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Abstract. The anomalously large rates of some hadronic transitiom® fquarkonium are studied using QCD multipole
expansion (QCDME) in the framework of a constituent quarkdelovhich has been successful in describing hadronic
phenomenology. The hybrid intermediate states needecki®@®DME method are calculated in a natural extension of our
constituent quark model based on the Quark Confining St@]) scheme. Some of the anomalies are explained due to the
presence of an hybrid state with a mass near the mass of thgidgeesonance whereas other are justified by the presence
of molecular components in the wave function. Some unegpessults are pointed out.
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INTRODUCTION the flux-tube model [10, 11], constituent gluons [12],
Coulomb gauge QCD [13] and quark confining string
The recent experimental data of the hadronic transimodel (QCS) [14, 15, 16] or QCD string model [17].
tions of heavy quarkonia, such @gnS) or Y(nS) to  Among them we adopt the QCS model since it was used
lower states with emission of two pions, show a puz-in the early works of QCDME and it incorporates finite
zling behavior. The experimental data show that thequark mass corrections.
X(4260), X(4360 and X(4660 states apparently de-  Above the open flavor threshold, the QCDME scenario
cay only through particular channels. TK¢4260 res-  may change due to the possible contribution of molecular
onance has been seen onlyJayn™ -, whereas the components [5], which can modified the hadronic decay
X(4360 and X (4660 appear only in thep(2S)r"m~  width.
channel. Furthermore, these two resonances have an In this work we will address the description of the new
anomalously large width [1, 2, 3]. Moreover, such decaysdata of the hadronic transitions in heavy quarkonium us-
have not been observed for tijg4415). In the bottom  ing the QCDME in the framework of a constituent quark
sector, compared to the ordinaf{nS) — Y(mS (m< n) model (see references [6] and [7] for reviews) which has
transitions, the partial width of th¥(10860 is out of  been successful in describing the hadron phenomenol-
line by two orders of magnitude [4]. ogy and the hadronic reactions. Hybrid states are con-
The typical momentum involved in the transition is too sistently generated in the original quark model using the
low to use perturbative QCD and therefore such meth-QCS scheme. In this way we minimize the number of
ods can not be applied. Then, non perturbative methoddree parameters. Above the open flavor threshold molec-
like the QCD multipole expansion approach (QCDME), ular meson-meson channels coupled todbstates are
should be used to describe at least the transition oincluded in the calculation
the lower lying states. In the single channel picture of
QCDME the heavy quarkonium system serves as a com-
pact color source which emits two soft gluons which THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
hadronize into two pions. After the emission of the first
gluon and before the emission of the_second one therghe constituent quark model we use is based on the as-
exists an intermediate state where @@ pair together sumption that the spontaneous chiral symmetry break-
with the gluon forms an hybrid state. The width of the ing generates the constituent quark mass. To compensate
transition critically depends on the particular spectrumthis mass term in the Hamiltonian the Lagrangian must
of the_hybrid states, therefore it is important to describeinclude Goldstone boson fields which mediates the inter-
the QQ states an the hybrid consistently using as few paaction between quarks. The minimal realization of this
rameters as possible. mechanism include a pseudoscalar boson and an scalar
Apart from lattice calculations [8, 9], hybrid me- one. This fact does not affect the heavy quark sector but
son properties have been calculated in different modelds of paramount importance in the molecular picture be-
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cause the only remaining interaction between the twdnteracting with coloSU(3) gauge fields in a two dimen-
molecular component, due to its color singlet nature, issional world sheet. The model has no gluonic degrees of
the one driven by the Goldstone boson exchanges bdreedom, but has instead string degrees of freedom.
tween the light quarks. Below the chiral symmetry scale The string can carry energy-momentum only in the
quarks still interact through one gluon exchange and conregion between the quark and the antiquark, thus the
finement potential. Explicit expression for this interac- quarks appear to be at the ends of the string. The equa-
tions are given in Ref. [19]. tion that describes the dynamics of the quark-antiquark

In this model mesons are described as clusters opair linked by the string is the usual Schroédinger equa-
one pair of quark and antiquark. To found the quark-tion with a confinement potential. Gluon excitation ef-
antiquark bound states we solve the Schrddinger equdects are described by the vibration of the string. These
tion using the Gaussian Expansion Method [20]. In thevibrational modes provide new states beyond the naive
case of the molecular structures the four body problenmeson picture. A complete description of the QCS model
is also solved using the gaussian expansion and the twean be found in Ref. [15]. Its generalization to our con-
body wave functions obtained from the solution of the stituent quark model is described in Ref. [25].
Schrddinger equation. To derive the meson-meson inter-
action from theqq interaction we use the Resonating
Group Method (RGM) [21]. The coupling between the RESULTS
gq and the four quarks configuration are performed us-
ing the3Py model [22]. A more detailed discussion of the All the parameters of the quark model are taken from
model and its application to the states mentioned abov®ef. [26]. The quantum numbers of hybrid states which
can be found in Ref. [5]. participate in the two pion transition a®® = 1.

To calculate the hadronic transition we use theThe mass of the two low lying states in theg sector
QCDME method. The multipole expansion has beenare 435 and 464GeV. The first one agrees with the
widely used for studying radiation processes in whichresults of the flux-tube model [11}#.1 — 4.2), Coulomb
the electromagnetic field is radiated from local sourcesgauge QCD [13]4.47), QCD string model [17]4.40),

In our case the energy difference between the initial anghotential models [18]4.23) and lattice calculation [9]
the final states is usually small and therefore the gluor{4.40). In the bottom sector the ground state mass is
wavelength is large compared to the typical size of thel0.785GeV near to the mass of the potential model
QQ states and can be treated in a multipole expansion(10.79) [18]

The gauge-invariant formulation of multipole expansion  Table 1 shows the calculate®, i yng X Mete-
within QCD was given by T.-M. Yan in Ref. [23]. for the J°C = 1-~ charmonium states. As the decays

The two pion hadronic transitions are dominated bpr(ZS) — J/Ymtm and Y(3770 — J/@mtm have
double electric-dipole transitions (E1E1). The transitio peen used to fit th€, andC, parameters, they are not
amplitude split into two factors. The first one concernsinclyded in the table. One can see that in the case of the
to the wave functions and energies of the initial and fi-gecay channely(2S)rt - the only significant values
nal quarkonium state as well as those of the intermediatgorrespond to the decays of t&4360) and X (4660)
states. All these quantities can be calculated using suityhich are also in agreement with the recent experimen-
able quark models. The second one describes the comg| data.
version of the emitted gluons into light hadrons. Its scale | the decay channel/ymtm a high value of the
is the light hadron mass, which is very low and there'%’mrw(ns X [ere- iS Obtained for thexX(4360) reso-
fore cannot be calculated in a perturbative way. Usunance. This result apparently contradicts the experimen-
ally one uses a phenomenological approach based og| data because this decay has not be reported in the reac-
PCAC [24] which involves two parametei§y(andCy).  tionete — J/ymtm [1]. The cross section of this re-
TheC, term is isotropic (S-wave) while th@; term is  action shows a resonance in th@ 4 4.4 GeV. energy re-
angular dependent (D-wave). These two parameters aigon which has been attributed to té¢4260). This res-
fitted to the well establisheq)(2S) — J/¢m"m and  onance does not appear in our calculation a§meson
W(3770 — I/ transitions. and its nature is still under discussion. An interference

As explained above, these transitions involve the emispetween the&X (4260 andX (4360) resonances would be
sion of two gluons that hadronized into two pions. The possible and should be explored.
intermediate states after the emission of the first gluon f one looks to the values of the cross section at peak
and before the emission of the second gluon are statqgaple 2) one sees that in the decay chardighm m
with a gluon and QQ pair which are the so-called hy- the values of the rest of peak cross sections, besides the
brid states. We describe these states in the QCS modelfesonance at.36 Gev, are of the order of the experi_

The QCS model is defined by a relativistic-, gauge-mental background and it is difficult to decide whether a
and reparametrization-invariant action describing gsiark



TABLE 1. Ryng = Znim yng X Neve- for the ¢ = 17~ charmo-
nium states. Experimental data are from Ref. [3].

Initial Meson ‘ Rthw V) R, V) ‘ R‘h g (V) Rt (eV)
(4040 1.20 - 0.11 -
(4160 0.40 - 6x10°? -
X (4360 525 - 5.05 744+0.9
X (4415 3x 1076 - 0,27 -
X (4660 0.58 - 1.08 104+0.5

TABLE 2. The cross section at peak for th&° = 1-— Swave char-
monium states. Experimental data are from Ref. [3].

Initial Meson | o}*}w (pb) 057, (pb) | G&T(zs) (Pb) Tty (PD)

(4040 13.46 - 1.25 -
Y(4160 332 - 0.50 -

X (4360 3297 - 3169 52+2

X (4415 4%10°° - 3.38 -

X (4660 10.97 - 20.29 28+2

TABLE 3. Ry(ng = Zrnving % Mere for theJPC = 1-~ bottomonium states. Experimental data are from Ref. [27].

i h h h
Initial Meson ‘ R%r(lg) (eV) Ris (V) ‘ R§r<23) (eV) R¥zs (V) ‘ R§(<33) (eV)  R{sg (€V)
Y(29) 98.34 1054+4.3 - - - -
Y(39) 2394 185+9.8 5.58 -
Y(4S) 6x102 (23409 %102 | 25x10°% (2.3+0.4)x 1072 - -
Y(10860 41x10°2 1.64+0.40 5.8x 1072 2424064 1.8x1072 1.49+0.65

resonance is present or not. These results justify why nowo resonances in the 10860 MeV mass region. The first
signal of they (4040, (4160 and /(4415 has been one is too narrow and the second is wide. We iden-
reported. tify the wide resonance with thé(10860. The process

The results for the bottomonium sector are shown inY{10860 — Y(nS i involves the creation of gq pair
Table 3. One can see that the theoretical values agresend a quark rearrangement process. This can resultinto a
reasonably well with the experimental ones except in thenonresonant final sta¥§nS) T, or an intermediate state
case of theY(10860. In this case we do not find any in which the two pion forms a resonance (likg980))
hybrid state near its energy and the mechanism whicliollowing by a subsequent decay into the final channel.
explains the large width in the charm sector cannot bdn the calculation we include thig(500) and thef(980)
applied to this case. resonances together with the nonresonant contribution.

TheY(10860 is above the open-bottom threshold and Results are shown in Tables 5 and 6. The contribution of
then contributions of molecular components of the wavethe molecular components is able to explain the branch-
function like BB, BB* or B*B* may appear. The impor- ing ratio of theY(10860 — Y{(1S)rmT but fails in the
tance of these components lies in the fact that the deY{(2S)mmandY(3S) T cases. In all cases the main con-
cays of the molecular structures through W chan-  tribution corresponds to the nonresonant process but this
nelis OZI allowed whereas the decay dftacomponent  contribution decreases as the phase space decreases. The
is OZI forbidden. Therefore the presence of molecularcontribution of more resonances could help to improve
components in the wave function enhances the transitiothe results.
probability.

Following Ref. [5], we have performed a coupled
channel calculation including thab 53S; and 4D to- SUMMARY
gether with theBB, BB* and B*B* molecules. The re-

sult of this calculation is shown in Table 4. We obtain Using the constituent quark model quoted above we cal-

culate thel /rrrandy (2S) mrrdecays of thgPC = 17—



TABLE 4. Molecular components of the'I bottomonium states above the
BB threshold..

Mass (MeV) Width (MeV). Prol§5%S;) Prob(43D;)  Prob(Mol)

1082910 7531 072 11.27 88.01
1084973 1551 024 2.38 97.38
1084993 8943 348 11.99 84.53
TABLE 5. Widths and Branching Ratios of th&(nS) ish Ingenio-Consolider 2010 Program CPAN (CSD2007-

hadronic transitions through molecular components. Ex- 00042)
perimental data are from Ref. [27]. )

Channel  Width (MeV). B.R.[%] B.R.exp[%]
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