa m ore naturalbasis

for what follows than the idealavour basis used in section 3.2). Then in

term softheintrinsic ratesfora singleq�q avour(u�u;d�d ors�s assum ed to be

ofequalstrength)8

�(R I ! gg)= �(q�q! gg)� 3 cos2� (88)

and

�(R II ! gg)= �(q�q! gg)� 3 sin2
�; (89)

while the widthsarein a di�erentproportion.De�ning �(q�q! )to be

the width forquarksofunitelectriccharge:

�(R I ! )= �(q�q! )(cos�
2

3
p
3
+ sin�

1

3
p
6
)2 (90)

8Thefactor3 in thisequation reectsthe1=
p
3 projection ofeach ofthethreeq�q avors

in the avorsingletstate.
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and

�(R II ! )= �(q�q! )(�sin�
2

3
p
3
+ cos�

1

3
p
6
)2: (91)

In a form thatshowstherelation to thegg widths,

�(R I ! )= �(q�q! )�
1

6
cos

2(� � �) (92)

and

�(R II ! )= �(q�q! )�
1

6
sin

2(� � �); (93)

where� � tan�1 1

2
p
2
� 19:5o.

Itisclearly possibleforan individualq�q to decouple\accidentally" in gg

or if� � 0 or19:5o. Howeverforthe orthogonalsystem we have the sum

rule

�(R I ! )+ �(RII ! )=
1

6
�(q�q! ) (94)

and

�(R I ! gg)+ �(R II ! gg)= 3�(q�q! gg): (95)

Thususing eq.36 and including thenextorderQCD corrections,

�(R I ! )+ �(RII ! )

�(R I ! gg)+ �(R II ! gg)
=

�2

4�2s
� (1+ c

�s

�
)�1 (96)

wherec� �0:4 fortensorsand � 8:6 forscalars[29,54].

In thecaseoftensorstheinputdata are

�(f2(1270)+ f2(1525))! )= 3:0� 0:4 keV (97)

and,from ouranalysisin section 3.2,

�(f2(1270)+ f2(1525))! gg)= 58� 8 M eV: (98)

W ith these widths,eq.96 gives�effs � 0:48� 0:05,notunreasonable forthis

m assregion[55].

Considering the ratio ofthe  and gg widths ofthe entire orthogonal

system allowed usto extract�effs ,with littlesensitivity to �.W ecan instead
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em ploy ratios ofthe R I and R II  and gg widths to extract � with little

sensitivity to �effs .Foran orthogonalq�q pair,eqs.90-93 im ply

�(R I ! gg)

�(R II ! gg)
=

1

tan2�
(99)

while
�(R I ! )

�(R II ! )
=

1

tan2(� � 19:5o)
: (100)

Notethatthetwo setsofequationswillnotgivethesam evalueof� ifour

procedure isnotvalid.Asa consistency check,we determ ine� both waysfor

thef2 states.TheJ= ! R data gaveus

�(f2(1270)! gg)

�(f2(1525)! gg)
=
41� 7M eV

17� 2M eV
! � = (33� 2)o; (101)

while data give

�(f2(1270)! )

�(f2(1525)! )
= (26:2� 2:8)� 26% ! � = (30:5� 2)o: (102)

Theconsistency oftheseresultsencouragesusto apply theideasto scalar

m esons. However,the presence ofpossibly three scalar states in close prox-

im ity,f0(1370;1500)and fJ= 0?(1710),and in thevicinity ofthelatticescalar

glueball,suggeststhatm ixing involving both q�q and gg willbeessential.W e

shallnow considerthissituation.

5.3 q�q nonet and glueballcoupling to  and gg

Iftheq�qnonet,R I;II isin thevicinty ofa glueball,G,theaboveanalysis

requiresgeneralisation.Threeisoscalarsarise.W ith R I;II asabove,them ixed

statesm ay bewritten

	 3 = cos�jRIIi� sin�jGi

	 2 = cosjRIi� sin(cos�jGi+ sin�jRIIi)

	 1 = sinjRIi+ cos(cos�jGi+ sin�jRIIi) (103)
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Ifweignorem assand phasespacee�ects,and any di�erencesbetween the

n�n and s�swavefunctions,then proceeding asin theprevioussection weobtain

�((	 1 + 	 2)! ) = �(q�q! )� (
1

6
cos

2(� � �)+
1

6
sin

2
�sin

2(� � �))

�(	 3 ! ) = �(q�q! )�
1

6
sin

2(� � �)cos2� (104)

De�ning � � �3
i= 1�(	 i ! )and later�gg analogously,thegeneralisation

ofeq.(94)becom es

� =
1

6
�(q�q! ): (105)

Thegeneralisation oftherelation forthegluon couplings,eq(95),becom es

�gg = 3�(q�q! gg)+ �(G ! gg): (106)

Consequently

� =
�2

4�2s
(1+ c

�s

�
)�1 (�gg � �(G ! gg)): (107)

Thus,specialising to 0+ + m esons,the experim entally m easurable quantities

� and �gg obey therelation

�[keV]�
(0:5=�s)

2

20(1+ 8:6�s
�
)
�gg[M eV]: (108)

A m ajor uncertainty com es from the large higher order QCD correction for

the0+ + sectorwhich reducestherighthand sideby a factorofapproxim ately

2.2Tobeconservativewethereforework toleadingorder.Iff0(1370)isoneof

thetrinity ofglueassociated states,then weinferfrom �(f0 ! )= 5:4� 2:3

keV[5]that

�gg � 108� 46 M eV (109)

orfrom eq(38),neglecting m assdependence:

br(J= !  + �3i= 1f
i
0
)� (1:1� 0:5)10�3 : (110)

Since br(J= ! fJ(1710)) ! K �K = 0:97 � 0:12 10�3 [5], this bound is

satis�ed bypresentdataifthe1710hasJ = 0,even ifbr(f0(1710)! K �K )� 1
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and thereisnegligibleproduction off0(1500)in radiativedecay.Howeverthe

lim itisonly barely respected so unless�(f0(1500)! )+ �(f0(1710)! )

isvery sm all,eitherbr(J= f0(1500))and orbr(J= f0(1370))m ustbenon-

negligible, or br(f0(1710) ! K �K ) < 1. Ifthe 1710 state proves to have

J = 2,thebound (110)willbevery stringentindeed.W enow considerspeci�c

exam plesofm ixing in thef0(1370;1500;1710)system .

6 T hree-State M ixings

An interesting possibility isthatthree f0’sin the 1:4� 1:7 GeV region

areadm ixturesofthethreeisosingletstatesgg,s�s,and n�n[2].Recently there

havebeen two speci�cschem esproposed which arebased on latticeQCD and

the em ergent phenom enology ofscalar m esons. In this section we present a

sim pli�ed form alism fortreating a threecom ponentsystem ofthistype.

Atleading orderin theglueball-q�q m ixing,ref[2]obtained

N G jGi= jG 0i+ �(
p
2jn�ni+ !js�si)

N sj	 si= js�si� �!jG0i

N nj	 ni= jn�ni� �
p
2jG 0i (111)

where the N i are appropriate norm alisation factors,! �
E (G 0)�E (d

�d)

E (G 0)�E (s�s)
and the

m ixing param eter � �
hd�djV jG 0i

E (G 0)�E (d �d)
. Our analysis suggests that the gg ! q�q

m ixing am plitude m anifested in  ! R(q�q)is O (�s),so thatqualitatively

� � O (�s)� 0:5.Such a m agnitudeim pliessigni�cantm ixing in eq.(111)and

isbettergeneralised toa3� 3m ixingm atrix.M ixingbased on latticeglueball

m asseslead to two classesofsolution ofim m ediateinterest:

(i)! � 0,corresponding to G 0 in them idstofthenonet[2]

(ii)! > 1,corresponding to G 0 abovetheq�q m em bersofthenonet[45].

W e shalldenote the three m ass eigenstates by R i with R 1 = f0(1370),

R 2 = f0(1500) and R 3 = f0(1710),and the three isosinglet states �i with
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�1 = n�n,�2 = s�s and �3 = gg so that R i = fij�i. Recent data on the

decay f0(1500)! K �K [38]m ay be interpreted within the schem e ofref[2]as

being consistent with the param eter ! � �2. This enables sim ple analysis;

ifforillustration we adopt� = 0:5 � �s,the resulting m ixing am plitudesare

(schem e \A"):

fi1 fi2 fi3

f0(1370) 0:86 0:13 �0:50

f0(1500) 0:43 �0:61 0:61

f0(1710) 0:22 0:76 0:60

By contrast,W eingarten[45]hasconsidered the case where the bare glueball

liesabovethes�s m em berofthenonet.Hism ixing m atrix is(schem e\B "):

fi1 fi2 fi3

f0(1370) 0:87 0:25 �0:43

f0(1500) �0:36 0:91 �0:22

f0(1710) 0:34 0:33 0:88

The solutions for the lowest state are sim ilar,as are the relative phases

and qualitativeim portanceoftheG com ponentin thehigh m assstate.Both

solutionsexhibit destructive interference between the n�n and s�s avoursfor

them iddlestate.

Ifwe m ake the sim plifying assum ption thatthe photonscouple to the n�n

and s�sin directproportion totherespectivee2i (i.e.weignorem asse�ectsand

any di�erencesbetween then�n and s�swavefunctions),then thecorresponding

two photon widthscan bewritten in term softhesem ixing coe�cients:

�(R i)= jfi1
5

9
p
2
+ fi2

1

9
j2�; (112)

where�isthe width foraq�qsystem with eq = 1.Onecan useeq.(112)to

evaluatetherelativestrength ofthetwo photon widthsforthethreef0 states

with theinputofthem ixing coe�cients.Theseare(ignoring m assdependent

e�ects)

f0(1370):f0(1500):f0(1710)� 12:1:3 (113)

in schem e A,to becom pared with

f0(1370):f0(1500):f0(1710)� 13:0:2:3 (114)
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in schem eB .Atpresenttheonly m easured  width in thislististhatofthe

f0(1370)= 5:4� 2:3 keV[5].Using thisto norm alisetheabove,weanticipate

f0(1500)!  � 0:5keV (schem eA)or� 0:1keV (schem eB ).Both schem es

im ply �(f0(1710)! )= 1� 2 keV.

Thisrelativeordering of widthsisa com m on featureofm ixingsforall

initialcon�gurationsforwhich thebareglueballdoesnotlienearly degenerate

to the n�n state. Assuch,itisa robusttestofthe generalidea ofn�n and s�s

m ixing with a latticem otivated glueball.If,say,the width ofthef0(1710)

were to be sm aller than the f0(1500),or com parable to or greater than the

f0(1370),then the generalhypothesisofsigni�cantthree state m ixing with a

latticeglueballwould bedisproven.Thecorollaryisthatqualitativeagreem ent

m ay beused to begin isolating in detailthem ixing pattern.

Now weturn to J= radiativedecay rates.Sincein eitherschem e

� = 7:5� 2:8 keV; (115)

thediscussion oftheprevioussection im plies,

br(J= ! �f0)� (1:5� 0:6)� 10�3 : (116)

However each schem e m akes a m ore speci�c prediction. By our hypothesis

that q�q coupling to gg is suppressed at O (�s) relative to the corresponding

glueballam plitude,we m ay scale the J= ! f0 production am plitudes for

them ixed statesasfollows.Forsim plicity weshallassum ethatA(gg! n�n)=
p
2A(gg ! s�s)= c�sA(gg ! G),where cissom e constantwhose m agnitude

and phasearein generalm odeldependent.In thisapproxim ation,wehavefor

schem e A
A(f0(1370)! gg) = (�0:5+ c�s1:3)A 0

A(f0(1500)! gg) = 0:6A 0

A(f0(1710)! gg) = (0:6+ c�s1:1)A 0

In generalweseethatform ixing schem eA:

(i)The absence ofa dom inant signalin J= ! f0(1370)suggests that c is

notnegativeand thattheG-q�q interference thereisdestructive.
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(ii)The q�q adm ixture in the f0(1500)is nearly pure avour octet and hence

decouplesfrom gg.Thisleavesthestrength ofbr(J= ! f0(1500))atabout

40% ofthe pure glueballstrength,which isconsistent with the m ean ofthe

two analysesin section 4.1.

(iii)Thedestructiveinterferencein thef0(1370)caseim pliesa constructiveef-

fectforthef0(1710)andhencethispicturepredictsthatbr(J= ! f0(1710))>

br(J= ! f0(1500)) > br(J= ! f0(1370)). Ifas a particular exam ple

forcom parison between the two schem es we take c�s = 0:5=1:3 to decouple

f0(1370)entirelyinradiativeJ= decay,we�ndbr(J= ! f0(1710)):br(J= !

f0(1500): br(J= ! f0(1370))= 1:1: 0:4: 0.

M ixingschem eB ,correspondingtoan idealglueballlyingabovethenonet,

leadsto thefollowing am plitudes:

A(f0(1370)! gg) = (�0:4+ c�s1:5)A 0

A(f0(1500)! gg) = (�0:2+ c�s0:4)A 0

A(f0(1710)! gg) = (0:9+ c�s0:8)A 0

Here both f0(1370) and f0(1500) production are suppressed due to the de-

structive interference ofthe glueballand q�q com ponents;the f0(1710)being

enhanced asin thepreviousexam ple.Fortheexam plec�s = 0:4=1:5,(chosen

to decouple thef0(1370)and enablecom parison with schem e A asabove)we

�nd br(J= ! f0(1710)): br(J= ! f0(1500): br(J= ! f0(1370))=

1:2: 0:01: 0.

Thus,in conclusion,both thesem ixingschem esim ply asim ilarhierachy of

strengthsin  production which m ay beused asa testofthegeneralidea of

three state m ixing between glueballand a nearby nonet. Prom inentproduc-

tion ofJ= ! f0(1710)isalso a com m on feature. W hen the experim ental

situation clari�eson theJ= ! f0 branching fractions,wecan usetherela-

tivestrengthsto distinguish between thecasewheretheglueballlieswithin a

nonet,ref[2],orabovethes�s m em ber,ref[45].
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7 Sum m ary

W e have clari�ed the relationship between brad(Q �Q V !  + R) and

br(R ! gg)proposedbyCakirandFarrar[18].Inparticular,wehaveexam ined

its dependence on the < ggjR > form factorsand discussed theoreticaland

experim entalconstraintson theseform factors.W econcludethattherelation

can be used,possibly with generalized H J(x)functions,forlight-q�q m esons

and glueballsaswellasheavy q�q m esons.Using thisrelation,we�nd

� The f0(1500)isatleasthalf-glueballiftheBugg etalanalysis[3]ofthe

4� channelis con�rm ed,but is less so according to the BES results.

Analysis ofM arkIIIdata on J= ! �� is urgently needed. At this

m om ent the experim entaldeterm inations of�(J= ! f0(1500)) are

inconsistent.

� The fJ(1710)isalso atleasthalf-glueball,ifJ = 0;ifJ = 2 itisa q�q

m eson.Experim entaldeterm inationsofthef0;2 spectra in the1:6� 1:8

GeV region arepresently inconsistent.

� The �(2330)isunlikely to have J = 0,ifpresentexperim entaldata are

correct.IfithasJ = 2 itstrongly resem blesa glueball.

� The�(1440)isseparated intotwostates.Thelowerm assstate,�L(1410),

hasstrong a�nity forglue;thehigherm ass� H (1480)isconsistentwith

being thes�s m em berofa nonet,perhapsm ixed with glue.

Itisofurgentim portanceto(a)arriveatan experim entalconsensuson thef0

and f2 m assesand widthsin the1600-1800region and (b)resolvethediscrep-

anciesin the presentdeterm inationsofbr( ! f0(1500)). M easurem ent of

production branching fractionsofthe f0 and f2 m esonsin � radiative decay

should bequiteeasy and yield usefuladditionalinform ation.W ealso outlined

a procedure to use data on  ! R and  ! R together,to help unravel

the q�q and gg com position ofm esons. To accom plish this,m easurem ent of

�(f0(1370;1500;1710)! )isan essentialingredient.
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An em erging m ystery isthe �(1440)region. Itspropertiesseem to di�er

in J= radiative decay and p�p annihilation,and ithasnotbeen seen in cen-

tralproduction. Possibly these di�erences are due to the di�erent interplay

ofgluon and q�q annihilation in thevariousproduction processes.Thism erits

furtherinvestigation,both experim entaland theoretical. The strong produc-

tion ofthe�(1410)in radiativeJ= decay indicatethatitcould bea glueball.

Howeveritslow m assisdi�culttoreconcilewith latticegaugepredictions.Its

propertiesand m assare consistent with those expected fora bound state of

lightgluinos.Given thatthe�(1410)m ay beevidenceofa new degreeoffree-

dom in QCD,orevidence ofdynam icsbeyond quenched lattice gaugetheory

in the0�+ sector,m oredetailed experim entalinvestigation ofthepseudoscalar

sectorisa high priority.
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A ppendix: A nalyticalExpressions for H J(x)

The analyticalexpressionsforthe loop integralH J(x)are given in Ref. [19].

In thenorm alisation ofthepresentpaperthey are:

H 0� + (x)=
4

x

"

L(1� 2x)� L(1)�
1� x

2� x
(2L(1� x)�

�2

3
+
1

2
ln

2
(1� x))

�
x

1� 2x
ln(2x)

�

+ i4�
1� x

(2� x)x
ln(1� x)(117)

forJ = 0�+ ,and

H 0+ + =

s

2

3

�
2� 3x

x2
+

�

10
1� x

x3
+ 4

1� 2x

x2
ln(2)

�

ln(1� x)
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+

 
8

x2
+ 2

1� x

x(1� 2x)

!

ln(2x):� 3
1� x

x(2� x)
ln

2
(1� x)

+
8� 6x+ x2 � 6x3

x3(2� x)
�
2
=6�

4� 5x + 2x2

x3
L(1� 2x)

�4
2� 2x� x2

x2(2� x)
L(1� x)+ i�6

1� x

x(2� x)
ln(1� x)

#

(118)

for0+ + ,whereL(x)isa Spencefunction,de�ned as

L(x)= �

Z x

0

dx

x
ln(1� x): (119)

There are three helicity am plitudesforthe tensorstate,and they are related

to thetotalH 2+ + by

jH 2+ + (x)j2 = jH 0

2+ + (x)j
2 + jH 1

2+ + (x)j
2 + jH 2

2+ + (x)j
2
: (120)

Thehelicity am plitudesH l
2+ + in Eq.120 are

H
0

2+ + =
2
p
3

x3

"

x(6� 5x)+
2

3

6� 19x + 18x2

x
(1� x)ln(1� x)

�
10� 12x+ 5x2

3(2� x)
g1 +

2

3

6� 38x + 71x2 � 37x3

1� 2x
ln(2x)

�8
(1� x)2

x2(2� x)
g2 +

4

3

6� 6x � x2

x

�

ln(2)�
1

2
i�

�

�
4

3
(12� 26x+ 13x2)g3

�

; (121)

H
1

2+ + =
2
p
1� x

x3

�

�
1

3
(38� 9x)x �

2

x
(4� 13x+ 16x2 � 4x3)ln(1� x)

�2
x(1� x)

2� x
g1 �

4

1� 2x
(2� 11x+ 16x2 � 4x3)ln(2x)

+8
(1� x)(2� 2x+ x2)

x2(2� x)
g2 �

16

3

3� 3x+ x2

x

�

ln(2)�
1

2
i�

�

+4(8� 12x+ 3x2)g3

i

(122)
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and

H
2

2+ + =

p
2(1� x)

x3

"
16

3
x +

4

x
(1� 6x+ 6x2)ln(1� x)+ 2

5� 6x+ 2x2

2� x
g1

+4(1� 6x)ln(2x)� 4
2� 4x+ 6x2 � 4x3 + x4

x2(2� x)
g2

+
4

3

6� 6x+ 11x2

x

�

ln(2)�
1

2
i�

�

� 16(1� x)g3

#

(123)

where

g1 = L(1)� L(1� 2x); (124)

g2 = L(1� 2x)� 2L(1� x)+ L(1)�
1

2
ln

2
(1� x)+ i� ln(1� x) (125)

and

g3 = L(1� x)� L(1� 2x)� ln(2)ln(1� x) (126)
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