arXiv:2407.07661v1 [hep-ph] 10 Jul 2024

Confirming the glueball-like particle X(2370) productions in e^+e^− collisions at BESIII energy with PACIAE model

Zhi-Lei She,^{1, ∗} An-Ke Lei,^2 Wen-Chao Zhang,^{3, †} Yu-Liang Yan,^4 Dai-Mei Zhou,^{2, ‡} Hua Zheng,^3 and Ben-Hao Sa^{2, 4, §} 1School of Mathematical and Physical Sciences, Wuhan Textile University, Wuhan 430200, China 2Key Laboratory of Quark and Lepton Physics (MOE) and Institute of Particle Physics, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China 3School of Physics and Information Technology, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710119, China 4China Institute of Atomic Energy, P. O. Box 275 (10), Beijing 102413, China (Dated: July 25, 2024)

The parton and hadron cascade model PACIAE is employed to confirm the BESIII newest observation of glueball-like particle X(2370) production in e^+e^− collisions at √ s = 4.95 GeV. We coalesce the X(2370) glueball state with two gluons in the simulated partonic final state by the Dynamically Constrained Phase-space Coalescence (DCPC) model. Alternative configuration of X(2370) molecular state is recombined in the simulated hadronic final state with π^+, π^−, K^+, K^−, K^0_S , K^0_S and η^′ by DCPC model. The resulted particle transverse momentum spectrum and rapidity distribution, etc. show a significant discrepancy between the two states. They are not only serving as criteria to distinguish the X(2370) glueball state or molecular state, but also confirming the BESIII observation of glueball-like particle X(2370) productions in e^+e^− collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) expects the existence of new types of exotic hadrons, such as glueballs and hybrids with gluonic degrees of freedom. Glueballs as the bound states of two and more gluons is an important topic in the hadron physics [1–3]. J/ψ radiative decay is a good experiment for glueballs production, because of its gluon-rich environment. The observation of the X(2370) with spin-parity quantum number of J^{P C} = 0^{−+} [4] is crucial. Recently it is confirmed by the Lattice QCD (LQCD) calculations and regarded as the pseudoscalar glueball candidate [5– 7]. The X(2370) has been sequentially certificated in J/ψ → γπ^+π^−η^′ [8], J/ψ → γK^+K^−η^′ and J/ψ → γK^0_SK^0_S η^′ [9]. Most recently it has been measured again by the BESIII in e^+e^− collisions at √ s = 4.95 GeV and regards as glueball-like particle. The measured mass and width of X(2370) is 2395 ± 11(stat)^{+26}_{−94}(syst) MeV/c^2, and 188^{+18}_{−17}(stat)^{+124}_{−33} (syst) MeV/c^2 [4], respectively.

Various explanations for the X(2370) have been proposed, such as a pseudoscalar glueball [7, 10, 11], radial excitation of η^′ meson [12, 13], a mixture state of pseudoscalar glueball and radial excitation of η^′ [14], a ssss tetraquark state [15], compact hexaquark states [16], etc. Despite significant efforts have been made, little consensus on its nature is still lacking indeed [17].

In this paper, we employ the parton and hadron cascade model PACIAE [18] together with the Dynamically Constrained Phase space Coalescence (DCPC) model [19]

∗ shezhilei@cug.edu.cn † wenchao.zhang@snnu.edu.cn ‡ zhoudm@mail.ccnu.edu.cn § sabhliuym35@qq.con

to confirm the BESIII newest observation of glueballlike particle X(2370) production in e^+e^− collisions at √ s = 4.95 GeV. Based on the PACIAE simulated Partonic Final State (PFS) we coalesce the X(2370) glueball state with two gluons by DCPC model. The X(2370) molecular state is recombined in the simulated Hadronic Final State (HFS) with π^+ + π^− + η^′ or K^+ + K^− + η^′ or K^0_S +K^0_S +η^′ by DCPC model. Our results of the X(2370) particle yield, its rapidity (y) and transverse momentum (p_T ) single differential distributions, as well as its p_T and y double differential distributions show a significant discrepancy between two states. These observables effectively distinguish the X(2370) glueball state from X(2370) molecular state and thus confirm the BESIII observation of glueball-like particle X(2370) production in e^+e^− collisions.

The PACIAE + DCPC model is a phenomenological model for elementary particle collisions and heavy-ion collisions. Its Monte Carlo (MC) simulation version has been successfully applied describing the production of exotic hadrons, such as X(3872), P_c states, and χ_{c1}(3872)/ψ(2S) cross-section ratio, in relativistic nuclear collisions [20–23]. In particular, the X(3872) tetraquark state and the molecular state have been coalesced and recombined, respectively, in the partonic final state and the hadronic final state [23].

II. MODELS

A. Brief introduction to e^+e^− collisions in PACIAE

The PACIAE model [18, 24, 25] is based on the PYTHIA 6.4 [26] with additionally considering the partonic rescattering and the hadronic rescattering before and after hadronization, respectively. The latest version of PA-

CIAE 3.0 [18] is employed in this work.

In PACIAE model each positron-electron (e^+e^−) collision is executed by PYTHIA [26] with presetting the hadronization turning-off temporarily. A partonic initial state is then available. This partonic initial state undergos the partonic rescattering, where the Lowest-Order perturbative Quantum ChromoDynamics (LO-pQCD) parton-parton interaction cross section [27] is employed. The resulted partonic final state comprises a lots and lots of quarks and (anti)quarks as well as gluons with their four-coordinate and four-momentum.

After partonic rescattering, the hadronization is implemented by the Lund string fragmentation regime and/or the coalescence model [18] generating a hadronic intermediate state. It is followed by the hadronic rescattering resulted a hadronic final state for a e^+e^− collision. This hadronic final state is composed of numerous hadrons with their four-coordinate and four-momentum. A block diagram of above transport processes is shown in the left part of the Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. A sketch for the X(2370) glueball state and molecular state productions in e^+e^− collision at √ s = 4.95 GeV in PACIAE + DCPC model.

B. DCPC model

In the quantum statistical mechanics [28, 29], the yield of a cluster composed of N particle (the parton in PFS or the hadron in HFS) is

Y_N = ∫ · · · ∫ E_α≤E≤E_β d⃗q_1d⃗p_1 · · · d⃗q_N d⃗p_N h^{3N} , (1)

where the E_α and E_β are particle lower and upper energy thresholds. The ⃗q_i and ⃗p_i are, respectively, the ith particle three-coordinate and three-momentum. If the cluster exists naturally, certain constraints (the component constraint, coordinate constraint, and the momentum constraint) should be satisfied. Therefore the yield of two gluons cluster, for instance, is calculated by

Y_{gg} = 1 2! ∫ · · · ∫ δ_{12} d⃗q_1d⃗p_1d⃗q_2d⃗p_2 h^6

, (2)

where

δ_{12} =

1 if [1 ≡ g, 2 ≡ g, m_0 − Δm ≤ m_{inv} ≤ m_0 + Δm, |⃗q_{ij} | ≤ R_0 (i ≠ j; i, j = 1, 2)]; 0 otherwise. (3)

The factor of 1/2! [29] in Eq. (2) is considering two gluons are identical particles. In the Eq. (3), the m_0 denotes cluster mass and the Δm is mass uncertainty (a parameter). The invariant mass, m_{inv} , reads

m_{inv} = (_2∑ i=1 E_i )_2 − (_2∑ i=1 ⃗p_i )_2 , (4)

where E_i (i = 1, 2) is component particle (g) energy. The R_0 and |⃗q_{ij} | denote, respectively, the cluster radius (a free parameter) and the relative distances between two component particles of i and j.

To coalesce the X(2370) two-gluon glueball state, we first construct a component particle list (gluon list) based on the partons list in PFS. A two-layer cycle over gluons in the list is then built. Each combination in this cycle, if it satisfies the constraints of Eq. (3), counts as an X(2370) glueball state. The gluon list is then updated by removing the used gluons resulting a new gluon list. A new two-layer cycle is built, etc. Repeat these processes until the empty of gluon list or the rest in the list is less than two. The parameters in Eq. (3) are set as: m_0 = m_{X(2370)} = 2395 MeV/c^2 and Δm = 94 MeV/c^2 (estimated by the measured half decay width of X(2370) [4], as well as R_0 < 1.0 fm [30].

Similarly, the X(2370) molecular state is recombined by DCPC model in HFS with component mesons of π^+, π^−, K^+, K^−, K^0_S , K^0_S and η^′. Thus we first construct a component meson list based on the hadron list in HFS. A three-layer cycle over component mesons in the list is then built. Each combination in the cycle, if it is (π^+, π^−, η^′) or (K^+, K^−, η^′) or (K^0_S , K^0_S, η^′) and satisfies the corresponding constraints similar to Eq. (3) but without extra factor of 1/2!, counts as an X(2370) molecular state. Here the corresponding parameters are set as follows: the m_{X(2370)} and Δm are the same ones in the glueball state calculation. The R_0 sets in the range of 1.0 fm < R_0 < 3.0 fm, here R_0 upper bound is assumed to be a summation of radius of three component mesons.

III. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

We generate 4 × 10^8 √ s = 4.95 GeV e^+e^− collision events by PACIAE 3.0 model with default parameters. The X(2370) glueball state and molecular state are then coalesced and recombined by DCPC model in the PFS and HFS, respectively, as shown in Fig. 1.

The particle single y and p_T differential distributions, as well as the p_T and y double differential distributions of X(2370) two states are calculated and given in Fig. 2. A significant discrepancy between X(2370) two states is observed in all the above distributions. They are not only serving as criteria to distinguish the X(2370) glueball state from the molecular state, but also confirming the BESIII observation of glueball-like particle X(2370) production in e^+e^− collisions.

The yield of the molecular state shows a visible difference among (π^+π^−η^′), (K^+K^−η^′), and (K^0_S K^0_Sη^′). π^+π^−η^′ is the largest and K^0_S K^0_Sη^′ is the least. This is consistent with the order in X(2370) radiative decay branching fraction [9, 10].

We consider only X(2370) two-gluon glueball state because of the BESIII measured X(2370) mass [4] is close to the LQCD prediction for a two-gluon pseudoscalar glueball of 2.3 − 2.6 GeV/c^2 [5–7]. Noteworthy, the predicted three-gluon pseudoscalar glueball mass is around 3.4 − 4.5 GeV/c^2 in both the LQCD [6, 7, 32] and the QCD sum rule [31].

As for the decay of pseudoscalar glueball, we just consider its three-pseudoscalar-meson channel of G → π^+π^−η^′, G → K^+K^−η^′ and G → K^0_SK^0_S η^′ (here G refers to the glueball). There is another channel of a light pseudoscalar meson (such as π, K, η^′) and a quark-antiquark nonet of scalars above 1 GeV (such as a_0(1450), K^∗_0 (1430), f_0(1370), f_0(1500) or f_0(1710)) [7, 10]. Therefore the X(2370) molecular state recombined by a light pseudoscalar meson and a quark-antiquark nonet has to be studied in the next work.

The similar study should also be extended to pp collisions and Pb-Pb collisions at LHC energies. We are also planned investigating the X(2370) nuclear modification factor (R_{AA}) and azimuthal asymmetry (v_2) as criterion to distinguish X(2370) glueball state from the molecular state. Meanwhile, the glueball nature, especially the three-gluon glueball configuration, has to be studied further. At last, we propose that all kinds of theoretical models (such as the LQCD, the QCD sum rule, and our phenomenological model Monte Carlo simulation method, etc.) study together with the experiments to unravel the nature of the glueball.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Shan Jin, Yan-Ping Huang, and Li-Lin Zhu for helpful discussions. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under grant Nos.: 12375135 and by the 111 project of the foreign expert bureau of China. Y.L. Yan acknowledges the financial support from Key Laboratory of Quark and Lepton Physics in Central China Normal University under grant No. QLPL201805 and the Continuous Basic Scientific Research Project (No, WDJC-2019-13). W.C. Zhang is supported by the Natural Science Basic Research Plan in Shaanxi Province of China (No. 2023- JCYB-012).

[1] C. Amsler and N. A. Törrnqvist, Phys. Rep. 389, 61 (2004).

[2] E. Klempt and A. Zaitsev, Phys. Rep. 454, 1 (2007). [3] V. Crede and C. Meyer, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 63, 74 (2009).

[4] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 181901 (2024).

[5] Y. Chen, A. Alexandru, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, I. Horváth, F. X. Lee, K. F. Liu, N. Mathur, C. Morningstar, M. Peardon, S. Tamhankar, B. L. Young, and J. B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 73, 014516 (2006).

[6] V. MATHIEU, N. KOCHELEV, and V. VENTO, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 18, 1 (2009).

[7] L.-C. Gui, J.-M. Dong, Y. Chen, and Y.-B. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 100, 054511 (2019).

[8] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 072002 (2011).

[9] M. Ablikim et al. (BESIII Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 746 (2020).

[10] W. I. Eshraim, S. Janowski, F. Giacosa, and D. H.

Rischke, Phys. Rev. D 87, 054036 (2013).

[11] R. Zhang, W. Sun, Y. Chen, M. Gong, L.-C. Gui, and Z. Liu, Phys. Lett. B 827, 136960 (2022).

[12] J.-S. Yu, Z.-F. Sun, X. Liu, and Q. Zhao, Phys. Rev. D 83, 114007 (2011).

[13] L.-M. Wang, Q.-S. Zhou, C.-Q. Pang, and X. Liu, Phys. Rev. D 102, 114034 (2020).

[14] J.-F. Liu, G.-J. Ding, and M.-L. Yan, Phys. Rev. D 82, 074026 (2010).

[15] N. Su and H.-X. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 106, 014023 (2022).

[16] C. Deng, J. Ping, Y. Yang, and F. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 86, 014008 (2012).

[17] H.-X. Chen, W. Chen, X. Liu, Y.-R. Liu, and S.-L. Zhu, Rep. Prog. Phys. 86, 026201 (2023), 2204.02649.

[18] A.-K. Lei, Y.-L. Yan, D.-M. Zhou, Z.-L. She, L. Zheng, G.-C. Yong, X.-M. Li, G. Chen, X. Cai, and B.-H. Sa, Phys. Rev. C 108, 064909 (2023), 2309.05110.

[19] Y.-L. Yan, G. Chen, X.-M. Li, D.-M. Zhou, M.- J. Wang, S.-Y. Hu, L. Ye, and B.-H. Sa, Phys. Rev. C 85, 024907 (2012), 1107.3207.

[20] H.-g. Xu, Z.-L. She, D.-M. Zhou, L. Zheng, X.-L. Kang, G. Chen, and B.-H. Sa, Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 784 (2021),

FIG. 2. The simulated y and pT single differential distribution, as well as pT and y double differential distribution of X(2370) two states in e^+e^− collisions at √ s = 4.95 GeV.

2105.06261.

[21] C.-h. Chen, Y.-L. Xie, H.-g. Xu, Z. Zhang,

D.-M. Zhou, Z.-L. She, and G. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 105, 054013 (2022), 2111.03241.

[22] C.-t. Wu, Z.-L. She, X.-Y. Peng, X.-L. Kang, H.-

G. Xu, D.-M. Zhou, G. Chen, and B.-H. Sa, Phys. Rev. D 107, 114022 (2023), 2303.03696.

[23] Z.-L. She, A.-K. Lei, Y.-L. Yan, D.-M. Zhou, L. Zheng,

W.-C. Zhang, H. Zheng, Y.-L. Xie, G. Chen, and B.-H. Sa, (2024), arXiv:2402.16736 [hep-ph].

[24] B.-H. Sa, D.-M. Zhou, Y.-L. Yan, X.-M.

Li, S.-Q. Feng, B.-G. Dong, and X. Cai, Comput. Phys. Commun. 183, 333 (2012), 1104.1238.

[25] D.-M. Zhou, Y.-L. Yan, X.-L. Li, X.-M.

Li, B.-G. Dong, X. Cai, and B.-H. Sa, Comput. Phy. Commun. 193, 89 (2015).

[26] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Z. Skands, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 026 (2006), 0603175.

[27] B. L. Combridge, J. Kripfganz, and J. Ranft, Phys. Lett. B 70, 234 (1977).

[28] K. Stowe, An Introduction to Thermodynamics and Statistical Mechanics (Cambridge University, Cambridge, England, 2007).

[29] T. U. R. Kubo, H. Ichimura and N. Hashitsume, Statistical Mechanics: An Advanced Course with Problems and Solutions (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1965).

[30] H. Zhang, J. Liao, E. Wang, Q. Wang, and H. Xing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 012301 (2021), 2004.00024.

[31] H.-X. Chen, W. Chen, and S.-L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 104, 094050 (2021).

[32] E. Gregory, A. Irving, B. Lucini, C. Mc- Neile, A. Rago, C. Richards, and E. Rinaldi, J. High Energy Phys. 10, 170 (2012).