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NonetClassi�cation ofScalar/IsoscalarResonances

below 1900M eV:theExistenceofan ExtraScalar

Statein theRegion 1200-1600M eV

V.V.Anisovicha1,Yu.D.Prokoshkinb2,and A.V.Sarantseva3

A bstract

A classi�cation oftheIJP C = 00+ + m esonsisperform ed on thebasisoftheK -

m atrix analysisofm eson spectra in the reactions:(i)G AM S data on �p ! �0�0n,

��n,��0n [1,2,3];(ii)CrystalBarreldata on p�p (atrest)! �0�0�0,�0�0�,�0��

[4,5]; (iii) CERN-M �unich data on �p ! �+ �� n [6]; (iiii) BNL data on �N !

K �K N [7].Theanalysispointsto theexistenceoffourcom paratively narrow scalar

resonanceswhich correspond to the following polesofthe scattering am plitude (in

M eV):(1015� 15)� i(43� 8),(1300� 20)� i(120� 20),(1499� 8)� i(65� 10)and

(1780� 30)� i(125� 70).Thescattering am plitudealsohasa�fth polef0(1530
+ 90

� 250)

atthe com plex m ass(1530
+ 90

� 250)� i(560� 140). The m assesofthe K -m atrix poles

(bare states) are at 720 � 100 M eV,1230 � 50 M eV,1260 � 30 M eV,1600 � 50

M eV and 1810� 30 M eV.The quark content ofthe bare states is analyzed using

thevaluesoftheircouplingsto the��,K �K ,�� and ��0.Itisshown thatoneofthe

barestatesin them assregion 1200-1600 M eV issuperuousfortheq�qclassi�cation

and should beconsidered asthelightestglueball.
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The search forand classi�cation ofscalar/isoscalarIJP C = 00+ + statesisthe direct

and possibly the only way foridenti�cation ofthe lightestscalarglueball. In refs. [8,9]

the K-m atrix analysis ofthe 00+ + -wave was perform ed in the m ass region up to 1550

M eV,where fourscalarresonances(the T-m atrix polesatthe com plex m asses:(1008�

10)� i(43� 5),(1290� 25)� i(120� 15),(1497� 6)� i(61� 5),(1430� 150)� i(600� 100),

in M eV)werefound.Correspondingly,fourbarestatesweredeterm ined:thelightestbare

state with m ass750� 100 M eV isdom inantly s�s,while three otherstates,with m asses

1240� 30M eV,1280� 30M eV and 1615� 50M eV,donotcontain alarges�scom ponent.

One ofthese states,either the state with m ass 1240 M eV or the state with m ass 1280

M eV,is a naturalq�q-partner ofthe lightest bare state. For the other two states two

scenariosarosein ref.[9]:

(a) both these states are q�q m esons; then,in the region 1550-1900 M eV,two s�s-rich

statesexistasthenonetpartnersofthelow-lying 00+ + -m esons;

(b) in the region 1550-1900 M eV there isonly one s�s-rich 00+ + state;then one ofthe

low-lying statesisexotic,probably thelightestglueball.

To resolve these alternatives,the spectra in K �K ,�� and ��0 channels need to be

investigated in theregion 1550-1900 M eV:theexistence ofa strangecom ponentin these

m esonsfavoursa search forthe s�s-rich states. The �� and ��0 spectra obtained by the

GAM S collaboration [2,3]give a good opportunity for this study. The aim here is to

extend the analysisofthe 00+ + -wave to a m assof1900 M eV,including the �� and ��0

GAM S spectra into the sim ultaneous�tting procedure. The m ain purpose isto identify

thes�s-rich states:theanalysisofthe�0�0 and �+ �� spectra from refs.[9,10]de�nitely

indicatesthatin theregion 1550-1900M eV thereareno00+ + resonanceswith asigni�cant

�� branching ratio:so,thepresenceofn�n-dom inantstatesisunlikely here.Asto s�s-rich

states,theradiativeJ= decayshintatthepossible existence ofa scalarresonance near

1750 M eV [11].

Lattice QCD calculationspredictthe m assofthe purely gluonic 0+ + state (glueball)

in the region 1500-1750 M eV:1550� 50 M eV [12]and 1707� 64 M eV [13]. However,if

theglueballisnear1500M eV,itm ustde�nitely includequark degreesoffreedom ,m ainly

the q�q-com ponent. Quark-antiquark loop diagram s(Fig. 1a)willreduce the m assofa

pure glueball:the m assshiftisofthe orderof100-300 M eV [14].Anothersource ofthe

glueball{m assshiftisitspossiblem ixturewith neighbouring q�q-m esons.Thelastofthese

e�ectscan betaken into accountby working within theK-m atrix technique.

The advantage ofthe K-m atrix approach is its ability to analyze the structure of

m ultichannelpartialam plitudes ofoverlapping resonances. The K-m atrix am plitude is

unitary and correctly represents analytic properties on the right-hand side ofthe com -

plex s-plane. Although this approach does not reproduce the analytic structure ofthe

am plitude on the left-hand side ofthe s-plane,one m ay hope thatthisdoesnotlead to

signi�cant inaccuracy in �nding the pole positions and coupling constants in the m ass

region underconsideration. Left-hand side singularitiesofthe partialam plitude can be
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taken intoaccountin thefram ework ofthem ultichanneldispersion relation N/D m ethod:

we consider this approach as a necessary though later step in the analysis ofthe 00+ +

am plitude.

K-m atrix analysisdem onstrates[8,9]thatpolesofthepartialam plitude(orphysical

poleswhich correspond to theobservablestates)aredeterm ined by them ixtureofinput

states related to the K-m atrix poles via their transition into realm esons. The wave

function ofa physicalstate is a m ixture ofnot only the input states but also ofreal

m esons,which realizethism ixtureand areresponsibleforthedecay ofthephysicalstate.

Becauseofthisphenom enon,wecalltheinputstates"barestates",i.e.thestateswithout

a cloud ofrealm eson. Decay coupling constantsofbare statesare �xed by theirquark-

gluon content [15,16,17]. So bare states can be classi�ed by m eans oftheircouplings

to di�erenttwo-m eson channels.W eperform heresuch a classi�cation ofthebarestates,

fbare0 ,using theratiosoftheircoupling constantsto the��,K �K ,��,and ��0channelsin

the leading term softhe 1=N c expansion [18](however,forthe candidatesfora glueball,

the-next-to-leading term s willalso be estim ated). Our analysis gives evidence for the

existence oftwo q�q-nonets,while one bare state with m ass around 1200-1600 M eV is

superuousin theq�q-system atics.So,theanalysispointsto thescenario (b),lim iting the

m assofthe exotic state to the range 1200-1600 M eV.Large coupling constantsindicate

thatthissuperuousbarestateisdispersed overneighbouringphysicalstates:thenarrow

f0(1300)and f0(1500)resonancesand thebroad f0(1530
+ 90

� 250).

1)K -m atrix approach and quark com binatoric rules for the decay coupling

constants

The standard K-m atrix technique isused forthe description ofthe m eson scattering

am plitudesin the00+ + -channel:

A = K (I� i�K )� 1; (1)

whereK ab isa5�5m atrix(a;b= 1,2,3,4,5),with thefollowingnotationsform eson states:

1 = ��,2 = K �K ,3 = �� 4 = ��0 and 5 = ���� +otherm ultim eson states. The phase

spacem atrix isdiagonal:�ab = �ab�a,with thefollowing �a:

�a(s)=

s

s� 4m 2
a

s
; a = 1;2;3;

�4(s)=

8
><

>:

s �

1�
(m �+ m �0)

2

s

� �

1�
(m �� m �0)

2

s

�

; s> (m � � m �0)
2

0 ; s< (m � � m �0)
2 :

(2)

Here m 1 = m �, m 2 = m K , m 3 = m �. Phase space factors are responsible for the

threshold singularitiesoftheam plitude:topreventtheviolation ofanalyticpropertieswe
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useanalyticcontinuation for�a below threshold.Forexam ple,the�� phasespacefactor

�a = (1� 4m 2
�=s)

1=2 becom esequalto i(4m 2
�=s� 1)1=2 below the�� threshold.Thephase

space factors we use lead to false kinem atic singularities at s = 0 (in allphase space

factors) and at s � (m �0 � m �)
2 (in the ��0 space factor);but these false singularities

(which arestandard fortheK-m atrix approach)areratherdistantfrom theinvestigated

physicalregion. Form ultim eson phase volum e ats below 1 GeV 2,we use the four-pion

phasespacede�ned eitheras�� phasespaceoras�� phasespace.Theresultispractically

thesam ein thetwocasesand weshow the�� phasespace,forwhich form ulaearesim pler:

�5(s)=

8
<

:

�0
R

ds1
�

R
ds2
�

M 2�(s1)�(s2)
p

(s+ s1� s2)
2� 4ss1

s[(M 2� s1)
2+ M 2�2(s1)][(M

2� s2)
2+ M 2�2(s2)]

; s< 1GeV 2

1 ; s> 1GeV 2 :
(3)

Here s1 and s2 are the two-pion energies squared,M is the �-m eson m ass and �(s) is

itsenergy-dependentwidth,�(s)= �3
1
(s).The factor�0 providescontinuity of�5(s)at

s= 1 GeV 2.

ForK ab weusetheparam etrization sim ilarto thatofref.[8]:

K ab(s)=

0

@
X

�

g(�)a g
(�)

b

M 2
� � s

+ fab
1+ s0

s+ s0

1

A
s� m 2

�=2

s
; (4)

whereg(�)a isacouplingconstantofthebarestate� tothem eson channel;theparam eters

fab and s0 describea sm ooth partoftheK-m atrix elem ents(s0 > 1:5 GeV).

Thefollowing form ulaedescribetheGAM S ��,�� and ��0production am plitudedue

to t-channelexchange:

A �N ! N b = N (�	 N 5	 N )FN (t)D (t)~K ��(t);a(1� i�K )� 1ab ; b= ��;��;��
0
;

~K ��(t);a =

 
X

�

~g(�)(t)g(�)a

M 2
� � s

+ ~fa(t)
1+ s0

s+ s0

!
s� m 2

�=2

s
; (5)

~g(�)(t)= g
(�)

1 + (1�
t

m 2
�

)(�g �
t

m 2
�

)g0(�) ;

~fa(t)= f1a + (1�
t

m 2
�

)(�g �
t

m 2
�

)f0a ; (6)

FN (t)=

"
~�� m 2

�

~�� t

#4

; D (t)= (m 2

� � t)� 1 : (7)

HereFN (t)isthenucleon form factorand D (t)isthepion propagator.

The part ofthe am plitudes p�p (atrest) ! �0�0�0,�0�� which corresponds to the

two-m eson production in 00+ + stateA p�p! m esons = A 1(s23)+ A 2(s13)+ A 3(s12)(wherethe
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am plitude A k(sij)standsforany interaction ofparticlesin interm ediate statesbutwith

lastinteractionswhen theparticlek isa spectator)hasthefollowing form :

A 1(s23)= ~K p�p�;a(s23)(1� i�K )
� 1

ab
; b= ��;�� ;

~K p�p�;a(sij)=

0

@
X

�

�
(�)

p�p�g
(�)
a

M 2
� � sij

+ �p�p�;a
1+ s0

sij + s0

1

A
sij � m 2

�=2

sij
: (8)

Thesam epartoftheam plitudein thep�p (atrest)! �0�0� reaction isdescribed as:

A 1(s23)= ~K p�p�;a(s23)(1� i�K )
� 1

ab
; b= �� ;

~K p�p�;a(sij)=

0

@
X

�

�
(�)

p�p�g
(�)
a

M 2
� � sij

+ �p�p�;a
1+ s0

sij + s0

1

A
sij � m 2

�=2

sij
: (9)

Param eters��
p�p� and �p�p� (�

�
p�p�,�p�p�)m ay becom plex m agnitudeswith di�erentphases

dueto threeparticleinteractions.

In theleading term softhe1=N expansion,thecouplingsoftheq�q-m eson and glueball

tothetwom esonsaredeterm ined bythediagram swheregluonsproduceq�q-pairs(seeFigs.

1b,c). The production ofsoftq�q pairsby gluonsviolatesavoursym m etry: the direct

indication ofsuch aviolation com esfrom thedescription ofthem ultiparticleproduction in

thecentralhadron collisionsathigh energies(seeref.[19]and referencestherein)and from

radiative J= -decays[17].In these casesthe production ofstrange quarksissuppressed

bythesam efactor�.Theratiosoftheproduction probabilitiesareu�u :d�d :s�s= 1:1:�,

with � = 0:4� 0:5 [19],thatm akesitpossibleto calculateunam bigously theratiosofthe

decay coupling constantsin the fram ework ofthe quark com binatoric rules. Previously,

quark com binatoricsweresuccessfully applied tothecalculation ofthehadron production

in high energy collisions[20,21]and in theJ= -decay[22].Extendingthispropertytothe

decaysof00+ + q�q-m esons,one m ay calculate the ratiosofcoupling constantsf0 ! ��,

K �K ,��,��0,�0�0. They are given in Table 1 for f0 = n�n cos� + s�s sin�,where

n�n = (u�u+ d�d)=
p
2.

The glueballdecay couplings in the leading term s of1=N -expansion obey the sam e

ratiosastheq�q-m eson couplings,with them ixingangle�= � glueball,wheretan�glueball=q

�=2 [9]. This is resulted from the two-stage decay ofa glueball(see Fig. 1c): inter-

m ediate q�q-state in the glueballdecay isa m ixture ofn�n and s�s quarks,with the angle

�glueball= 25o � 3o.

In Table 1 we also present the glueballcouplings in the schem e ofFig. 1d: these

couplingsaresuppressed by thefactor1=N c ascom pared tothatofFig.1c.Nevertheless,

we take them into account in the analysis offbare0 considered here as candidates for a

glueball.Thenorm alization in Table1 isdone,following ref.[14],in such a way thatthe
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sum ofthe couplingssquared overallchannels isproportionalto the probability ofthe

production ofnew quark pair,(2+ �):

X

channels

G
2(c)I(c)=

1

2
G
2(2+ �)2;

X

channels

g
2

G (c)I(c)=
1

2
g
2

G (2+ �)2: (10)

HereI(c)istheidentity factorand c= �0�0,�+ �� ,K + K � and soon (seeTable1).W ith

this norm alization gG =G ’ 1=N c. Our experience ofquark-gluon diagram calculations

teachesusthatthe factor1=N c actually leadsto a suppression ofthe orderof1=10: in

the�tting procedureweim posea restriction jgG =Gj< 1=3.

W e use the coupling constant ratios shown in Table 1 for the determ ination ofthe

quark/gluoniccontentoffbare0 .Justi�cation ofthisprocedureisseen in them ultichannel

N =D -m ethod: the couplings offbare
0

satisfy the sam e ratios as the decay couplings of

resonancesin thedispersion relation approach [14].

2) Fit ofthe data

The �tting procedure used here isthe sam e asin ref. [9]. Com plicationsare due to

theadditionalchannel,��0,and tothenew K-m atrix polenear1800M eV.W einvestigate

a necessity forthis�fth pole,�tting thedata with and withoutit.The resultisthatfor

the description ofthe �� and ��0 spectra above 1700 M eV,the K-m atrix pole at 1800

M eV isde�nitely needed. W e check the two-pole structure ofthe K-m atrix elem entsin

the range 1200-1400 M eV,perform ing the �tsin the two-and one-pole approxim ations.

The results con�rm the statem ent ofref. [9]: the K-m atrix without two-pole structure

failsto describedata in theregion 1100-1500M eV.Theone-poleapproxim ation doesnot

give a satisfactory description ofeither the CrystalBarrelor GAM S data on the �0�0

spectra atlarge m om entum transfersquared,t. The lattershow a wellde�ned peak at

1300 M eV which correspondsto thef0(1300)resonance(seeFig.6).

In ref.[9]two typesofsolution werefound.In thepresentanalysis,which coversthe

region ofhigherm asses,up to 1900 M eV,there also existtwo groupsofsolutionswhich

areactually thecontinuationsofsolutionsobtained in [9].In solution I,them ixing angle

�(1810)ispositive and the resonance f0(1780)isnarrow: �(1780)= 140� 20 M eV.In

solution II �(1820) is negative while �(1780) = 310� 50 M eV.Let us stress that the

00+ + resonance in the region 1750-1800 M eV was seen in the four-pion system in the

decay J= ! 4�,and two di�erentsolutionsalso give eithera narrow [23]ora broad

[24]resonance,justasobtained here.

Ournonetclassi�cation willbebased on thefollowing two constraints:

(1) theangledi�erencebetween nonetpartnersshould be90o;forthisvaluethecorridor

90o � 5o isallowed in ouranalysis.

(2) couplingconstantsgofTable1should beapproxim ately equaltoeach otherfornonet

partners.
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The conventionalquark m odelrequires the equality ofthe coupling constants g. But

the energy dependence ofthe loop diagram ofFig. 1a,B (s),m ay violate thiscoupling

constantequality because ofm assdi�erencesofthe nonetpartners. Coupling constants

ofthe K-m atrix contain an additionals-dependentfactorascom pared to the couplings

obtained in theN/D-m ethod:g2(K )! g2(N =D )=(1+ B 0(s))[14].Thefactor(1+ B 0(s))� 1

a�ectsm ostly thelow-sregion dueto thethreshold and left-hand sidesingularitiesofthe

partialam plitude. Therefore,the coupling constant equality is m ostly violated for the

lightest00+ + nonet,13P0 q�q.W eallow forthem em bersofthisnonet1� g(1)=g(2)� 1:5,

where the notations1 and 2 referto di�erentfbare
0 .Forthe 23P0 q�q nonetm em bers,we

putg(1)=g(2)= 1.

In solution Ithefollowing variantofthenonetclassi�cation exists:

I. fbare
0

(720)and fbare
0

(1260)are13P0 nonetpartners,

fbare0 (1600)and fbare0 (1810)are23P0 nonetpartners,

fbare
0

(1230)isa glueball.

Forthisvariantthe �2 valuesaregiven in the second colum n ofTable 2,param eters

are presented in Table 3 and the description ofdata isshown by dashed curvesin Figs.

2-6.

W ithin solution II,two variantsdescribewellthedata set:

II-1. fbare
0

(720)and fbare
0

(1260)are13P0 nonetpartners,

fbare0 (1600)and fbare0 (1810)are23P0 nonetpartners,

fbare
0

(1230)isa glueball;

II-2. fbare
0

(720)and fbare
0

(1260)are13P0 nonetpartners,

fbare
0

(1230)and fbare
0

(1810)are23P0 nonetpartners,

fbare0 (1600)isa glueball.

The�2 valuesforthesolutionsII-1 and II-2 aregiven in thethird and fourth colum ns

ofTable 2.Param etersarepresented in Table4 (solution II-1)and in Table 5 (solution

II-2)and thedescription ofdata isshown in Figs.2-5 by dotted curvesforthesolution

II-1 and in Figs.2-8 by solid curvesforthesolution II-2.

The t-dependentcouplingsobtained from GAM S data and the production constants

forthesolution II-2 fortheCrystalBarreldata arepresented in Table6.

In allthesolutionsthecalculated branching ratios,p�p! 3�0=���,forthedescription

ofCrystalBarreldata arevery closeto theexperim entalvalue3:2� 0:8 [5]:

BR(p�p! ���=���)=2.85(I),2.72(II-1),2.80(II-2).

The im posing ofcom binatoric rules on the resonance coupling constants and nonet

classi�cation constraintsdoesnotsigni�cantly changethedescription ofdataascom pared
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to the �twith freecouplings.M oreover,theuse ofquark com binatoricsprovidesa good

convergence to the �t,whereasthe �twith free couplings hasratherpoorconvergence,

thusyielding seriousproblem sin �nding them ain m inim um of�2.

3) R esults

Oursim ultaneousK-m atrix analysisofthe 00+ + -wave pointsto the existence of�ve

bare states fbare
0

in the m ass region below 1900 M eV.Only two ofthem are de�nitely

s�s-rich states: fbare0 (720) and fbare0 (1810). Therefore only two nonets below 1900 M eV

can beconstructed;thefollowing variantsofthenonetclassi�cation arepossible:

1. fbare0 (720),fbare0 (1260) 13P0 nonet, fbare0 (1600),fbare0 (1810) 23P0 nonet;

2. fbare
0

(720),fbare
0

(1260) 13P0 nonet, fbare
0

(1230),fbare
0

(1810) 23P0 nonet;

Scalarm esonsin thelightest13P0 q�q-nonetarethesam ein both oursolutions:f
bare
0 (720�

100)and fbare
0

(1260� 30).The avourcontentoffbare
0

(720� 100)and fbare
0

(1260� 30)

alm ost coinsides with the n�n=s�s content of � and �0, correspondingly, that indicates

the sym m etry in interactions which are responsible for the form ation of the lightest

scalar/pseudoscalarq�q-m esons.

In any variantoneofthebarestates,eitherfbare
0

(1230)orfbare
0

(1600),issuperuous

fortheq�qsystem atics,and itscoupling constantsarein accordancewith therelationsfor

glueballdecay.

Itshould beem phasized thatourbarestatedoesnotcorrespond toapuregluodynam ic

glueballofrefs. [12,13]:the bare state includesquark degreesoffreedom ,in particular

the q�q com ponent(thisproblem isdiscussed in detailin ref. [14]). Thism eansthatthe

m assoffbare
0

(1230)orfbare
0

(1600)should notcoincide with them assobtained in Lattice

calculationsforthe pure glueball: 1550� 50 M eV [12]and 1710� 40 M eV [13]. Quite

theopposite,asisshown in ref.[14],an adm ixtureoftheq�q com ponentwantsto reduce

the m assofa pure glueballby 200-300 M eV.Therefore,according to our�t,one would

expectthem assofthegluodynam icglueballin theregion 1450-1600M eV forthevariant

1 orin theregion 1700-1900 M eV forthevariant2.

A principalquestion to ouranalysisishow m any statesare in the region 1200-1400

M eV.W ehave investigated thevariantwith only onebarestate in thisregion:itm akes

the quality ofthe �t worse. The �t ofthe data set is based on the existence ofthree

resonances (am plitude poles) in the region 1200-1600 M eV:two com paratively narrow,

f0(1300)and f0(1500),and a broad one,f0(1530
+ 90

� 250);the interference ofthe broad res-

onance with narrow ones produces a wide variety ofe�ects which are typicalfor the

spectra investigated.In orderto havethesethreeresonancesweneed threebarestatesin

theregion 1200-1600 M eV.

Nevertheless,onem ay bescepticalabouttaking into consideration such a broad reso-

nancelikef0(1530
+ 90

� 250).Herewewould liketoem phasizetheexistenceofaveryim portant
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phenom enon foroverlapping resonances[14]:them ixing oftheseresonancesincreasesthe

width ofonestate,thussim ultaneously reducing thewidth ofanotherone.In thecaseof

thefulloverlap,thewidth ofonestatetendsto zero while thewidth ofthesecond state

tendstothesum ofthewidthsofinitialstates,�1+ �2.Forthreeoverlapping resonances,

the width oftwo statestend to zero while the width ofthe third state accum ulatesthe

widthsofallinitialresonances,�third ’ �1+ �2+ �3.Thise�ectisquitesim ilartowhatis

wellknown in atom ic/m olecularphysics,nam ely,therepulsion ofcloselevels.Here,in the

caseofpolesin thecom plex plane,therepulsion hasa tendency to increase/decreasethe

widths.Thism eansthatin thecaseofoverlapping and m ixing resonancesitisinevitable

to have at least one resonance with a large width. Our analysis shows that this e�ect

happensexactly in them assregion 1200-1600 M eV.

C onclusion

W ehaveperform ed a sim ultaneousanalysisofallavailabledata forthe00+ + channel

in them assregion up to1900M eV.Fivebarestatesarefound:fourofthem arem em bers

ofq�q-nonets,whileonestateisextra forq�q system atics:itscouplingsto m eson channels

pointoutthatitisa bareglueballstate.Thisbareglueballstateisdispersed overthree

realresonances,f0(1300),f0(1500),and f0(1530
+ 90

� 250).
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Fig. 1. Quark-antiquarkloopdiagram which determ inestheglueballwidth (a);diagram s

forthedecay ofa q�q-m eson (b)and a glueball(c,d)into two q�q-m eson states.

Fig. 2. The�� ! �� S-waveam plitudem odulesquared [1];theeventsarecollected at

them om entum transfersquared jtj< 0:20GeV 2/c2.Thesolid curvecorrespondsto

solution II-2,thedashed curveto solution Iand thedotted oneto solution II-1.

Fig. 3. The�� ! K �K S-waveam plitudesquared:dataaretaken from refs.[7];thestyle

ofthecurvesisthesam easin Fig.2.

Fig. 4. The �� ! �� S-wave am plitude squared [2],thestyle ofthe curvesisthe sam e

asin Fig.2.

Fig. 5. The�� ! ��0S-waveam plitudesquared [3],thestyleofthecurvesisthesam e

asin Fig.2.

Fig. 6. Eventnum bersversusinvariantm assofthe��-system fordi�erentt-intervalsin

the�� p! �0�0n reaction [1].Thesolid curvescorrespond to solution II-2 and the

dashed curvesto solution I.

Fig. 7. Fit ofthe �� angular-m om ent distributions in the �nalstate ofthe reaction

�� p! n�+ �� at17.2 GeV/c[6].Thecurvecorrespondsto solution II-2.

Fig. 8. �0�0 spectra:in the p�p ! �0�0�0 reaction (a),in the p�p ! ��0�0 reaction (b);

�� spectra in the p�p ! �0�� reaction (c),��0 spectra in the p�p ! �0�0� reaction

(d).Curvescorrespond to solution II-2.
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Table1

Coupling constantsgiven by quark com binatoricsfora q�q-m eson decaying into two

pseudoscalarm esonsin theleading term softhe1=N expansion and forglueballdecay in

thenext-to-leading term softhe1=N expansion.� isthem ixing angleforn�n and s�s

states,and � isthem ixing anglefor� � �0m esons:� = n�ncos�� s�ssin� and

�0= n�nsin�+ s�scos�.In eq.(2)g 1 =
p
3

2
g cos�,g2 = g(

p
2sin�+

p
�cos�)=2.

Theq�q-m eson decay Glueballdecay couplings Identity

couplingsin the in thenext-to- factorin

Channel leading term sof1=N leading term sof1=N phasespace

expansion (Fig.1e) expansion (Fig.1f)

�0�0 g cos�=
p
2 0 1/2

�+ �� g cos�=
p
2 0 1

K + K � g(
p
2sin�+

p
�cos�)=

p
8 0 1

K 0K 0 g(
p
2sin�+

p
�cos�)=

p
8 0 1

�� g
�

cos2� cos�=
p
2+ 2gG (cos��

q
�

2
sin�)2 1/2

p
� sin� sin 2�

�

��0 gsin� cos�
�

cos�=
p
2� 2gG (cos��

q
�

2
sin�) 1

p
� sin�

�

(sin�+
q

�

2
cos�)

�0�0 g
�

sin2� cos�=
p
2+ 2gG (sin�+

q
�

2
cos�)2 1/2

p
� sin� cos2�

�
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Table2

�2 valuesfortheK-m atrix solutions.

solution I solution II-1 solution II-2 Num berof

points

CrystalBarrel

data [4,5]

p�p! �0�0�0 1.57 1.53 1.52 1338

p�p! �0�� 1.59 1.63 1.60 1798

p�p! �0�0� 1.52 1.58 1.62 1738

CERN-M �unich [6]

data 1.82 1.88 1.88 705

�+ �� ! �+ ��

New S-wave

GAM S data [1] 1.18 1.39 1.42 68

�+ �� ! �0�0

t-dependent

GAM S data [1]

0:00< t< 0:20 2.79 2.87 3.19 21

0:30< t< 1:00 2.98 3.04 2.84 38

0:35< t< 1:00 1.40 1.43 1.39 38

0:40< t< 1:00 2.20 2.16 2.38 38

0:45< t< 1:00 1.50 1.42 1.55 38

0:50< t< 1:00 1.92 1.82 1.97 38

GAM S data [2,3]

�� ! �� 0.70 0.88 0.99 16

�� ! ��0 0.38 0.52 0.37 8

Brookhaven

data [7] 0.80 0.69 0.61 35

�� ! K �K
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Table3

M asses,coupling constants(in GeV)and m ixing angles(in degrees)forthe

fbare0 -resonancesforsolution I.Theerrorsreecttheboundariesfora satisfactory

description ofthedata.

Solution I

� = 1 � = 2 � = 3 � = 4 � = 5

M 0:651+ :120� :030 1:219+ :045� :030 1:255+ :015� :045 1:617+ :010� :045 1:813+ :040� :040

g(�) 1:432+ :100� :100 0:612+ :050� :200 0:955+ :080� :080 0:567+ :050� :050 0:567+ :050� :050

gG 0 �0:120+ :050� :080 0 0 0

g
(�)

5 0 0:874+ :100� :150 0 0:661+ :100� :150 0:557+ :100� :100

�� -68.5+ 15� 4 25.0+ 15� 15 16.5+ 8� 8 -6.0+ 15� 17 89+ 5� 15

a = �� a = K �K a = �� a = ��0 a = 4�

f1a 0:505+ :100� :100 0:056+ :100� :100 0:494+ :100� :100 0:438+ :100� :100 �0:160+ :100� :100

fba = 0 b= 2;3;4;5

g
(1)

3 = �0:185+ 0:045� 0:045 g
(1)

4 = �0:250+ 0:100� 0:100 s0 = 5+ 1� 2:5
Poleposition

IIsheet

under�� 1:012+ :008� :008

and 4� �i0:033+ :008� :004

cuts

IV sheet

under��, 1:301+ :010� :020 1:504+ :004� :008 1:443+ :150� :120

4�,K �K , �i0:108+ :025� :015 �i0:064+ :008� :008 �i0:553+ :080� :120

�� cuts

V sheet

under��, 1:810+ :020� :020

4�;K �K , �i0:112+ :010� :030
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Table4

M asses,coupling constants(in GeV)and m ixing angles(in degrees)forthe

fbare0 -resonancesforthesolution II-1.

Solution II-1

� = 1 � = 2 � = 3 � = 4 � = 5

M 0:651+ :120� :030 1:220+ :050� :050 1:252+ :020� :030 1:572+ :040� :030 1:820+ :030� :040

g(�) 1:454+ :100� :150 0:605+ :050� :200 0:969+ :080� :080 0:431+ :050� :050 0:431+ :050� :050

gG 0 �0:125+ :050� :080 0 0 0

g
(�)

5 0 0:765+ :100� :150 0 0:570+ :100� :100 �0:604+ :120� :120

�� -67.6+ 15� 4 25.0+ 25� 15 17.4+ 8� 8 23.8+ 15� 17 -61.2+ 15� 15

a = �� a = K �K a = �� a = ��0 a = 4�

f1a 0:626+ :100� :200 �0:016+ :100� :100 0:463+ :100� :200 0:496+ :100� :200 �0:072+ :150� :100

fba = 0 b= 2;3;4;5

g
(1)

3 = �0:148+ 0:050� 0:050 g
(1)

4 = �0:268+ 0:100� 0:100 s0 = 5+ 1� 2:5
Poleposition

IIsheet

under�� 1:010+ :008� :008

and 4� �i0:040+ :006� :008

cuts

IV sheet

under��, 1:302+ :010� :020 1:495+ :006� :006 1:530+ :100� :200

4�,K �K , �i0:117+ :015� :025 �i0:061+ :008� :008 �i0:585+ :050� :100

�� cuts

V sheet

under��, 1:798+ :020� :020

4�;K �K , �i0:089+ :030� :040

�� and

��0cuts

V sheet

under��, 1:798+ :020� :020

4�;K �K , �i0:089+ :030� :040

�� and

��0cuts
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Table5

M asses,coupling constants(in GeV)and m ixing angles(in degrees)forthe

fbare0 -resonancesforthesolution II-2.

Solution II-2

� = 1 � = 2 � = 3 � = 4 � = 5

M 0:651+ :120� :030 1:219+ :060� :050 1:251+ :020� :030 1:559+ :060� :020 1:821+ :030� :040

g(�) 1:503+ :100� :200 0:508+ :060� :120 1:002+ :060� :100 0:398+ :070� :040 0:508+ :060� :120

gG 0 0 0 0:030+ :040� :030 0

g
(�)

5 0 0:673+ :120� :100 0 0:528+ :100� :100 �0:584+ :120� :120

�� -66.7+ 15� 4 42.3+ 8� 25 18.3+ 4� 8 25.0+ 5� 20 -52.7+ 10� 20

a = �� a = K �K a = �� a = ��0 a = 4�

f1a 0:524+ :150� :150 �0:058+ :100� :100 0:413+ :100� :120 0:406+ :150� :100 �0:178+ :150� :100

fba = 0 b= 2;3;4;5

g
(1)

3 = �0:167+ 0:100� 0:100 g
(1)

4 = �0:251+ 0:100� 0:100 s0 = 5+ 1� 2:5
Poleposition

IIsheet

under�� 1:012+ :008� :008

and 4� �i0:033+ :008� :004

cuts

IV sheet

under��, 1:301+ :010� :020 1:504+ :004� :008 1:443+ :150� :120

4�,K �K , �i0:108+ :025� :0150 �i0:064+ :008� :008 �i0:553+ :080� :120

�� cuts

V sheet

under��, 1:814+ :015� :025

4�;K �K , �i0:113+ :010� :030

�� and

��0cuts
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Table6

Theparam etersofthe��;�� and ��0production am plitudeA �N ! N b and p�p

annihilation am plitudeA k(sij)forsolution II-2.Allvaluesaregiven in GeV.

A �N ! N b

� = 1 � = 2 � = 3 � = 4 � = 5

g0(�) -0.027 0 0.019 0.016 0

a = �� a = K �K a = �� a = ��0 a = 4�

f0a -0.025 0.027 0 0 0

N = 474 ~�= 0:204 � g = 2:46

A k(sij)

� = 1 � = 2 � = 3 � = 4 � = 5

Re(�
(�)

p�p�) 0.023 0.590 0.389 1 -0.100

Im (�
(�)

p�p�) -0.387 -0.016 -0.430 0 -0.192

Re(�
(�)

p�p�) 1 -0.304 -0.171 0 0

Im (�
(�)

p�p�) 0 0.243 0.473 0 0

a = �� a = K �K a = �� a = ��0 a = 4�

Re(�p�p�;a) -0.102 -0.190 0.071 0 0

Im (�p�p�;a) -0.148 0.093 0.092 0 0

Re(�p�p�;a) 0.879 0.049 0 0 0

Im (�p�p�;a) 1.312 -1.558 0 0 0
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Fig.2
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Fig.3
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Fig.4
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Fig.5

23



Fig.6
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