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Investigate the glueball-like particle X (2370) in B meson decays
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Based on the collected data on J/¢ — ~K2K%y, the BESIII experiment has conducted an
analysis of the mass and spin parity of the X(2370) particle. The findings are consistent with
the characteristics expected of the lightest pseudoscalar glueball. We point out that further ex-
ploration of this particle’s nature can be pursued through investigations of heavy bottom meson
decays. Assuming the identity of X (2370) as a pseudoscalar glueball, we compute the form fac-
tors for B — X (2370) transitions in the factorization approach. With these results, the estimated
branching fractions for semileptonic B decays into X (2370) can reach the order of 107° and those
for nonleptonic decays can reach the order 1078, These results suggest that decays of B meson into
X (2370) are detectable at experimental facilities like Belle-II. Future experimental endeavors hold
promise in expanding our understanding of glueball physics, contributing to the ongoing exploration

surrounding this intriguing particle.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of glueballs is predicted by QCD, the
theory that describes the strong interactions and strong
nuclear force. Observing and studying glueballs would
provide experimental confirmation of QCD and can
deepen our understanding of how quarks and gluons
interact to form the particles we see in the universe.
Thereby there are a number of experimental measure-
ments which have found different candidates for glueballs
(for reviews please see Refs. [I}, [2]). Very recently based
on the available events collected with the BESIIT detec-
tor, a partial wave analysis of the decay J/¢ — yK2K3n/
has been performed in Ref. [3]. In this process, the mass
and width of X (2370) discovered in Ref. [4] are deter-
mined, and it is found that the measured mass and spin
parity are consistent with the predictions of a lightest
pseudoscalar glueball [5]. With a spin-parity configura-
tion of 0T, this particle challenges conventional models
and infers a reevaluation of existing theoretical frame-
works. Its property hints at a rich spectrum of exotic
states that remain to be uncovered, promising a wealth
of new phenomena to be unraveled.

In the literature, there have been tremendous studies
on the glueball candidates from lattice QCD [6H9]. Re-
cently the Lattice QCD explorations are focused on the
spectrum of scalar glueball [10, 1], tensor glueball [12],
pseudoscalar [5] and n-glueball mixing [13]. In partic-
ular Ref. [5] has calculated the production rate of the
pseudoscalar glueball in J/1 radiative decays, and these
results are in the right ballpark with the BESIIT measure-
ment [3], which leads to the conjecture that the X (2370)
might be a pseudoscalar glueball.

The deciphering of the internal structure and myste-

rious properties of the X (2370) can proceed not only
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through the detailed analysis of the mass and decay
width, but also through the decay and production char-
acters [T4HI8]. In this work, we will point out that in ad-
dition to J/4 radiative decays which are regarded as an
important hunting ground for glueballs, owing to its the
gluonrich environment and clean background, semilep-
tonic and nonleptonic decays of heavy bottom meson can
also be a platform to investigate the glueball interpreta-
tion for X (2370). Following Refs. [T9H25] we will delve
into the implications by investigating the properties of
X(2370) within the context of B meson decays. We will

point out that the semileptonic B = X (2370)¢r and
B* — X(2370)7%/K¥* can be used to validate the ex-
istence of this particle and explore its glueball nature.
By making use of the factorization scheme [26H28], we
present an estimate of the transition form factors, which
are subsequently used to determine the corresponding de-
cay branching fractions. Our findings suggest that the
decay branching fraction of B — X (2370) decays lies at
the order of 1076 to 1078, indicating a rare but observ-
able phenomenon at experimental facilities such as Belle-
IT [29]. Future experimental investigation could serve as a
signature for identifying and probing this exotic particle.

The subsequent sections of this paper are structured
as follows. Sec. [[] presents the theoretical framework
utilized for computing the transition form factors under
the factorization framework. These results are then em-
ployed to determine the decay branching fractions for
semileptonic decays of B mesons and nonleptonic section
in Sec. [[TI} A brief summary is given in the last section.
The appendix collects some necessary details in the cal-
culation.

II. TRANSITION FORM FACTORS

As an estimate we will adopt the perturbative QCD
(PQCD) approach [26H28] based on kr factorization to
compute the transition form factor in which the leading-
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams of B decays into a pseudo-scalar
glueball G. The grey box denotes the possible Lorentz struc-
ture arising from the electroweak interactions.

order Feynman diagram for the B — Glv decays is dis-
played in Fig Other Feynman diagrams are power
suppressed as pointed out in Ref. [2I]. We examine the
kinematics of these decays within the large-recoil (low ¢?)
regime, where the PQCD factorization method is deemed
applicable for the semileptonic decays under considera-
tion. In the rest frame of the B meson, we define the B
meson momentum Ppg and the final glueball momentum
Pg in the light-cone coordinates:

(1,1,00) , Py = ’%mmog Y

mp

P,
P2

The energy fraction p is approximately p ~ 1 — 731—22, with
B

q = Pp — Pg denoting the momentum transfer to the
lepton pair.

A. Lightcone wave functions

The B meson light-cone matrix element has been given
in Refs. [30} 3], which can be decomposed into the form
as

/0(Zﬂ§4€ik1'z<0bﬂ(o)qa(2)|B(PB)>
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with n = (1,0,07) and v = (0,1,07) are light-like unit
vectors. In this paper, we focus solely on the contribu-
tion from ¢p(k;), as the impact of ¢ (k1) is found to be
quantitatively minor and is thus neglected.

For the B-meson wave function, we adopt the form
widely used in the PQCD approach [32] [33] as follows:

m a2 1
¢p(z,b) = NBx2(1 — x)zexp - 232 — i(wbb)Q , (3)
W

which has been used in tremendous phenomenological
studies. Notice that this parametrization is model-
dependent and has been tuned in the PQCD approach.

The normalization factors Np is chosen to be connected
with the decay constants fp by the following relation-
ship:

d*ky fB d*ky -
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In this parametrization [26H28], one usually sets the
shape parameter w, to 0.40GeV, informed by exten-
sive experimental data on B mesons [34], resulting in
a normalization constant Np equal of 91.736 when fp =
0.19GeV [35]. It is important to note that there are lat-
tice QCD calculations of the B meson LCDAs [36H3g]
where the transverse separation is not included. A di-
rect calculation of B meson wave functions, including the
transverse distributions, similar to those for light mesons
and baryons [39H50], may become possible in future.

In general, defining the LCDAs for a glueball requires
the gauge invariant building block using field strength
tensor. In the AT = 0 gauge, the light cone distribution
amplitude of a pseudo-scalar glueball state is defined as:
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where the notation A‘[L(z)AZ] (0) = [AL(2)AL(0) —
A%(2)Ab(0)]/2, and the estimate of decay constant f, =
0.13GeV [5I]. Due to the limited research available
on the pseudoscalar glueball distribution amplitude, our
previous work primarily relied on the distribution ampli-
tudes of pseudoscalar mesons as described, in Ref.[20] [52]
The normalization factor for the distribution amplitude
of a pseudoscalar glueball is referenced to that of the
scalar glueball’s distribution amplitude[2I]. The func-
tion ¢g(x) is expressed as:

da(x) = 302°(1—2)? |1+ a,Ch/2(2x —1)| ,(6)

where the coefficient as = 0.2 for the Gegenbauer mo-
ment [2I] can be adopted as an estimate. This value is
used in the absence of theoretical studies on the LCDAs
of pseudoscalar glueballs, with the simplest approach be-
ing the application of the asymptotic form. This choice
of ag = 0.2 allows us to roughly estimate the uncertainty
associated with the higher Gegenbauer moments in our

analysis. 2 (t) denotes the Gegenbauer polynomial.

B. Transition form factors

For the B — M transition with M being a pseu-
doscalar meson, the pertinent form factors Fj(g?) and
Fu(q?), as well as Fr(q?), have been defined [21], with
the condition F;(0) = Fy(0).The form factors for B — G
are defined via
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In the hard-scattering kernel, the transverse momen-
tum terms in the denominators are usually retained to
regulate the endpoint singularities and in the present case
the results are not sensitive to the transverse momentum
due to the absence of endpoint singularity. The contri-
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butions proportional to k17 and kopr in the numerator
are discarded as they are power-suppressed relative to
the other terms. Incorporating the Sudakov form factors
and threshold resummation effects in the transverse con-
figuration b-space, we derive the B — G form factors as
follows:
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with the color factor Cp = % and Ng = 3. The
impact parameters b; and by conjugate to kir and
kor, respectively, in conjunction with the hard function
h(z1,x2,b1,bs) and the evolution factor[53] [54]

E(t) = a,(t)e95M-5c), (9)

The hard function and the Sudakov factors (Sp(t),
Sa(t)), detailed in the Appendix, are included. In the
process of evaluating the Sudakov factors mentioned pre-
viously, we incorporate the one-loop expression for the
running coupling constant, denoted as a,(t). By adopt-
ing the one-loop approximation, we are able to capture
the essential features of the coupling constant’s behavior
as a function of the energy scale. The hard scales ¢ in
the equations of this work are chosen as

t = max [/pzimp, 1/b1,1/bs], (10)

which represent the largest scale of the virtuality of the
internal particles in the hard b-quark decay diagram.
The input parameters listed above are crucial for the
accuracy of our numerical computations. The choice of
A%4) = 0.25GeV is based on previous studies that align
with our computational framework. The masses of the
B meson, mp is taken as 5.279GeV, respectively, reflect-
ing the latest experimental results [35]. The mass of the
glueball is taken as mg = 2.4GeV, in Ref.[3]. In our
analysis, we focus on the PQCD predictions for the form

(

TABLE I. Distinct contributions to B — G form factors at
¢® = 0. The difference in the form factor values for Fr(0) and
F1(0) is evident, with Fr(0) including an additional term pro-
portional to z2. Furthermore, F1(0) and Fy(0) are identical
when ¢ = 0.

F;(0) a b

+0.013+0.008 +0.04 +0.08
Fl 0'088—0.013—04010 1’79—0.02 0'48—0.07

+0.013+0.008 +0.04 +0.10
Fo | 0.088Z0 013 0010 | 02770007 | —0.69Z009

+0.023+-0.021 +0.02 +0.08
Fr O‘11470.01670.005 1~6570.02 O‘4270.07

factors Fy o r(g*) within the region where they are con-
sidered reliable 0 < q2 < 10GeV2. To extend our predic-
tions to larger values of ¢2, we first employ a pole model
parametrization given by

2Y Fi(o)
RO = gy oy Y

where F; denotes a function among Fi o7, and a,b are
the constants to be determined by the fitting procedure.
This parametrization allows us to extrapolate the form
factors beyond the region of direct PQCD calculation,
certifying that our results are applicable over a broader
range of ¢2 values.



TABLE II. The form factors for the B — G transition are
calculated using the z-series expansion within the framework
of PQCD factorization.

F;(0) b1

Fy | 0.08370:92040010 | 12207997

+0.02140.010 +0.10
Fo 0.083%4610-0.005 3.6870 09

+0.0264-0.013 +0.07
Fr 0.112%57513 6008 —8.02%4 47

For comparative purposes, we also use z-series
parametrizations to extend the PQCD calculations to
high ¢? regions. In this work, we adopt the Bourrely-
Caprini-Lellouch (BCL) version of the z-series expansion
[65, B56]. In this approach, the form factor can be ex-
panded as

_ Fé%G(O)
1—¢q?/m?

i, pole

N
X {1 + Z bl [z(qz,to)k - z(O,tO)k] } , (12)
k=1

F]i3—>G(112)

where

Vi =V T (13)
Vie — @+ V=1

with t, = (mp + mg)? and tog = (mp + mea)(y/mp —
m)z. For ¢ = 1,7, the pole mass is taken as
M pole = Mp+(1—) = 5.324GeV while for i = 0, m; pore =
mB*(O+) = 5.627GeV [35]

The predictions for the form factors Fi,Fy and Fr
(at ¢> = 0) in the B — G transitions are presented
in table [ and table [l The sources of the first two
errors are from those for the B meson wave function:
wp = (0.40 + 0.05)GeV and fp = (0.19 £ 0.02)GeV for
B mesons [27]. More uncertainties can be added but for
the present estimate these two kinds of errors should be
enough.

z(qQ, to)

III. PHENOMENOLOGICAL APPLICATIONS
IN DECAY

A. Semileptonic B — Glv and B — G1v; Decays

The partial decay width of B — Giv|[2]1] is given by

dL(B = Glp) _ VAGH [Vl (> —m?\” y
dq? 384m3m3q? q?
[(m} +2¢*)AFT () + 3mi (my — m&)*F(q®)] , (14)

where A = (m% —¢® —m%)? —4mZq® and my(l = e, p) is
the lepton mass. The CKM matrix element is taken as
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FIG. 2. The ¢*-dependence of B — G form factors |Fi(q?)|,
|Fo(¢?)| and |Fr(¢?)| using the dipole parametrization (upper
panel) and z-series expansion (lower panel) within the frame-
work of PQCD factorization.

|Vap| = (3.7040.10 4 0.13) x 103 and Fermi constant is
taken as G = 1.166 x 107°GeV 2 [35]. Different decay
width dI'/dq? for these decay modes is shown in Fig.
Using the lifetime of B meson 73 = 1.638 x 10~ '“s
[35], we can calculate the total decay width of B meson:

I'(B) = h/tp = 4.02 x 107 3GeV. (15)

By integrating the partial decay width with ¢? we ob-
tain the decay width

_ (mp—mg)? 7
(B - Gip) :/ dL(B = GI7) 4o (1)

m? dg?

Numerical results are shown in table[[TI] By adding these
uncertainties in quadrature, we obtain the total theoreti-
cal uncertainty for these branching ratios, which includes
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FIG. 3. The differential decay widths as functions of ¢> where
the upper panel denotes the decay B — GIv(l = e, u) and the
lower panel denotes the decay B — G7v-.

TABLE III. The decay width (in units of 107*°GeV) of
B — Glo(l = e, ) and B — G, are obtained with PQCD
factorization. The errors are due to the uncertainties in the
values of wp = (0.40 £ 0.05)GeV, fp = (0.19£0.02)GeV and
|Vs| = (3.70 £ 0.16) x 107% [37].

PQCD factorization

T(B—Glv),, | 7977505 1800

+3.2442.0240.68
7.6377 3971 35 0.68

I'(B - Glp),

1.0810-40+0.20+0.14

(B — G1vr)aip 0.27-0.20—0.07

1 08+0.47+O427+0.07

I'B — Gtv). 0.27-0.20—0.07

the uncertainties from the form factors and CKM matrix
elements. The branching ratios of B — GIv(l = e, )
and B — G7v; calculated using the PQCD approach are
as follows:

B(B = Glv) 4, = 196058 x 107°, (17)
B(B — Glv), = 1.89709% x 1079, (18)
B(B — G113, )aip = 0277008 x 1076, (19)
B(B — Grv;), = 0267043 x 107°. (20)

Results from different parametrizations are consistent
with each other.

As shown in Fig. |3| for the differential decay widths,
we observe that the dipole parametrization results in a
smoother and more gradual increase in the decay width
with increasing ¢2. In contrast, the z-series parametriza-
tion leads to a more abrupt rise, particularly at lower
q? values. This difference is attributed to the different
ways in which the form factors are extrapolated to higher
g® regions beyond the PQCD reliable region. The de-
cay widths as functions of ¢2 obtained from the PQCD
factorization method are consistently lower than those
from the collinear factorization method. This discrep-
ancy arises from the inclusion of Sudakov factors and
threshold resummation effects in the PQCD approach.

B. Nonleptonic Decays

For the decays B~ — n~ + G(B~ — K~ + G), the
leading order weak effective Hamiltonian H.g can be ex-
pressed as follows [57]:

VAV, [C )0} 1) + Cal)05 )] + H( |
21

where the light quark ¢ can be either d or s. The C;(u)
are the Wilson coefficients evaluated at the renormal-
ization scale p. The local four-quark operators O; are
categorized as tree operators as follow:

Heff =

Of = (tabp)v-a(Gsua)v-a
Og = (aaba)V—A((jﬁdﬁ)V—A7 (22)
where a and (8 are the color indices and the notation

(V — A) refers to the Lorentz structure v, (1 —vs).
B~ — P~ + G amplitudes can be written as

M (B~ = P~ G)
1
V2
where P denotes m and K. fp is the decay constant of
the corresponding P meson. Here the effective Wilson
coefficients is used as a; = Cy + Jg—é = 1.07 [51].
The decay widths for B~ — P~ G are given as follows

ifpar1GrVp Vo Fo(mp-)(mE — mg),(23)

' (B~ — P G)= 7

— — 2
S M (B~ =P~ G)|", (24)
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In doing the numerical calculation, we adopt the fol-
lowing values for the input parameters:

my+ = 0.140 GeV, mg+ = 0.494 GeV,
fr=0.13GeV, fx =0.16GeV,
|Vaud| = 0.973, |Vis| = 0.224. (25)

The adopted values of the meson masses and the CKM
matrix elements from PDG [35]. The CKM matrix |V,
and |V,s| has been measured with high precision, hence
the associated errors can be disregarded, in this work.

The decay widths B* — 7% + G and B* - K* + G
are calculated using PQCD factorization with theoretical
total errors from form factor and |V,|. The values for
decay widths in PQCD approach are shown as:

L (B* =7+ @), =20550 x107GeV,  (26)
I'(B* = 7% G), =175 x 1079GeV, (27)

D (B* = K* @), = 0161005 x 1079GeV,  (28)
I'(BT - K* G)_ =0.14104 x 1079GeV.  (29)

The branching ratios calculated using the PQCD ap-
proach are as follows:

B(B* =" @), =491 x 1077, (30)
B(B* -7t G), =431} x 1077, (31)
B(B* = K*G), =03810 15 x 1077, (32)
B(B* - K*G)_ =0347037x107".  (33)

At Belle-II, there will be roughly 5 x 10° events in-
volving b quarks [29] and approximately 10! events of
B hadrons produced. These figures translate to tens
to hundreds of thousands of individual events. Conse-
quently, the detection of this decay channel and the sub-
sequent investigation of the X (2370) particle’s properties
are highly probable.

IV. SUMMARY

The BESIII experiment has recently conducted an in-
sightful analysis of the X (2370) particle, focusing on its
mass and spin parity characteristics. Results obtained
from this study suggest a compelling alignment with the
anticipated features of the lightest pseudoscalar glue-
ball. To delve deeper into the intricate nature of the
X (2370) particle, we have explored investigations cen-
tered on heavy meson decays. By assuming the iden-
tity of X (2370) as a pseudoscalar glueball, we have com-
puted form factors for transitions such as B — X (2370)
using a factorization approach. Notably, the estimated
branching fractions for B semileptonic decays leading to
X (2370) were calculated to be on the order of 1076-1078,

indicating the potential for the detection of X (2370) de-
cays into the final state K2 K2n'.

Though higher order QCD corrections are not taken
into account, these findings pave the way for future ex-
perimental endeavors poised to expand our current un-
derstanding of glueball physics. The prospects of un-
raveling the mysteries surrounding the X (2370) particle
hold great promise for advancing scientific discourse in
this field. By continuing to probe the properties and
behaviors of X (2370) through experimental exploration,
researchers aim to shed further light on the enigmatic
world of glueball physics, ultimately contributing valu-
able insights to the ongoing discussions and debates sur-
rounding this intriguing particle.
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Appendix A: Hard kernels

The hard functions h(x1,22,b1,b2) come form the
Fourier transform and can be written as

h(z1,22,b1,b2) = Ko(v/pZox1mpbs)
X [9(b1 — b2)10(\/p71m3b2)K0(\/p71me1)
+ 0(by — b1)Io(Mme1)Ko(\/p71mez)](,A )
1

where K, Iy are modified Bessel functions. The Sudakov
factors are given by:

Sp(t) = s (m”\g,bl)

5 (1 dp _
w2 [ By, (A2)
1/by M
Sg(t) = s (x2m37 bg) +s ((1 - xg)mB, bg)
+ _
fi _
w2 [P (auta). (43)
1/by M
with anomalous dimensions v, = —a,/m. The Sudakov

function s(Q, b) can be presented in the following general
form

s = Wi (@)—Am@—i» 14(2)(?—1)

261 b 261 487
AR 4 n e27e g
(7 ﬂ <a)
(1)52 In(2g) +1 20) +
s T z;
AW B,

[1&(2@) - 1n2(2z3)] . (A4)

807



The variables ¢ and b are defined as follows:

and the coefficients A and 3; are

33— 2n; 153 — 190 4
= -_—— = - A(l) =5
b1 T B 24 ' 3’
67 2 10n 8
AR = 5= - S g 2) (AG)

Indeed, only the leading order s(Q,b) needs to be con-
sidered in this work.
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