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Abstract We scrutinize the determination of glueball

masses in pure Yang-Mills theory from functional equa-

tions, i.e. Dyson-Schwinger and Bethe-Salpeter equa-

tions. We survey the state-of-the-art input (dressed prop-

agators and vertices) with an emphasis on the stability

of the results under extensions of the employed trunca-

tions and explore the importance of different aspects of

the bound state equations, focusing on the three light-

est glueballs with JPC = 0++, 0−+ and 2++. As an

important systematic extension compared to previous

calculations we include two-loop diagrams in the Bethe-

Salpeter kernels. In terms of the glueball spectrum we

find only marginal mass shifts compared to previous re-

sults, indicating apparent convergence of the system. As

a by-product, we also explore gauge invariance within

a class of Landau-type gauges.
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1 Introduction

The calculation of the spectrum of hadrons is one of

the main tests of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) as

the theory of the strong interaction, but it depends nat-

urally also on our grasp and mastery of the employed

methods. While different approaches are successful for

certain hadrons and lead to coherent results, some sec-

tors still remain obscure. Among them are glueballs

[1, 2] which are both experimentally and theoretically
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elusive [3–8]. One of the main challenges is the mixing

(for certain quantum numbers) with quark-antiquark

states. This can be avoided in theoretical calculations

by making quarks infinitely heavy and considering pure

gauge theory. For this scenario, lattice methods have

established a spectrum of purely gluonic states [9–12]

which serve as convenient benchmark for other meth-

ods. Despite neglecting the effects of quarks, such cal-

culations not only provide useful guidance for the un-

derstanding of glueballs in full QCD but also a good

first qualitative or even semi-quantitative estimate for

real glueballs [13, 14]. Experimental evidence for the

existence of such states has been claimed in recent anal-

yses of BESIII data in the case of scalar [15, 16] and

pseudoscalar glueballs [17]. The situation for the tensor

glueball is more complicated [18].

Functional methods, which are successfully used to cal-

culate spectra of baryons and mesons, see, e.g., [19, 20],

were only recently able to catch up with lattice methods

and provide a concise spectrum of pure glueballs with

quantum numbers J = 0, 2, 3, 4, P = ±1 and C = 1

[21, 22]. A crucial element in these calculations has been

high quality input [23] in terms of propagators and ver-

tices from the underlying Yang-Mills theory.1

The underlying truncation scheme is based on the 3PI

effective action truncated at three loops. In this work,

we review variations of this setup, most notably the ef-

fect of extensions, and show that the results exhibit a

remarkable stability under these changes. The kernels

of the bound state equations can be derived in the same

truncation and lead to one-particle exchange diagrams

and one-loop diagrams. The latter, however, were not

included in Refs. [21, 22] due to computational com-

1Earlier attempts relied on models and their predictive power
was limited due to the severe model parameter dependence
[24–27].
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Fig. 1 The coupled set of BSEs for a glueball made from two gluons and a pair of Faddeev-Popov (anti-)ghosts and for
a conventional meson made of a quark-antiquark pair. Wiggly lines denote dressed gluon propagators, dashed lines dressed
ghost propagators and solid lines dressed quark propagators. The gray boxes represent interaction kernels. The Bethe-Salpeter
amplitudes Γ are denoted by gray disks.

plexity. In this work, we remedy that and present the

results including two-loop diagrams in the kernels for

the three lightest glueballs. Since the calculations are

very expensive in terms of CPU time, we used these as

proxy to address potential quantitative changes induced

by the two-loop diagrams, but refrained at this stage

from calculating the whole spectrum. We also discuss

the hierarchy of diagrams and the effect of kinematic

approximations for the three-gluon vertex to identify

computationally simpler setups. Finally, we test the de-

pendence of these glueball masses on variations of the

input in form of available solutions that differ only in

the low momentum regime.

We discuss the underlying equations in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3,

we present the input and discuss its stability under var-

ious modifications. The main result is the fully consis-

tent calculation of the bound states in Sec. 4 including

various tests. We close with a summary in Sec. 5. The

appendix contains details on the scale setting.

2 The 3PI effective action

In general, solving bound state Bethe-Salpeter equa-

tions (BSEs) requires input in terms of propagators and

vertices. These can be determined from the underly-

ing tower of functional equations of the theory as given

by a set of Dyson-Schwinger equations (DSEs) (or the

functional renormalization group). In the quark sector

of QCD, simple models for these correlation functions

like the well-studied rainbow-ladder approach provide

reasonable results for a wide range of observables like

spectra or form factors, see e.g. [19, 20, 28–30] and ref-

erences therein.

However, for glueballs the situation is different. The

prime reason is the gluon self-interaction, which en-

tails a much more complex structure of the DSE for

the gluon propagator compared to the one of the quark.

Consequently, a useful truncation equivalent to rainbow-

ladder does not exist. In addition, the interplay of the

gluon with ghost fields appearing due to gauge fixing

needs to be taken into account explicitly. As a conse-

quence, the glueball BSE (even without quarks) has a

complex structure with more than one interaction di-

agram, see Fig. 1 for details. In these equations, the

three-gluon vertex plays a very prominent role as will

be discussed explicitly in Sec. 4.

Functional glueball calculations for J = 0 using mod-

els for propagators and/or vertices were carried out in

the past, but they were not able to provide a consistent

picture for scalar and pseudoscalar glueballs [24, 25]. In

contrast, high quality results in agreement with lattice

Yang-Mills theory have been found once a consistent

truncation for the underlying DSEs and the bound state

equations has been employed [21] with propagators and
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Fig. 2 The 3PI effective action truncated to three loops. The meaning of lines is described in Fig. 1. Dots represent bare
and disks dressed vertices. Shown is the Yang-Mills part only, but the quark contributions can be inferred from the ghost ones
which have the same structure.

vertices determined self-consistently in this truncation.

This type of consistency seems to be a decisive and

common feature of all high quality bound state calcu-

lations.

The general bound state equation for glueballs is shown

in Fig. 1. To highlight the mixing with quarks in full

QCD, the corresponding diagrams are also shown, but

we will focus on pure Yang-Mills theory from here on.

Then, all diagrams containing quarks can be dropped

and a system of two equations with two diagrams each

remains. To distinguish the two equations, we will refer

to them as the gluon and ghost BSEs, respectively, but

it should be noted that they jointly describe a glueball.2

The truncation scheme we consider here is based on a

nonperturbative loop expansion of the 3PI effective ac-

tion with dressed propagators and vertices (sometimes

also called a skeleton expansion). Specifically, we keep

terms up to three loops. Such an expansion is much

more systematic than typical 1PI truncations which act

at the level of correlation functions. The 3PI expansion

offers the distinct possibility to perform self-consistent

calculations on a given loop-level and provides for a

systematic road to go to the next ’order’ of expansion.

Since it is not a perturbative expansion with a small

parameter, there is no guarantee that contributions of

the next order are smaller than contributions of the pre-

vious one. However, in practice it appears as if conver-

gence has been reached on the three-loop level. Hence

the term ’apparent convergence’ in the title of this work.

We will come back to this point below.

Conventionally, the 3PI effective action is split into two

parts,

Γ [D,Γ (3)] = Γ 0[D,Γ (3)] + Γ int[D,Γ (3)], (1)

2In all our calculations we use Landau gauge, which is the
best explored gauge with functional and lattice methods, see
[31] for more details. The relaxation to general linear covari-
ant gauges is surely of interest to test the gauge parameter
independence of the results, but current results, see, e.g., [32–
38], need to be improved to reach the same level of sophisti-
cation.

which are shown in Fig. 2 for the three-loop truncation

[39, 40]. The 3PI effective action depends explicitly on

the propagators and three-point functions, here denoted

generically by D and Γ (3), respectively. The interaction

kernels of the BSE K can be derived from the effective

action by taking two functional derivatives with respect

to the propagators [41–43], see also [44] for a contem-

porary discussion and [21] for the glueball case. Such

derivatives lead to many diagrams, but using the equa-

tions of motion of the three-point functions [39, 40],

they can be resummed resulting in the diagrams shown

in Fig. 3.

There are two main differences to a rainbow-ladder type

truncation . First, one-loop diagrams appear in the in-

teraction kernels which lead to two-loop bound state

equations. Second, due to the aforementioned resum-

mation, the one-particle exchange diagrams in the ker-

nels have both vertices dressed in contrast to only one

dressed vertex in a ladder type truncation. Initially,

we only considered the one-particle exchange diagrams

and the one with the four-gluon vertex in the kernels

(marked by yellow boxes in Fig. 3) [21, 22]. Prelimi-

nary results including additional diagrams (indicated

by the black box) have already been reported in contri-

butions for proceedings [45–47]. Here, we elaborate on

these calculations in Sec. 4.

What also distinguishes our setup from a conceptional

rainbow-ladder one with model input is the use of prop-

agators and three-point functions calculated from the

3PI effective action truncated at three-loops. The cor-

responding equations of motion (EOM) for these corre-

lation functions correspond to stationarity conditions of

the 3PI effective action with respect to the desired cor-

relation function [39, 40, 44]. The resulting 3PI EOMs

are very similar in structure to DSEs, which are equa-

tions of motion derived from the 1PI effective action.

However, there are also crucial differences. While the

DSEs each feature a finite number of diagrams but form

an infinite tower of equations, the corresponding 3PI
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Fig. 3 Interaction kernels from the 3PI effective action truncated at three loops. All propagators are dressed; disks represent
dressed vertices, dots bare ones. Yellow boxes indicate the one-loop truncation, the black box the two-loop diagrams taken
into account in this work.

EOMs form a finite set but with (possibly) infinitely

many diagrams due to the loop expansion. For want of

a catchy name, the equations of motion from an nPI

effective action are often referred to as DSEs for n > 1

as well. This also seems justified as the equations of mo-

tion from different effective actions are identical in some

cases. In the three-loop truncation used here, the propa-

gator equations indeed are equal for 1PI and 3PI except

for the four-gluon vertex which can be dressed in the

former and is bare in the latter. For three-point func-

tions, the three-loop truncation of the 3PI effective ac-

tion restricts the diagrams in the equations to one-loop,

whereas the DSEs can have two-loop diagrams. The

one-loop diagrams are topologically identical, but the

internal vertices are all dressed in the 3PI case whereas

in the 1PI case there is always one bare vertex in each

diagram. Further details are discussed in the review ar-

ticle [31], which also offers a graphical representation of

the corresponding equations. Explicit results for corre-

lation functions in the 3PI setup are discussed in the

next section.

3 Correlation functions

As seen in Fig. 3, the glueball bound state equations

probe four different (nonperturbative) correlation func-

tions: the gluon and ghost propagators as well as the

three-gluon and ghost-gluon vertices. These are deter-

mined from the equations of motion of the 3PI effec-

tive action truncated at three loops, see the discussion

above. Corresponding results were reported in Ref. [23].

Here, we elaborate on the stability of these results. To

this end, we will compare them with results from other

methods in Sec. 3.1 and list various extensions and their

impact on the results in Sec. 3.2.

3.1 Comparison with other methods

The correlation functions of Yang-Mills theory have

been investigated by a wide range of nonperturbative

methods. For conciseness we only consider self-contained

functional calculations and discuss results from 1PI Dyson-

Schwinger equations [23], the 3PI effective action [23]

and the functional renormalization group3 (FRG) [49,

50]. A complementary approach is gauge fixed lattice

gauge theory, which provides benchmarks for various

correlation functions. In the following, we will system-

atically compare results from each of these methods.

An additional complication in gauge fixed Yang-Mills

theory is provided by the existence of a one-parameter

family of solutions for correlation functions, which are

conveniently selected by choosing a value for the ghost

dressing function at vanishing momentum,G(0), as renor-

malization condition for the ghost propagator. Thus,

we display bands of results in some figures which re-

flect this degree of freedom. For more details on the

solutions used here we refer to [23] and the general dis-

cussions of this topic in, e.g., [31, 51–54]. In the context

of this work, we discuss a possible interpretation of this

family of solutions in Sec. 4.3.

3.1.1 Propagators

The propagators are the simplest correlation functions

in terms of kinematics and tensor structures as they

only depend on one momentum and have (in Landau

gauge) only one dressing function each.4

In Fig. 4, we show the functional results from the FRG

and the 3PI effective action in comparison to lattice re-

sults for the ghost and gluon dressing functions G(p2)

3Investigations with respect to apparent convergence have
also been performed within the FRG framework, see [48] and
references therein.
4For the gluon propagator, the appearance of quadratic diver-
gences requires some special care [23, 31, 55, 56] which makes
solving the gluon equation more complicated than that of the
ghost.
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Fig. 4 Gluon dressing function Z(p2) and ghost dressing
function G(p2) from DSEs [23] (Huber (2020)) and FRG [49]
(Cyrol et al. (2016)) in comparison to lattice data [57] (Bou-
caud et al. (2018)). The bands correspond to different solu-
tions as explained in the text.

and Z(p2), respectively. The functional results have been

obtained in truncations on a similar level. Nevertheless,

the corresponding equations are different and comple-

mentary in structure. Thus, the very good agreement

between these methods and the agreement with lattice

gauge theory provides first evidence that this level of

truncation is sufficient.

3.1.2 Three-gluon vertex

The three-gluon vertex plays a central role for the cal-

culation of glueballs as it constitutes the dominant in-

teraction in the kernels, see Sec. 4.1. First functional

calculations of the three-gluon vertex can be found in

[58–60]. Such calculations with fixed input have been

subsequently refined, see, e.g., [61, 62]. Also STI-based

calculations have been performed [63]. In [23, 49, 50],

the vertex was included as a dynamic quantity into a

larger system of equations, leading to decent agreement

with lattice results, as, for example, from [61, 64–71].

Here we discuss the effect of truncations, compare re-

sults from different methods and discuss the role of

kinematic approximations. For the three-gluon vertex,

it is known from DSE calculations that cancellations

between diagrams appear. In Fig. 5 we show explicit

contributions in its DSE including two-loop terms.5 The

ghost triangle leads to a zero crossing in the tree-level

dressing function as it is negative and diverges in the

IR [59, 60, 72–75]. Since all diagrams contribute quan-

titatively, discarding any of it can have severe conse-

quences.

5The relevance of cancellations is even more evident in two
and three dimensions [72, 73] because the dressings fall off
polynomially instead of logarithmically in the UV.

0.01 0.10 1 10 100
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

ghost triangle

gluon triangle

swordfish

squint

double triangle

sunset

Fig. 5 Contributions of diagrams of the three-gluon vertex
DSE evaluated at the symmetric point. Topologically equiv-
alent diagrams are summed up, e.g., the three swordfish dia-
grams.

3-loop 3PI

3-loop 3PI (SP)

2-loop DSE (SP)

0 1 2 3 4 5

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Fig. 6 The three-gluon vertex dressing function
CAAA(p2, q2, k2) from the 3PI effective action truncated
at three loops (solid lines) and its DSE including two-loop
diagrams (dashed line) [23]. For 3PI, results calculated
with full angular dependence and with dependence on S0

evaluated at the symmetric point (SP) S0 = p2/2 only
are shown, the band indicating the angular dependence
(variables ρ and η in [23]).

FRG, Cyrol et al. (2016)

3PI, Huber (2020)

Sternbeck et al. (2017)

Pinto-Gomez et al. (2024)

0 1 2 3
-1

0

1

Fig. 7 The three-gluon vertex at the symmetric point [23] in
comparison to lattice data [67, 71] and FRG results [49]. The
bands correspond to the families of solutions.

An interesting finding is that the one-loop truncated

DSE results (not shown) do not agree well with 3PI re-
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sults. In particular, the zero crossing of the vertex is at

much higher momenta [60]. This was remedied in ear-

lier DSE calculations by effectively dressing the bare

vertex with so-called renormalization group improve-

ment factors [59], the rationale being that this takes

into account the perturbative resummation of higher-

loop diagrams. However, this introduces some model

dependence for the IR part.6 Indeed, when two-loop di-

agrams are included in the DSE (see Ref. [31] for the

diagrammatic representation), the zero crossing shifts

to the IR and results become quantitative as illustrated

in Fig. 6. To alleviate the numeric effort, the two-loop

DSE was solved in the symmetric point (SP) approx-

imation where only a single variable is needed to de-

scribe the kinematics. In the same plot, we show the

consequence of this approximation for the 3PI calcu-

lation (’3PI’ vs. ’3PI (SP)’). Only in the midmomen-

tum regime a small deviation is visible. The reason for

this approximation working so well is the weak angu-

lar dependence of the three-gluon vertex, shown explic-

itly in Fig. 6. This property, also called planar degener-

acy [70], was already observed in [60] and subsequently

thoroughly investigated [70, 71]. It is quite robust as

we checked by plotting the results of the model depen-

dent calculation of [59] with the appropriate kinematic

variable7

S0 =
p2 + q2 + k2

6
, (2)

where p, q and k are the momenta of the vertex legs.

Also for this simplified setup we found clear evidence

of planar degeneracy.

After having established the good agreement between

DSE and 3PI calculations, we compare now the 3PI

result with FRG and lattice results in Fig. 7. For both

functional methods, the colored bands correspond to

the families of solutions discussed above. Overall, the

agreement between the three methods is qualitatively

very good with sizeable quantitative deviations only in

the midmomentum regime. These need to be further

explored in future work.

3.1.3 Ghost-gluon vertex

Motivated by Taylor’s nonrenormalization theorem in

Landau gauge [78], the ghost-gluon vertex has been as-

6Reassuringly, in two and three dimensions, where UV con-
tributions drop power-like instead of logarithmically, the one-
loop diagrams are sufficient to produce a reasonable zero
crossing [72, 73], hinting at the important role of resumma-
tion in four dimensions.
7This is the definition from [60] where S0 was introduced as
singlet variable for the permutation group S3. In the litera-
ture, sometimes also 1/3 instead of 1/6 is used which corre-
sponds to the averaged squared momenta.
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1.4

Huber (2020)

Maas (2020)

Fig. 8 Ghost-gluon vertex dressing function DAc̄c(k2; p2, q2)
as a function of S0 = (k2+p2+q2)/6 from functional and lat-
tice methods [76]. Here the bands correspond to the sizeable
angular dependence of the dressing function.

Ghg 3PI + full system

Ghg DSE + full system

Brito et al. (2024)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

Fig. 9 Ghost-gluon vertex dressing function DAc̄c(0; p2, q2)
in the soft gluon limit k2 → 0. Compared are lattice re-
sults [77] with results from functional methods once self-
consistently from the 3PI effective action and once using the
1PI DSE version of the EOM for the ghost-gluon vertex.

10-1 100 101
0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

3PI, Huber (2020)

FRG, Cyrol et al. (2016)

Maas (2020)

Fig. 10 Ghost-gluon vertex dressing function
DAc̄c(p2; p2, p2) at the symmetric point from 3PI [23],
FRG [49] and lattice calculations [76]. The bands correspond
to the families of solutions.

sumed to be bare in many DSE studies. However, later

explicit calculations showed the vertex dressing to devi-
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ate from one which are in turn relevant when the vertex

appears in other equations; see, e.g. [79–82], for early

results. Lacking the Bose symmetry of the three-gluon

vertex, the ghost-gluon vertex shows a clear angular

dependence as shown in Fig. 8. In Fig. 9 we compare

two different setups: the functional results displayed

were obtained once from the equation of motion for the

ghost-gluon vertex derived from the 3PI effective action

and solved together with corresponding equations for

all other correlation functions and once with the EOM

for the ghost-gluon vertex replaced by the 1PI DSE

variant. It is interesting to observe that the small but

visible difference seen here does not propagate to the

other correlation functions: these are remarkably stable

and practically invariant [23]. This is again a signal for

apparent convergence and the stability of the trunca-

tion against perturbations. In Fig. 10 we finally com-

pare the 3PI results with corresponding FRG results

and find remarkable agreement for the whole family of

solutions given by the shaded bands. We also observe a

sizeable shift in scale as compared to the lattice results

of Ref. [76]. This again needs to be further explored in

future work.

3.2 Extensions of truncation

In the previous sections we argued that functional meth-

ods, most notably the 3PI approach and the FRG calcu-

lations, have reached a remarkable level of convergence

with each other and with results from lattice gauge the-

ory. Nevertheless, we also encountered quantitative dis-

crepancies in specific kinematic regions that need to be

explored further. In the following we therefore discuss

what we already know about the stability of the present

3PI truncation scheme against possible extensions.

First, we need to discuss the structure of the two gluon

self-interaction vertices. The three-gluon vertex has been

studied in great detail both in functional methods and

lattice gauge theory. It has been shown to be dominated

by the tree-level tensor while the dressings of the other

three tensors are heavily suppressed [60, 69–71]. Thus,

for reasons of complexity and CPU time, their contri-

butions to the full 3PI system have been neglected so

far.

While this approximation is well justified for the three-

gluon vertex, the situation may be different for the four-

gluon vertex. Its structure is much more complex with a

transverse basis of 41 (Lorentz) times 5 (color) tensors

[83, 84]. A comparison of the tree-level structure of the

four-gluon vertex with lattice data is shown in Fig. 11

for the case of one vanishing gluon momentum. The re-

maining dependence on the absolute momentum scale

p is plotted on the x-axis and the angular dependence

3PI, Huber (2020)

Aguilar et al. (2024)

0 1 2 3 4 5

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

Fig. 11 The four-gluon vertex [23] in the soft gluon limit
in comparison with lattice data [85]. The band corresponds
to the remaining angular dependence. The functional data
was renormalized at the symmetric point p2 = 4.3GeV2 and
lattice data at the same value in soft kinematics, see [85], but
the effect on the figure is negligible within the present error
bars.

is shown as a band. We observe an infrared suppression

of this vertex both for the functional results [23] and

the ones from lattice gauge theory [85]. In the midmo-

mentum regime the functional results feature a bump,

which is not present in the lattice data, but overall, the

agreement is very satisfactory.8

Studies of a selected few non-tree level dressing func-

tions of the four-gluon vertex indeed indicate heavy

suppression in the mid- and highmomentum regions

[73, 86–89]. However, for intermediate momenta this

does not need to be the case for all dressing functions.

In addition, some non-tree level structures feature in-

teresting properties such as infrared divergences. Thus,

for a definite answer on their overall importance, fur-

ther studies are required. Fortunately, the impact of the

four-gluon vertex on our 3PI truncation scheme is very

limited. The only place this vertex appears is in the

DSE for the gluon propagator. For this quantity, how-

ever, we already observe excellent agreement between

functional results and the ones from lattice gauge the-

ory even if only the tree-level dressing of the four-gluon

vertex is taken into account [23]. We consider this as in-

direct evidence for either cancellations or indeed heavy

suppression of all non-tree level structures in the four-

gluon vertex.9

8One should also note that the anomalous dimension of the
four-gluon vertex is positive so that at higher momenta the
dressing necessarily rises again as also observed in the func-
tional results [23].
9As an aside, we also note that the four-gluon vertex itself
is of interest for glueballs as it contains the corresponding
pole of a two-gluon bound state which can be extracted using
appropriate spectral reconstruction techniques [90].
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Funct. methods [Huber, Fischer, Sanchis-Alepuz, 2021]

Lattice [Morningstar, Peardon (1999)]

Lattice [Athenodorou, Teper (2020)]

Funct. methods [Huber, Fischer, Sanchis-Alepuz, 2021]

Lattice [Morningstar, Peardon (1999)]

Lattice [Athenodorou, Teper (2020)]

Fig. 12 Results for glueball ground states and excited states for the indicated quantum numbers from lattice simulations
[10, 12] and functional equations [22, 91]. Left: Absolute scale set by r0 = 1/(418(5)MeV). Right: Spectrum relative to the
ground state. See [22] for more info on errors and the identification of states. The functional results have changed by a factor
of 0.970 compared to [22] due to an improved scale setting for the input, see the appendix.

A qualitatively different extension is the inclusion of

other four-point functions which we only mention here

for completeness. Such functions, namely the two-ghost-

two-gluon and four-ghost vertices, do not appear di-

rectly in the 3PI equations of motion, but their effects

are encoded in higher loop terms. Thus, it is easier to

assess the effect of these correlation functions by study-

ing their impact in 1PI DSEs where they can appear in

one-loop diagrams [92]. The aforementioned four-point

functions have 25 (transverse) and 5 tensors, respec-

tively. Using a single kinematic configuration, all of

these tensors were calculated in [92] and subsequently

their effect was tested for the ghost-gluon, three-gluon

and four-gluon vertices. For the last two, the effect was

practically negligible. This can partially be traced to

the fact that some tensors do not contribute due to their

color structure. Only for the ghost-gluon vertex a small

effect of at most 2% was found. Hence, the inclusion of

such four-point functions in DSEs, or equivalently the

corresponding higher loop diagrams in equations of mo-

tion from the 3PI effective action, is not expected to be

relevant at the current level of precision and within the

employed kinematic approximation. However, it should

be noted that not only do such vertices appear dif-

ferently in FRG equations due their inherent one-loop

structure with only dressed vertices, but they also can

have different effects there [93].

4 Glueball spectrum

The very existence of pure glueball states is only possi-

ble due to the self-interaction of gluons. It is therefore

highly natural for the three-gluon vertex to play a cru-

cial role for the glueball spectrum. This has been noted

in model calculations [24–27] and our previous results

using a self-consistently calculated vertex [21, 22].

As discussed in detail in Sec. 3, the underlying trunca-

tion is an expansion of the 3PI effective action on the

three-loop level. For systematic reasons, the derivation

of the kernels of the glueball BSEs needs to be done on

the same level. They then contain (nonperturbative)

one-particle exchange and one-loop diagrams, see Fig.

3, leading to one- and two-loop diagrams in the BSEs,

respectively. The latter are much more complicated to

calculate than the former which are typically the only

diagrams considered for the quark sector of QCD

Thus, we focused initially on the one-loop diagrams in

the BSEs [21, 22]. The corresponding results are shown

in Fig. 12 and listed in Tab. 1 in comparison with lattice

results. Overall, the two methods agree very well on

a qualitative and quantitative level. In particular, the

usual picture of the scalar glueball being the lightest one

and its first excitation and the pseudoscalar and tensor

glueballs being roughly of the same mass is confirmed.

In the following, we discuss variations of this setup. We

start with a study of possible further simplifications in

Sec. 4.1. In Sec. 4.2, we explore the effect of including

the two-loop diagrams. Finally, the role of gauge invari-

ance within a class of Landau-type gauges is discussed

in Sec. 4.3.

The correlation functions necessary to solve the BSE,

discussed in Sec. 3, are presently only available for space-

like and real momenta. Extensions into the time-like

momentum domain are computationally very expensive

and so far only available for much simpler truncations

schemes, see, e.g., [94] and references therein. As a con-

sequence, we cannot solve the glueball BSEs at values of

total momentum P corresponding to the bound state

masses, M2 = −P 2, as this would probe the correla-
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Fig. 13 Eigenvalue curves for the ground state (left) and first excited state (right) of the scalar glueball for three approxima-
tions: only gluonic diagram with S0 approximation for the three-gluon vertex (solid), only gluonic diagram with full angular
dependence of the three-gluon vertex (dashed), all one-loop diagrams (dotted) and all one-loop diagrams plus gluonic two-loop
diagrams (thin line).
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Fig. 14 Leading amplitudes for the scalar ground (left) and first excited states (right). The amplitudes h++
1,2 correspond to

two gluon contributions, whereas h++
3 is the amplitude of the ghost part.

tion functions at complex arguments. We therefore re-

sorted to a different strategy. The BSEs are treated as

eigenvalue equations with an eigenvalue λ(P 2). Since

a bound state corresponds to λ(P 2) = 1, it is suffi-

cient to determine λ(P 2) for many space-like P 2 > 0

and then extrapolate the resulting eigenvalue curve into

the time-like momentum region. To this end we em-

ploy a Schlessinger continued fraction method [95, 96].

The quality of this procedure is discussed in detail in

Ref. [21] where also a comparison with a direct calcu-

lation of a system solvable at time-like P is shown. In

the following, all error bands shown for the functional

results stem from the extrapolation procedure.

4.1 Approximations within one-loop truncation

As stated above, the glueball spectrum of Ref. [21, 22]

was obtained using the full 3PI results for the corre-

lation functions as input, but using a one-loop trunca-

tion of the BSE kernels displayed in Fig. Fig. 3 (yellow

boxes). Let us first discuss, whether this one-loop trun-

cation could be simplified. All results of this subsection

are discussed for the example of the ground state and

first excited state of the scalar glueball only.

We start with the simplest possible setup, neglecting

all ghost effects and the four-gluon vertex in the gluon

part of the glueball BSEs. The resulting BSE only con-

tains the one-gluon exchange diagram and resembles in

structure corresponding BSEs in the quark sector. In

addition, we test the relevance of the kinematic angu-

lar dependence of the three-gluon vertex. As discussed

in Sec. 3.1.2, this angular dependence, encoded in the

variables a and s defined in [60], is very weak and

may be neglected by treating the three-gluon vertex

as a function of only one variable for which we choose

here S0 = (p2 + q2 + k2)/6. The resulting eigenvalue

curves at space-like momenta are shown in Fig. 13.

Indeed, we find that the two eigenvalue curves with-
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[10] [11] [12] [22]

State M [MeV] M/M0++ M [MeV] M/M0++ M [MeV] M/M0++ M [MeV] M/M0++

0++ 1760(50) 1(0.04) 1740(60) 1(0.05) 1651(23) 1(0.02) 1800(120) 1(0.1)

0
∗++ 2720(180)∗ 1.54(0.11)∗ – – 2840(40) 1.72(0.034) 2500(210) 1.39(0.15)

0
∗∗++ – – – –

3650(60)† 2.21(0.05)†
3610(150) 2.01(0.16)

3580(150)† 2.17(0.1)†

0−+ 2640(40) 1.50(0.05) 2610(50) 1.50(0.06) 2600(40) 1.574(0.032) 2510(170) 1.39(0.14)

0
∗−+ 3710(60) 2.10(0.07) – – 3540(80) 2.14(0.06) 3750(110) 2.09(0.16)

0
∗∗−+ – – – –

4450(140)† 2.7(0.09)†
4210(200) 2.34(0.19)

4540(120)† 2.75(0.08)†

2++ 2447(25) 1.39(0.04) 2440(50) 1.40(0.06) 2376(32) 1.439(0.028) 2530(180) 1.41(0.14)

2
∗++ – – – – 3300(50) 2(0.04) 3530(230) 1.96(0.19)

2−+ 3160(31) 1.79(0.05) 3100(60) 1.78(0.07) 3070(60) 1.86(0.04) 2660(130) 1.48(0.13)

2
∗−+ 3970(40)∗ 2.25(0.07)∗ – – 3970(70) 2.4(0.05) 4170(180) 2.32(0.19)

3++ 3760(40) 2.13(0.07) 3740(60) 2.15(0.09) 3740(70)∗ 2.27(0.05)∗ 3270(50)∗ 1.82(0.13)∗

3
∗++ – – – – – – 3410(170)∗ 1.89(0.16)∗

3
∗∗++ – – – – – 3850(220)∗ 2.14(0.19)∗

3−+ – – – – – – 3930(280)∗ 2.19(0.22)∗

4++ – – – – 3690(80)∗ 2.24(0.06)∗ 4020(20)∗ 2.23(0.15)∗

4−+ – – – – – – 5300(600)∗ 2.9(0.4)∗

Table 1 Ground and excited state masses M of glueballs for various quantum numbers with the updated scale in the functional
calculations. Compared are lattice results from [10–12] with the results of [22] including the update from [91]. For [10, 11],
the errors are the combined errors from statistics and the use of anisotropic lattices. For [12], the error is statistical only. In
our results, the error comes from the extrapolation method and should be considered a lower bound on errors. All results use
the same value for r0 = 1/(418(5)MeV). The functional results have changed by a factor of 0.970 compared to [22] due to
an improved scale setting for the input, see the appendix. The related error is not included in the table. Masses with † are
conjectured to be the second excited states. Masses with ∗ come with some uncertainty in their identification in the lattice
case or in the trustworthiness of the extrapolated value in the BSE case.

out ghosts, CAAA(S0) without angular dependence and

CAAA(S0, a, s) including the dependence on the angu-

lar variables a, s, are almost indistinguishable. However,

since the small deviations are momentum dependent,

this entails a mass difference of the order of 50MeV in

the scalar glueball mass after extrapolation. It there-

fore depends on the desired precision goal whether the

angular dependence in the three-gluon vertex can be

neglected or not. This is different for the four-gluon ver-

tex; its addition to the kernel has much smaller effects

on the sub-permille level.

The largest effect, however, stems from the ghost dia-

grams in the kernel. The green dashed curves in Fig.

13 (CAAA(S0, a, s) + ghosts) represent results from the

full one-loop truncation discussed above including all

ghost terms. We observe a sizeable shift in the eigen-

value curves at space-like momenta, which results in

extrapolated masses at time-like momenta differing by

about 200MeV for the scalar glueball ground state and

by about 350MeV for the excited state. This makes

it mandatory to include the ghost diagrams. Interest-

ingly, the glueball amplitudes displayed in Fig. 14 show

a clear hierarchy which, however, is different for ground

and excited states. In particular, from the excited state

one could think that the ghosts are not relevant because
the amplitude is severely suppressed compared to the

other ones. The results for the masses, however, show

that this is not the case. Another interesting finding is

that the extrapolation is more stable when ghosts are

included and the associated error goes down consider-

ably.

To summarize: These results show that reducing the

kinematic dependence of the three-gluon vertex to a

single variable is a useful approximation that leads to a

speed-up in the calculations while producing still quan-

titative results on a few percent level. Neglecting the

ghost contributions, on the other hand, is only qualita-

tively acceptable and leads to a noticeable shift in the

glueball masses.

4.2 Two-loop truncation

As discussed above, full consistency of the BSEs with

our 3PI system for the correlation functions is only
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Fig. 15 Couplings from the ghost-gluon (left) and three-gluon (right) vertices for different solutions labelled by the IR value
of the ghost dressing function G(0).

achieved including the two-loop diagrams in the ker-

nel, Fig. 3. Since these are considerably more compli-

cated to calculate, we resort for now to the following

simplifications: First, we only use the three-gluon ver-

tex for symmetric kinematics in the two-loop diagrams,

neglecting its angular dependence. As discussed above,

this is a very good approximation and helps to speed up

the calculations considerably. Second, we use a numeri-

cal setup with lower precision. We tested the impact of

this setup for the one-loop case and found that it allows

for a reliable extraction of the ground and first excited

states. Higher excited states become unstable and are

consequently not considered. Third, given the dominant

role of the purely gluonic diagram, we added only the

two-loop diagrams in the gluon-gluon scattering kernel,

i.e. the black box in Fig. 3.

We performed the calculations for the scalar, pseudo-

scalar and tensor glueballs with first results reported

previously in conference proceedings [45–47]. The re-

sulting eigenvalue curves have also been included in

Fig. 13 (CAAA(S0, a, s) + gh. + gl. 2-loop) and are

hardly distinguishable from the ones of the one-loop

calculations. Also the extrapolations showed no rele-

vant change. The largest effect was seen for the scalar

glueball mass and of the order of 2% and hence well

below the general error of the extrapolation procedure.

Hence, the existing results remain valid and we con-

clude that the sum of the gluonic two-loop diagrams

does not play a significant role. In order to decide whether

cancellations between the two-loop diagrams occur, we

repeated the calculations also with only single two-loop

diagrams instead of all of them. Again, the results did

not change appreciably, and we therefore conclude that

also individual gluonic two-loop diagrams have only

tiny effects. This is in marked contrast to the three-

gluon vertex equation discussed in Sec. 3.1.2 where size-

able cancellations between different diagrams occur.

4.3 Family of solutions and gauge invariance

As explained in Sec. 3, the DSEs of Yang-Mills the-

ory are solved by a one-parameter family of correlation

functions. In the literature, this family has been inter-

preted as a manifestation of a residual gauge freedom

arising from incomplete gauge fixing in Landau gauge

due to Gribov ambiguities [52, 53]. Other authors have

hypothesized that different members of this family are

not gauge-equivalent and one has to identify the ’cor-

rect’ one by a physical condition, e.g., by minimizing

the effective potential [97]. Since the spectrum of Yang-

Mills theory must be gauge independent one can use it

as a testing ground for both ideas: in the former case

one would expect the same spectrum (within uncertain-

ties) for the complete family, whereas in the second case

the results should show significant deviations.

We solved the BSEs for seven different cases to be dis-

tinguished here by the value of the ghost dressing func-

tion at vanishing momentum, G(0). The corresponding

couplings of the ghost-gluon and three-gluon vertices

[60, 98, 99],

αghg(p
2) = α(µ2)

[
DAc̄c(p2)

]2
[G(p2)]2Z(p2), (3a)

α3g(p
2) = α(µ2)

[
CAAA(p2)

]2
[Z(p2)]3, (3b)

respectively, are shown in Fig. 15. They agree well in the

perturbative regime and start to deviate around 2GeV,

reflecting a general observation that ambiguities due to

gauge fixing are always related to the infrared behavior

of correlation functions. Since these couplings provide

direct information about the interaction strength in the

kernels of the BSE, it is a very interesting and nontrivial
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question whether different solutions from this family

also lead to different glueball masses.

An important technical point of our calculations regard

the proper numerical handling of the three-gluon ver-

tex. This vertex develops an infrared divergence which

changes its nature within the family: with increasing

G(0) it becomes stronger and switches from logarithmic

[23, 49, 75] to power-like for the scaling limit G(0) → ∞
[23, 49, 52, 59, 60, 99–101]. This requires an increase in

numerical precision as well as a specialized interpolation

routine with the vertex dressing mapped to an arcsinh

function to handle the divergence properly.

Another technical point concerns the extrapolation pro-

cedure and the associated physical scale. As with all

calculations in Yang-Mills theory all results are first ob-

tained in internal units. Physical units are set only at

the end by the peak of the gluon dressing function, see

Appendix A for details. Since the corresponding scale

factors are different for different members of the fam-

ily, the intervals for the extrapolation in P 2 also differ.

To ensure best comparability, we only used values for

P 2 within an interval common to all calculations and

the same numbers of points for all extrapolations. This

reduces the number of points available for the extrapo-

lation to some extent, which explains the small devia-

tions from and partially larger errors than in the high

precision results shown in Fig. 12.

Scrutinizing our results, it is interesting to note that

the eigenvalue curves obtained from all members of the

family are qualitatively similar but differ quantitatively

by a few percent. These are, however, not gauge invari-

ant and therefore only the extrapolated masses provide

a meaningful estimate of the physical equivalence of

the different solutions. The resulting spectrum of scalar,

pseudoscalar and tensor glueballs is shown in Fig. 16.

Given that the underlying correlation functions of the

family differ drastically, cf. the shaded bands discussed

in Sec. 3, it is striking and highly nontrivial how well

the glueball masses align across the family. Within the

extrapolation errors, we do not observe any significant

variations. This agreement strongly favors the proposi-

tion that different solutions within the family are phys-

ically equivalent. While this agreement might in princi-

ple be a ’coincidence’, we do not believe this to be the

case. To test this further, we also calculated the glue-

ball masses with ’mixed’ input, viz., we used propaga-

tors and vertices from different members of the family

of solutions. For solutions far enough apart, the mass of

the scalar glueball dropped significantly, e.g., for mix-

ing solutions G(0) = 5 and G(0) = 20 the ground state

mass is below 1GeV. For the J = 0 glueballs, this in-

vestigation of the gauge dependence was already done

G(0)
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Fig. 16 Masses for scalar, pseudoscalar and tensor ground
and excited states from different input labelled by the IR
value of the ghost dressing function G(0).

previously [21]. Here we show the quantitative compar-

ison and extend it to the tensor glueball.

These results strongly support the hypothesis of the dif-

ferent solutions corresponding to different gauges [53].

For a final conclusion, however, more insight into the

nonperturbative gauge fixing ambiguity is needed, and

more physical observables should be calculated.

5 Summary and discussion

In the past twenty years, functional methods have seen

enormous progress. Theoretical tools are available that

range from simple model applications to high quality

approximations of the full theory using systematic ex-

pansions. In this work, we discussed in detail one of

the most systematic approximation schemes applied so

far based on the 3PI effective action in (nonperturba-

tive) three-loop expansion. We discussed the stability

of this system under various modifications and exten-

sions in Sec. 3. Except for an unproblematic kinematic

approximation of the three-gluon vertex based on pla-

nar degeneracy any further simplification of this setup

leads to unwanted qualitative and quantitative changes.

In contrast, any extensions tested so far only entail mi-

nor quantitative ones. For the current precision goal

of our functional calculations on the five percent level

the employed setup thus constitutes a very reliable ba-

sis. We consider the good agreement between different

functional methods (3PI, 1PI DSE and FRG) and lat-

tice gauge theory as well as the observed stability un-

der modifications as an indication of apparent conver-

gence of the functional system of equations. Taking into

account all primitively divergent correlation functions

seems to be a necessary and sufficient condition for a

reliable truncation.
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This high quality input also seems to be necessary and

sufficient for a high quality determination of the glue-

ball spectrum [21, 22], provided the kernels in the glue-

ball BSEs match this complexity. We discussed the trun-

cation of the BSE in Sec. 4 and explored the hierarchy

of gluonic vs. ghost diagrams as well as the impact of

hitherto neglected two-loop diagrams in the gluon part

of the BSE. We found that the ghost diagrams do have

a relevant quantitative impact, while effects of the two-

loop diagrams are remarkably small. To our mind, this

is another indication of apparent convergence.

Finally, we quantified the effect of using different mem-

bers of the family of solutions accessible with functional

methods. Within the extrapolation errors, the results

agree, supporting the conjecture that different solutions

correspond to different nonperturbative completions of

Landau type gauges.

The results for the glueball spectrum and the tests per-

formed here motivate investigations beyond this setup.

One possibility is the extension to three-gluon glue-

balls which would provide access to additional quantum

numbers. Another, the physically most relevant one, is

the inclusion of quarks to investigate the mixing be-

tween quark-antiquark mesons and glueballs. It would

certainly be most interesting to investigate this in the

light of the recent analyses of experimental data [15–

18]. This is material for future work.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Feliciano de Soto, Mauricio Ferreira,

and Orlando Oliveira for discussions and/or sharing

of their data. This work was supported by the DFG

(German Research Foundation) grant FI 970/11-2. This

work has also been supported by Silicon Austria Labs

(SAL), owned by the Republic of Austria, the Styrian

Business Promotion Agency (SFG), the federal state of

Carinthia, the Upper Austrian Research (UAR), and

the Austrian Association for the Electric and Electron-

ics Industry (FEEI).

Appendix A: Scale setting

In many functional calculations, a physical scale en-

ters explicitly by using a model or input from other

sources. Here, however, the correlation functions are

calculated in a self-contained way with no such explicit

scale. Hence, the raw results are in internal units and

have to be converted to ’physical’ ones using external

input. In Yang-Mills theory, glueball masses can serve

as physical scale, as they are gauge invariant. This is

used in one of the spectrum plots in Fig. 12 where the

scale is set by the scalar glueball mass. It is more conve-

nient, though, to express the results in terms of GeV. To

this end, we take over the scale from lattice calculations

by matching a distinct quantity between lattice and

functional results. Due to the good agreement of the

gluon propagator, we use the peak of the gluon dress-

ing function for this purpose. In [23], we used the lattice

results of [102] with r0,S = 0.5 fm = 2.534/GeV and

the position of the maximum at p2max,S = 0.94GeV2.

However, different lattice calculations may use different

values of r0. This has to be taken into account here, be-

cause the lattice results of [12] use r0,AT = 0.472 fm =

2.392/GeV. This leads to a factor of 2.534/2.392 =

1.059 for translating the scale of the BSE calculations

to the scale of the lattice results. Also the lattice re-

sults of [10], with r0,MP = 0.480 fm = 2.439/GeV, were

translated to this scale.

Since newer lattice results for the gluon propagator have

become available, we compared the scale inferred from

them using the same technique. For the results from

[57], we found that the peak position can be deter-

mined more accurately as p2max,B = 0.83GeV2. All re-

sults for the correlation functions presented here use

this updated scale setting. For the glueball masses, we

again translated the scale of the input, based on r0,B =

0.515 fm = 2.616/GeV [57], to r0,AT of [12] by rescaling

the original results for the masses in [21, 22] with

rupdate =

√
0.83

0.94

(
r0,S
r0,AT

)−1
r0,B
r0,AT

= 0.970. (A.1)

All quoted results for glueball masses use this scale set-

ting with r0 = r0,AT = 0.472 fm = 2.392/GeV.

References

1. H. Fritzsch and M. Gell-Mann, “Current algebra:

Quarks and what else?”, eConf C720906V2

(1972) 135–165, arXiv:hep-ph/0208010

[hep-ph].

2. H. Fritzsch and P. Minkowski, “Psi Resonances,

Gluons and the Zweig Rule”, Nuovo Cim. A30

(1975) 393.

3. E. Klempt and A. Zaitsev, “Glueballs, Hybrids,

Multiquarks. Experimental facts versus QCD

inspired concepts”, Phys. Rept. 454 (2007)

1–202, arXiv:0708.4016 [hep-ph].

4. V. Crede and C. A. Meyer, “The Experimental

Status of Glueballs”, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 63

(2009) 74–116, arXiv:0812.0600 [hep-ex].

5. V. Mathieu, N. Kochelev, and V. Vento, “The

Physics of Glueballs”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 18

(2009) 1–49, arXiv:0810.4453 [hep-ph].

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0208010
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0208010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02730295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02730295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.07.006
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.4016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2009.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2009.03.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.0600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218301309012124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218301309012124
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.4453


14

6. W. Ochs, “The Status of Glueballs”, J. Phys.

G40 (2013) 043001, arXiv:1301.5183

[hep-ph].

7. F. J. Llanes-Estrada, “Glueballs as the ithaca of

meson spectroscopy: From simple theory to

challenging detection”, Eur. Phys. J. ST 230

no. 6, (2021) 1575–1592, arXiv:2101.05366

[hep-ph].

8. D. Vadacchino, “A review on Glueball hunting”

in 39th International Symposium on Lattice Field

Theory. 5, 2023. arXiv:2305.04869 [hep-lat].

9. UKQCD Collaboration, G. S. Bali, K. Schilling,

A. Hulsebos, A. C. Irving, C. Michael, and P. W.

Stephenson, “A Comprehensive lattice study of

SU(3) glueballs”, Phys. Lett. B309 (1993)

378–384, arXiv:hep-lat/9304012 [hep-lat].

10. C. J. Morningstar and M. J. Peardon, “The

Glueball spectrum from an anisotropic lattice

study”, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999) 034509,

arXiv:hep-lat/9901004 [hep-lat].

11. Y. Chen et al., “Glueball spectrum and matrix

elements on anisotropic lattices”, Phys. Rev.

D73 (2006) 014516, arXiv:hep-lat/0510074

[hep-lat].

12. A. Athenodorou and M. Teper, “The glueball

spectrum of SU(3) gauge theory in 3 + 1

dimensions”, JHEP 11 (2020) 172,

arXiv:2007.06422 [hep-lat].

13. E. Gregory, A. Irving, B. Lucini, C. McNeile,

A. Rago, C. Richards, and E. Rinaldi, “Towards

the glueball spectrum from unquenched lattice

QCD”, JHEP 10 (2012) 170, arXiv:1208.1858

[hep-lat].

14. C. Morningstar, “Update on Glueballs”, PoS

LATTICE2024 (2024) 004, arXiv:2502.02547

[hep-lat].

15. A. V. Sarantsev, I. Denisenko, U. Thoma, and

E. Klempt, “Scalar isoscalar mesons and the

scalar glueball from radiative J/ψ decays”, Phys.

Lett. B 816 (2021) 136227, arXiv:2103.09680

[hep-ph].

16. Joint Physics Analysis Center Collaboration,

A. Rodas, A. Pilloni, M. Albaladejo,

C. Fernandez-Ramirez, V. Mathieu, and A. P.

Szczepaniak, “Scalar and tensor resonances in

J/ψ radiative decays”, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 no. 1,

(2022) 80, arXiv:2110.00027 [hep-ph].

17. BESIII Collaboration, M. Ablikim et al.,

“Determination of Spin-Parity Quantum

Numbers of X(2370) as 0-+ from

J/ψ→γKS0KS0η’”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132 no. 18,

(2024) 181901, arXiv:2312.05324 [hep-ex].

18. E. Klempt, K. V. Nikonov, A. V. Sarantsev, and

I. Denisenko, “Search for the tensor glueball”,

Phys. Lett. B 830 (2022) 137171,

arXiv:2205.07239 [hep-ph].

19. I. C. Cloet and C. D. Roberts, “Explanation and

Prediction of Observables using Continuum

Strong QCD”, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 77 (2014)

1–69, arXiv:1310.2651 [nucl-th].

20. G. Eichmann, H. Sanchis-Alepuz, R. Williams,

R. Alkofer, and C. S. Fischer, “Baryons as

relativistic three-quark bound states”, Prog.

Part. Nucl. Phys. 91 (2016) 1–100,

arXiv:1606.09602 [hep-ph].

21. M. Q. Huber, C. S. Fischer, and

H. Sanchis-Alepuz, “Spectrum of scalar and

pseudoscalar glueballs from functional methods”,

Eur. Phys. J. C 80 no. 11, (2020) 1077,

arXiv:2004.00415 [hep-ph].

22. M. Q. Huber, C. S. Fischer, and

H. Sanchis-Alepuz, “Higher spin glueballs from

functional methods”, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 no. 12,

(2021) 1083, arXiv:2110.09180 [hep-ph].

23. M. Q. Huber, “Correlation functions of Landau

gauge Yang-Mills theory”, Phys. Rev. D 101

no. 11, (2020) 114009, arXiv:2003.13703

[hep-ph].

24. J. Meyers and E. S. Swanson, “Spin Zero

Glueballs in the Bethe-Salpeter Formalism”,

Phys. Rev. D87 no. 3, (2013) 036009,

arXiv:1211.4648 [hep-ph].

25. H. Sanchis-Alepuz, C. S. Fischer, C. Kellermann,

and L. von Smekal, “Glueballs from the

Bethe-Salpeter equation”, Phys. Rev. D92

(2015) 034001, arXiv:1503.06051 [hep-ph].

26. E. V. Souza, M. N. Ferreira, A. C. Aguilar,

J. Papavassiliou, C. D. Roberts, and S.-S. Xu,

“Pseudoscalar glueball mass: a window on

three-gluon interactions”, Eur. Phys. J. A56

no. 1, (2020) 25, arXiv:1909.05875 [nucl-th].

27. L. P. Kaptari and B. Kämpfer, “Mass spectrum
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