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We investigate the twist-2 distribution amplitudes of the scalar mesons a(980) and
ap(1450) in the two-quark picture. The moments of these scalar mesons are obtained up to
the third order with QCD sum rules method. With these moments, the first two Gegenbauer
coefficients are determined and utilized to analyze the twist-2 distribution amplitudes. Our
numerical results indicate that the meson a((980) favors a conventional two-quark ground
state. The paper concludes with an examination of the form factors for the transitions

B/D — ay.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

In the early 1990s, two scalar mesons with properties that challenged the quark model were dis-
covered [1, 2]: the mass-degenerate and relatively narrow resonances f,(980) and a((980). Cribov
and colleagues proposed that they could be novel mesons, suggesting that their quark-antiquark
configurations are "’7;\/;3 for the isoscalar f;,(980) and ’”7;\/;3 for the isovector a(980) [3]. Mean-
while, the mass and width patterns of those scalar mesons led R. L. Jaffe to propose tetraquark as-
signments for a complete light scalar nonet, potentially explaining the mass degeneracy of f,(980)

and a((980) due to identical four-quark compositions [4]. Despite these scalar mesons, f,(600),
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f0(500), K;(700), f,(980) and a¢(980), currently forming a complete light nonet in Particle Data
Group (PDG) listings, there remains a diversity of perspectives on a((980) [5].

Over the past two decades, significant advancements have been made in both theoretical [6—11]
and experimental studies [12—17] of the scalar mesons a((980) and a((1450). Researchers have
employed various methods, including perturbative QCD approaches [18-21], QCD sum rules [22-
31], light-cone sum rules [32-38], and phenomenological models [39-41], to investigate these
particles, focusing on aspects such as distribution amplitudes.

Distribution amplitudes are fundamental tools in hadronic physics, essential for understanding
the internal momentum distribution of quarks and gluons within hadrons. They serve as crucial in-
puts in theoretical frameworks such as light-cone sum rules and QCD factorization, which govern
hard scattering amplitudes in various reactions. The normalization of the distribution amplitudes
of a meson is the decay constant. These comprehensive studies enhance our understanding of
hadronic structures and the dynamics governing meson decays, offering valuable information for
experimental validation at facilities like LHCb and Belle 1I.

In 2010, to figure out the physical properties of the scalar meson a((980), Ref. [42] introduced
a model-independent approach to probe the quark structure of light scalar mesons: they defined
a critical ratio parameter R as the ratio of partial decay widths, which crucially differs between
configurations: R = 1 for a two-quark (¢g) configuration and R = 3 for a four-quark (gqgqq)
structure. These predictions have been experimentally validated by the Beijing Spectrometer (BES
III) collaboration [43] and BES III reports that R = 2.03 + 0.95 + 0.06. In a sense, semileptonic
decays related to D-meson inherently offer a clean experimental platform to probe the a(980)
resonance, which dynamically emerges from an isovector configuration of u/d-quark-antiquark
pairs. Therefore, we construct the distribution amplitudes of @y within the two-quark picture in
this work.

In this work, we first apply QCD sum rules to derive expressions for the moments of the twist-2
distribution amplitudes of light scalar mesons a((980) and a((1450), analyze their characteristics
and provide the first two non-zero moments. Subsequently, we examine the dependence of these
moments on the Borel parameter M? and the threshold s,. Finally, we present the transition form
factors for B/D — ay(980), ap(1450) decay processes by light cone sum rule.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we derive the general sum rules of moments for
twist-2 distribution amplitudes of scalar mesons. In Sec. III, we provide the numerical results for

the first two moments for a((980) and ay(1450). The form factors of B/D — ay are also obtained.



Sec. IV presents our conclusions.

II. QCD SUM RULE ANALYSES

A. Twist-2 distribution amplitudes of scalar mesons

The twist-2 distribution amplitude ¢,(x, u) of scalar mesons a in the two-quark picture is char-

acterized by the following definition [44]

1
(S (P)Ig2(22)y,41(z1)I0) = p, f dxe’ P2t g (x, 1), (1)
0

where x(X) represents the momentum fraction of the quark g,(¢q;) within the scalar meson, with
X = 1—x, pis the momentum of scalar meson and y is the energy scale. The distribution amplitude

subjects to the normalization condition

1
fo dxp(x.) = 2)

where f; is the decay constant of scalar meson.

For a light scalar meson, depicted within a two-parton framework, it is capable of coupling to
both vector and scalar quark current operators. Consequently, the decay constants can be defined
as [45]

SPNa2y.9110) = fippu,

(S (P)g24110) = m f.

For a charged scalar meson, the decay constants f; and f, are related through the equation of

motion

usfs = fs,

Ms =

myg

my(u) — my(p)’

where m,, m, and m, denote the masses of q;, g, and ay, respectively.
Based on the conformal symmetry hidden in the QCD Lagrangian, the distribution amplitude

can be expanded in a series of Gegenbauer polynomial C/* with increasing conformal spin as [46]

0ueupt) = Fi6x(1 = 0)[Bo+ 1 | Bu(u)Ci2x = D). 3)

m=1
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Here, C,, represents the Gegenbauer polynomials, and B,, is the Gegenbauer coefficients.
Utilizing the background field method, we can compute the moment of the twist-2 distribution

amplitude defined in Equation (1). From Equation (1), it is straightforward to deduce

OG22z - Dq)"IS(P)) = (z - p)"™* ful™, )
with the moment 1
@@=L£ch@x—D%M%u) (5)

To calculate the above (£") , we consider the following correlation function
(2, q) = (- 9" 1,(q")

. (6)
=1 f d*xe*(0|T{0,(x)0* (0)}10),

with
O, = p4(iz- D)'q1; 0 = §2q:1. (7)
In the deep Euclidean region, the correlation function is calculated using the operator product

expansion (OPE), truncated at dimension-6 operators, and presented as follows:
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The correlation function may also be evaluated at the hadron level. This involves inserting a
complete set of states with quantum numbers matching those of the current operator O into the two-
point correlation function. We arrive at the following hadronic representation of the correlation

function

ImI)* = 78(s — m})m, f2(€") + 7pt0(s = s0), ©)

where s, is the threshold between ground and excited states. The second term needs to be dealt
with. Further, employing the dispersion relation, the correlation function at the hadronic level is

matched with the OPE side as follows [47]:

1 Iml,(s)
- f ds—— = 12P(¢"). (10)
nJo  s-4q



Applying quark-hadron duality to Equations (8) and (9), one can obtain

had __ ) 727 &n i 1\ 1 B
ImZ,* = 76(s — m)m f(€") + o [S5+3x(=D"+ 2n]—(n Sy 1)0(s 50)- (11)

Matching the hadronic and OPE sides, we derive the sum rule

L(q%) = m6(s — m>)m f(E") + i[5 +3x(-1)"+ 2n]m9(s — 50)- (12)
To suppress the contribution of higher states, represented by the second term in Equation (9), we
apply the Borel transformation to both sides of the equation. This yields the following expression
11 f ) dse w Iml,(s) = By I2°P(g?),

TM? ),

(13)
where the Borel transform is defined as

BM2 =

li -—)" 14
anﬁ;m__Mz( — 1),(Q )'( sz) (14)
here, M? is Borel parameter.

Finally, comparing Equations (8) and (12), the expression for the moment (£") is derived after
applying the Borel transformation (14) to hadron and OPE sides as follows
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Since the contributions from higher dimensions are minimal, we truncate the OPE expansion at

dimension 6 here. Meanwhile, for scalar mesons such as the a((980) and a((1450), where the

quark-antiquark pair is id, the aforementioned equation is reformulated as follows
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The analysis of Equation (16) reveals that the contribution from (£") is minimal for even values
of n. Consequently, our focus shifts to the non-vanishing odd moments, specifically (¢') and (£%),
which are given by
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The renormalization group equations for the decay constant, quark mass, and condensate terms

are expressed as follows [48]
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Here, b = —

, where ny represents the number of quark flavors and u, represents a known
energy scale. Additionally, the orthogonality relation for the Gegenbauer polynomials is given by

n+1)(n+2)

4(2n + 3) Onn- (20)

1
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Considering Equation (3), we can obtain the following relations between the Gegenbauer coeffi-



cients B,, and the moments (£")

By = (&),
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The renormalization group equations governing the Gegenbauer moments are articulated as
a’s(ﬂ()) _W};4
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where the anomalous dimension vy, is
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The constant C; is assigned the value of 3, which is pivotal in our subsequent calculations.

B. The transition form factors for B/D — S with the light-cone sum rules

To elucidate the form factors, we construct the two-point correlation function as follows [49—
52]
(p,q) =1 f d*x ¢ (S (PIT{Ga(X )yu(1 +¥5)Q(x"), Q(0)i(1 +¥5)g1(0)}0), (24)
where S denotes the light scalar mesons, and Q represents either b or ¢ quark.
Typically, the correlation function can be expressed from two distinct viewpoints: 1) at the
hadronic level, by inserting a complete set of meson states between the two currents, and 2) at the
quark and gluon level, using OPE for the correlation function.

On the hadronic level, the correlation function is read

S(p)lg MYM|Qiysq;|0
H,l(p,q):< (P)IG2y,ys QM) M| Qiysq | >+hl.gher states. 25)

m%g/D - (p + Q)z

where |M) represents the pseudoscalar meson B/D. The matrix element is parameterized by form

factors as
(S (PNG2y,ysQM)y = =2if (g — ilf(q” + [ (@), (26)

with f, and f_ being the transition form factors for B/D — S, mp,p representing the masses of the
B/D meson. Subsequently, the hadronic side is expressed as

2@+ g + (gD Mypfoin fw p(s)ds

M(p,q) = —
: my, = (p+q)? mo + my, s—(p+q)7?

27)



where fp/p is the decay constant of B/D meson, mg and m,, represent the masses of heavy quark
Q and light quark ¢, p(s) is the spectral density, and s is the threshold.
On the OPE side, with the propagator of the heavy quark Q, formulated as

d4k —ik-x’ k + mQ
e >
(2m)* sz - k?

Sx') =i (28)

and the distribution amplitude (1), the correlation function on the theoretical side is expressed as

1
. ¢s (x, 1)

I1,=2 d . 29

. HroPu fo‘ x’712 — (g + xp)? 29

By matching the hadronic side with the OPE side and applying the Borel transformation to both

sides, we acquire the sum rules for the form factors [53]

f (qz) _ _mQ + mth f ¢(x) r;r¢

' B/DfB/D ’

1) = mo [ X, (0)
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where the function ¥ F is given by

1 m?
FF=- MZ(mQ+xxp - Xq°) + MA;’ (D
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N (0 = m2 = g2 + 4, — g = (so = m} - 7 )

2
2mS

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSES AND DISCUSSION

The input parameters involved in the numerical calculation are as follows [44, 54]
m, =2.16 MeV,
my = 4.67 MeV,
Mgy080) = 0.98 GeV,
Mgy1450) = 1.474 GeV,
(iuy = (ddy = —0.24° GeV?,
(gsitoGu) = (g, doGd) = 0.8 X (i) = 0.8 x (dd),
mj = 0.8 GeV?,



a; = 0.517.
As for the parameters related to the meson a((980), the scale is set at u = 1 GeV, and for
ay(1450), the scale is at u = 2 GeV. The Borel parameter and threshold are chosen to be within
ranges that adhere to the conventional constraints of sum rule calculations. To delineate the Borel

window for M2, we present an analysis of the Borel parameter curves for the moments in Figures

1 and 2.

040 ———————————————————— 0.5
sp=1.8 GeV?2 . 5p=1.8 GeV?
-0.41} -0.16]
— s0=2.1 GeV? —— 50=2.1 GeV?
-042p S=2.4 GeV?2 0T $0=24GeV? ___.-ecttTTT ]
-0.43] 048 .- E
"W W
-0.44] -9 — ]
-0.45] L0200
-0.46] -0.21F
047 -0.220 1 1 1 I I
1.30 1.35 1.40 1.45 1.50 7.0 7.2 7.4 7.6 7.8 8.0
M[GeV? M2[GeV?
1 3
(a)¢ (b)¢

FIG. 1: The first moment (left panel) £! and the third moment (right panel) & of a(980). The dot, solid

and dash line correspond to threshold sy = 1.8, 2.1, 2.4 GeV? at the scale u=1GeV.

Figure 1 displays the first moment (¢!, left panel) and the third moment (£°, right panel) for
ao(980). The Borel windows are determined as [1.3, 1.5] GeV? for &, and [7, 8] GeV? for &3, with
threshold parameters s, = 1.8,2.1,2.4 GeV?. The dependence of &" on M? is negligible, while
the threshold variation contributes less than 5% to the moments, as indicated by the overlapping

curves for different s.
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FIG. 2: The first moment (left panel) &' and the third moment (right panel) & of a¢(1450). The dot, solid

and dash line correspond to threshold so = 2.7, 2.9, 3.1 GeV? at the scale u=2GeV.

In an analogous manner, the Borel windows for the initial two moments of the a(1450) meson
have been determined and are presented in Figure 2. The Borel window for the first moment is
identified within the range of [2.5, 3.5] GeV?, while the third moment falls between [9, 11] GeV2.
It is also observed that the influence of the threshold parameter on the moments derived from the
QCD sum rule analysis is marginal.

In detail, for the a((980) meson, we obtain &' = —0.431 + 0.030 + 0.001 and &* = —0.187 +
0.010 + 0.006. The first uncertainty arises from the Borel parameter, while the second arises from
the threshold. For the a(1450) meson, the corresponding values are &' = —0.185 + 0.020 + 0.001
and & = —0.086 + 0.010 + 0.008. According to Equation (21), the Gegenbauer coeflicients are

presented in Table 1.

TABLE I: Gegenbauer coefficients at the scale u = 1 GeV for a¢(980) and i = 2 GeV for ay(1450).

B B;
ap(980) -0.718 -0.011
ap(1450) -0.308 -0.035

Further, according to Equation (3), one can obtain the distribution amplitudes of scalar mesons

ap(980) and a((1450) as shown in Figure 3 and 4.
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FIG. 3: The distribution amplitudes of ay(980) (left panel) and ay(1450) (right panel). The dot, solid and
dash line of left panel correspond to threshold sy = 1.8, 2.1, 2.4 GeV? at the scale u =1 GeV. The dot,

solid and dash line of right panel correspond to threshold sy = 2.7, 2.9, 3.1 GeV? at the scale u = 2 GeV.

0al TN e 50=1.8 GeV? | 0450 N\ e 50=2.7 GeV?]
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FIG. 4: The distribution amplitudes truncated at the first Gegenbauer moment &' of ay(980) (left panel)
and ap(1450) (right panel). The dot, solid and dash line of left panel correspond to threshold sy =
1.8, 2.1, 2.4 GeV? at the scale u = 1 GeV. The dot, solid and dash line of right panel correspond to
threshold s¢ = 2.7, 2.9, 3.1 GeV? at the scale u = 2 GeV.

Figure 3 presents the twist-2 distribution amplitudes of a((980) at the scale u = 1 GeV and
ap(1450) at the scale u = 2 GeV. To elucidate the reason of dependence of distribution amplitude
on the threshold sy, we show the distribution amplitudes of a((980) and ay(1450) with only the
first moment in Figure 4. A clear syp-independence is observed in these truncated calculations.
This implies that the so-dependence of the full twist-2 distribution amplitudes for both a((980) and

ap(1450) stems exclusively from higher moments. Even when the third moment is incorporated
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into our analysis, it remains evident that the insensitivity of the distribution amplitude of a((980)
to 5o contrasts with the sensitivity of that of ay(1450) to sy as shown in Figure 3.

It is well known that the distribution amplitude quantifies the longitudinal momentum fraction
carried by valence quarks (or partons) within a meson in the infinite-momentum frame, encoding
essential non-perturbative information about its light-cone wavefunction. For conventional quark-
antiquark (gg) configurations, the distribution amplitude of a scalar meson typically exhibits a
double extremum, reflecting symmetric momentum between constituents. The a((980) meson
conforms to this scenario, with the extremum of the distribution amplitude near x ~ 0.2/0.8. In
contrast, exotic configurations (e.g., tetraquark gggg or molecular states) may manifest suppress
endpoints (x — 0, 1) and enhance mid-momentum components, arising from additional color cor-
relations or cluster substructures. The distribution amplitude of ay(1450) shows a broader distribu-
tion, suggesting possible tetraquark admixtures. This conclusion is predicated on the assumption
that both states a((980) and a((1450) are treated as ground-state particles. However, it should be
noted that the a((1450) meson is conventionally regarded as the first excited state of the a,(980)
meson rather than the ground state.

Finally, by substituting the distribution amplitudes illustrated in Figure 3 into Eq. (30) and
using the Borel and threshold parameters from Ref. [57], transition form factors of B — a((980),
B — ay(1450), D — ay(980) and D — ay(1450) are obtained. These results are presented in Table

IT and compared with those of other methods.
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TABLE II: Comparison of form factors for B/D — ag in this work with QCD sum rule (SR), light cone
sum rule (LCSR), perturbative QCD (pQCD), Covariant Confining Quark Model (CCQM) and Covariant
Light-Front quark Model (CLFQM).

Process B — ap(980) B — ap(1450) D — ap(980) D — ap(1450)

Form factor I+ I~ I+ I- I+ I~ I+ I~
Our work 0.53 -0.53 0.23 -0.23 0.77 -0.77 0.32 -0.32

SR1 [53] 0.56 -0.56 0.26 -0.26

SR2 [53] 0.53 -0.53
LCSR [55] 0.52 -0.44
pQCD [56]  0.39 -0.31
pQCD [56] 0.68
LCSR [57] 0.85 -0.85 0.94 -0.94
LCSR [58] 1.75 0.31
CCQM[59] 0.55
CLFQM[60] 0.51

For the form factors for the process D* — a8(980)e+ve, our predictions of branching fraction
0.79 exhibits agreement with BESIIT measurement [43] 1.66*0%. This suggests the dominance
of the gg component in the ay(980). However, significant discrepancies arise in the form factors
related to ay(1450) when comparing our results with other theoretical studies. These discrepancies
suggest that the experimentally observed a,(1450) resonance may not strictly be a single config-
uration. Instead, it could manifest as an admixture of two distinct components: (i) an intrinsic
ground-state ay(1450) in the conventional quark-antiquark picture, and (ii) the first excited state of
ap(980) arising from radial excitation.

Furthermore, a more nuanced interpretation must consider the non-trivial structure of these
states. Specifically, the mesons a((980) and ay(1450) may not be pure ¢g states. Alternative con-
figurations, such as tetraquark (¢ggq) states or quantum mechanical superpositions of conventional
and multiquark components, remain plausible and could contribute to the observed phenomeno-

logical behavior.
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IV. SUMMARY

We present a systematic QCD sum rule analysis of the twist-2 distribution amplitudes for the
ap(980) and a((1450) mesons. By constructing appropriate correlation functions and calculating
the first two non-zero moments (£') and (£°), we determine the Gegenbauer coefficients B, and
B; for these mesons. Our results reveal distinct dynamical features: the ay(980) meson exhibits
significant asymmetry in its distribution amplitude (¢! = —0.431, &3 = —0.187), with the extremum
occurring near x ~ 0.2/0.8, consistent with a conventional gg configuration. In contrast, the
ay(1450) meson displays a broader distribution amplitude (¢! = —0.185, £* = —0.086) suggesting
that a((1450) may not strictly be a single configuration when ay(1450) is treated as a ground-state
particle.

We further compute the transition form factors for B/D — a, decays using light-cone sum
rules. Predictions for the transition form factors f, and f_ show agreement with experimental
data for a(980) but highlight discrepancies for the form factors for a¢(1450), implying a complex
structure for the latter. These results provide critical inputs for heavy-flavor phenomenology and
underscore the necessity of incorporating higher-twist effects. Our work advances the understand-
ing of scalar meson structures and offers valuable information for experimental tests at facilities

like LHCDb and Belle 1I.
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