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Scalar ﬂ] and tensoﬂ[Z] glueballs created jy radiative decays are studied in quenched lattice
QCD. Using two anisotropic lattices to approach the contindimit, we compute the relevant
form factors responsible for the decay ratesJog@ — yGy++ andJ/Y — yG,++. Comparing
with the existing experimental data, it is argued thgtl710) is a favorable candidate for scalar
glueball. The decay rate fat/y — yG,+~ is found to be quite substantial. A comprehensive
search in the tensor channel on BESIII is therefore sugdeste
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1. Introduction

Glueballs are exotic hadronic states made up of gluons.r Exe&tence is permitted by QCD
but remains to be confirmed by experiments. Quenched la@ie® studies[[3[]4[]5] have been
performed and the mass value for the scalar and tensor djlueb®s out to be around 1.7GeV
and 2.4GeV respectively. Recent exploratory study sugdkat the situation might be similar for
dynamical fermions[]6], as far as the mass values are coedern

It is well-known that gluons can be copiously produced i radiative decays. It is expected
that the gluons produced ily ¢ radiative decays dominantly form a glueball. If the produrt
rate of the glueball in the radiative decay can be obtaineah fiheoretical studies, it will provide
important information for identifying the possible canalie for the glueballs. Due to its obvious
non-perturbative nature, lattice QCD is the choice for #igly from first principles. In this paper,
we investigate the radiative decay &fy into a scalar or a tensor glueball in quenched lattice
QCD [, [2]. Our results will shed some light on various isscescerning the glueball candidates
that have been searched for at BEPCII with by far the larggstsample in the world.

2. Lattice setup
To lowest order in QED, the amplitude for deciyy — yG is given by

Mrr,re = €,(0:ry)(G(Pt,re)| iH(0)|3/W(pi,r)), (2.1)

where f; is the initial three-momentum af/¥ while ps is the final momentum of gluebat;
r, ry andrg corresponds to the helicity index for td¢W, photon and the glueball, respectively.
We used = p; — Pr to designates the three-momentum of the real photon &(ijr,) being its
polarization vector. The electromagnetic current operatgiven by: j* = ¢ Q¢ y*q with Q¢
being the electric charge for flavdr

It turns out that matrix elemeniG(ps,rg)|j*(0)|J/W(p,r)), which is non-perturbative in
nature, can be related to the following three-point funwticsee e.g. Ref][f], 8], that are computable
in lattice QCD:

Mo (B ditt) = = Z Ze WO (Bt +1)3u(V,t+1)0vi(0,7)) (2.2)

=%§ e (@0 (Br b+ OTr S 0.+ G0 DYRS G+ 10 0K] ) . @3)

e Eo(ti—t) g—Evt

:;, 2Ec(Pr)Va2Ev (Bi)

In the first of these expressior®y j is the operator which creates a vector charmonium from the
QCD vacuum whiled() is the optimized pure gauge glueball operator that is obthfrom a vari-
ational computation in the pure gauge secfpf]3] 4, 5]. TreratprJ,(x) = Cy,c(X) is the vector
current of the charm quark. Since disconnected and OZlfsgppd contributions are neglected in
this computation, contribution from other quark flavors drepped out. Note, however, this type
of vector current is not conserved on the lattice and requreextra multiplicative renormalization

(010" (0)|G(1)) (P OV (B)) V(B[O (0)[0) . (2.4)
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factorZ\(,s)(as) which is computed non-perturbatively using the spatial ponents of the current
in our study [1]. Furthermore, as E{. (2.3) indicates, theneated contributions from the charm
quark can further be expressed in terms of charm quark patpesy When inserting a complete
set of states in between the above mentioned operatorsyetlized that the three-point func-
tion in Eq. (2.2) becomes a sum over all possible contrimstifsom intermediate states, i.e. the
sum overG andV in Eq. (Z.4). The energieSs(pr) andEy (pi) and the overlap matrix elements
(0™ (0)|G(p¢)) and (V(ﬁi)]O\T,J(O)]m can be obtained from the corresponding two-point func-
tions for the operatog() (0) andOy ;(0), respectively. In a scenarig >t > 1, the three-point
function is dominated by the ground state contribution Wwtgontains the desired matrix element
(G(Pf)[Iu(0)|I/w(p)) that we are after. In real simulations, one could designa@pyate ratios

of three-point functions and two-point functions such thailateau behavior inyields the corre-
sponding matrix elemerG(pr)|Ju(0)|I/Y (P )). For example, for the case of the tensor glueball,
one forms the following ratio’

R (@t) =T (@ ts,t)

4V3MTEV(Q)\I F§2>(q,tf —t) 2.5)

Ci(tr —t) r?@ur? @ty

Here ng)(q,t) is the two-point correlation function for th#/W operatorOy ; while C'(t) is the
glueball two-point function for the optimized glueball sptor ). With the relevant factors
obtained from corresponding two-point functions and byradag for plateau behavior infor
various values 0€?, this ratioR; ;,,j(d,t) gives us the desired hadronic matrix element,

R (@t) = (Til3u(0)[V(d,r))e;(d,r) + 5 (1), (2.6)
r
whereg;(q,r) is the polarization vector fad/W anddf(t) accounts for the contaminations from
excited states.
In the continuum limit, the matrix element that we obtaimfrthe lattice can be decomposed
into appropriate form factors. For example, for the caséefscalar glueball, we have

S (S(B1)Fu(O)|V (B, ))& (Bi, 1) = auiEa(Q®) + BuiCa(QP), (2.7)
r
whereE;(Q?) andCy(Q?) are the corresponding form factors which are functions efgthoton

four-momentum square@? = —(ps — pi)?. Factorsa,j and B, are known kinematic functions
of initial and final momenta. Similarly for the case of tenghreball, we have

(G(Pr.re) |3 (O)IV (Pi.T)) = o Ex(Q%) + az M2(Q?) + a3 Ea(Q?) + a5 C1(Q°) + ag C2(Q%).  (2.8)

Again, E1(Q?), M2(Q?), E3(Q?), C1(Q?) andC,(Q?) are the corresponding form factors while
ai“'s are known kinematic functions, see e.g. RHf. [9].

For the physical decay width, one has to take the form faeeafuated at the physical photon
point Q%> = 0. Thus, for the case of scalar and tensor glueballs, we have

4a|py|

2
27MJ/41

1In this calculation, we take the reference frame such theatethsor glueball is at rest.

M3/ — yGor) = [E1(0)/?, (2.9)
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FQ/ =G = ;ﬂav’,?/y‘ (IEL(0)* +[M2(0)1* + E3(0)°) (2.10)
I

3. Numerical results

This calculation was performed on anisotropic lattidgs y8ihg tadpole improved Wilson
fermions [IP]. The bare anisotropy parameter is sef toas/a; = 5 which greatly enhanced the
resolution in the temporal direction. Two different sphtatice spacings have been used, the
coarse lattice withas = 0.222fm (3 = 2.4) and the fine lattice witlas = 0.138fm (3 = 2.8) to
inspect possible lattice spacing errors, whayealues are determined frorg 1= 41020) MeV.
The parameters in the action are tuned carefully by requitiat the physical dispersion relations
of vector and pseudoscalar mesons are correctly reprodu@zth bare quark mags|[11]. The bare
charm quark masses at differghare determined by the physical masspfy, m;y, = 3.097 GeV.
Relevant input parameters are summarized in Tdble 1. Antibk that have been utilized is the

Table 1: The input parameters for the calculation. Values for thepting 3, anisotropyé, the lattice
spacingas, lattice size, and the number of measurements are listed.

B ¢ as(fm) Lag(fm) L3xT Neonf
24 5 0.222(2) 1.78 Bx 96 5000
28 5 0.138(2) 1.66 £2< 144 5000

average over temporal time-slices which effectively iasel our statistics, see e.g. Hq.](2.2).

In the data analysis, the 5000 configurations are divided 100 bins and the average of 50
measurements in each bin is taken as an independent meastirelfor the resultant 100 mea-
surements, the one-eliminating jackknife method is usgmbtéorm the fit for the matrix elements.
Since the matrix elements are measured from the same catf@uensemble, we carry out a cor-
related data fitting to get the form factors simultaneousiy wovariance matrix constructed from
the jackknife method.
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Figure1l: The extracted form factoiS;(Q?) in physical units. The left panel is f@ = 2.4 and the right
one forB = 2.8. The curves with error bands indicate the polynomial fitwiit (Q?) = E;(0) + aQ? + bQ*
while the black dot being the interpolated vaEg0) at Q? =

For the scalar glueball, only one form factor, namelyQ? = 0), is relevant for the decay.
After obtaining the form factoE;(Q?) at various values of?, we fit the form factor fromQ? =
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—1.0GeV? to 25Ge\? using a polynomial form:
E1(Q%) = E1(0) +aQ*+ bQ*. (3.1)

This is done for both the coarsg & 2.4) and the finef§ = 2.8) lattice. In Fig[]L, we show the form
factor E;(Q?) obtained from our lattice calculations at the two latticacpgs. The left/right panel
corresponds to the coarse/fine lattice, respectively. Hte points are indicated by the red solid
points while the shaded bands designate the polynomidl.f[).(3'he fitted values foE;(0) are
shown by the black solid points @ = 0 in each panel. This particular value is to be substituted
into Eq. [2.9) for the decay width df/ ) — yGg++.
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Figure 2: The extracted form factorg; (Q?) M2(Q?) andE3(Q?) in the physical units. The left panel
is for B = 2.4 and the right one fof = 2.8. The curves with error bands show the polynomial fit with

F(Q%) =F(0) +aQ®+bQ*

For the tensor glueball, the analysis is similar exceptweahave three form factorg€;, M,
andEs. The situation is shown in Fig] 2 with the left/right paneresponds to the coarse/fine
lattice. Again, these form factors are fitted fr@ = —0.5Ge\? to 2.7 Ge\? using polynomials,

F(Q%) =F(0) +aQ®+bQ?, (3.2)

with i = 1,2,3 corresponds t&;, My andEgs, respectively. More sophisticated fitting forms and
different fitting ranges have also been attempted, howatatistical compatible results was ob-
tained.

Results for the form factors obtained thus far, togetheh Wit corresponding glueball mass
values for the scalar and tensor, are summarized in 'ﬂablésb. listed in the Table are the renor-
malization factorZ\(,S) for the two lattices and the decay width computed using EG2 With
these values at finite lattice spacing, one could performeali extrapolation iaZ to estimate the
finite lattice spacing errors. These extrapolated valuesiso listed where applicable.

We now turn to phenomenological implications of our resuksst the scalar glueball case.
As is known, there are three major candidates in the scakreh: fp(1370), fo(1500 and the
fo(1710. Our lattice result shows that the branching ratio

F(J/Y — yGo+)/Tiot = 3.8(9) x 1073, (3.3)
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Table 2: Results for scalar and tensor glueballs.

B My (GeV) Zz(as) Ei(0as)(GeV) T(keV)

2.4 1.360(9) 1.39(2) 0.0708(43)

2.8 1.537(7) 1.11(2) 0.0602(31)

00 1.710(90) e 0.0536(57) 0.35(8)
B My (GeV) E;(GeV) M, (GeV) Ez(GeV) T(keV)
2.4 2.360(20) 0.142(07) -0.012(2) 0.012(2) 1.46(18)
2.8 2.367(25) 0.125(10) -0.011(4) 0.019(6) 1.17(20)
00 2.39(12) 0.114(12) -0.011(5) 0.023(8) 0.99(22)

Although the final states measured in experiments are n@& gauge glueballs, this branching
ratio can give us useful information about which of the thraadidatesfy(1710, fo(1500 and
fo(1370, has a larger pure gauge glueball component. By comparitigtiag existing experimen-
tal data, we concluded thd{ [1] onfg(1710) is compatible with the branching ratip (8.3), making
it the dominant candidate for the scalar glueball. At lea&,could say thafy(1710 contains a
much more substantial glueball component than the othecamdidates.

For the case of tensor glueball, our lattice result indatéarge branching ratio,

F(J/W— yGyit)/Tior = 1.1(2) x 10°2. (3.4)

With such a large branching ratio, tensor glueballs shoakktbeen created abundantlyJpW
radiative decays. However, there is no obvious candidatperenentally observed so far. The
narrow statef;(2220 observed by Mark Ill and BES in th&/( decay was once interpreted as
a candidate for the tensor glueball. Nevertheless, BESh wiibstantially more statistics does
not find the evidence of a narrow structure arouri@eV of rrt invariant mass spectrum in the
processes/y — ymt [L3]. Recently, based on 225 millialy ¢ events, the BESIII Collaboration
performs a partial wave analysisdfy — ynn and also finds no evident narrow peak fpf2220

in the nn mass spectrunf JIL3]. So the existencef #2220 is still very weak. It is possible that
tensor glueball in this mass range mix with the other hadrdinal states strongly such that no
single channel is dominant. Our result thus motivates asegijoint analysis of the radiativd @
decay into tensor objects WiV, PP, pp and 4t final states (wher¥ andP stand for vector and
pseudoscalar mesons, respectively), among whitlchannels may be of special importance since
they are kinematically favored in the decay of a tensor meson

4. Conclusions

Glueballs are supposed to be produced copiously in chaenradiative decays. BESIII, with
the largest charmonia sample in the world, seems to be thélesng ground for glueballs. In this
exploratory quenched lattice study, we computed the radistansition rate of /W to scalar and
tensor glueballs. Our calculation suggests ti3at 710 contains more scalar glueball components
than other candidates likig(1500 and fp(1370). Our results also indicate that the radiative decay
rate for tensor glueball is quite large. A comprehensivectes suggested in the tensor channels
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at BESIII to gain further information about tensor gluebalFinally, unquenched lattice study is
very much welcome which will clarify a lot of remaining pueszl
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