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Abstract
A model of hybrid meson structure based on the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge and the
use of a single constituent quasigluon is applied compute hadronic decays of mesons with exotic
quantum numbers, 07~ and 27~. These correspond to hybrid mesons in which the gluon couples
to a ¢q pair in an P-wave and can therefore be identified as orbital excitations of the exotic 1=+
state. Interestingly, we find 0%~ states to be narrow, contrary to what was found by previous
calculations. This is primarily due to the suppression of the decay mode 07~ — 215, + 115y,

which is unique to our model. The 27~ states are found to be narrow, as expected.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hybrid mesons have generated interest for decades because they can provide a portal to
nonperturbative gluodynamics. Exotic hybrids — those whose quantum numbers cannot be
realized by a ¢q pair — are particularly interesting because they do not mix with conventional
qq states and their detection would be a smoking-gun signature of new physics.

Indeed, several experimental efforts such as the GlueX at JLab, PANDA at FAIR and
BESIII at BEPC II will be, or are currently under way, and there is hope that future data,
combined with continuous progress in lattice field computations, will shed light on these
enigmatic states. However, the field is not without progress. The puzzle of the two exotic
1~ states labeled 71 (1400) and 71 (1600) [1] seems to have mainly been resolved, suggesting
that only the heavier of the two is necessary to explain the data [2, 3]. Just recently, the
BESIII collaboration [4] has observed an isoscalar resonance with exotic quantum numbers
17" in J/+¢) — ~nn’. This new state, called the 1;(1855), has a mass of 1855 & 9% MeV
and width of 188 4- 183 MeV, making it the ideal candidate for the isoscalar partner to the
isovector m;(1600) [4, 15].

Models of hybrid mesons have a long history, reaching back to the 1970s, and they can
be broadly divided into two categories: flux-tube models and constituent gluon models (see
[5] for a review). These two camps primarily differ in how they describe the gluonic degrees
of freedom. In flux-tube models [6] (which include string models [7]), glue is represented as
a collective string-like excitation, while in constituent models the gluonic degrees of freedom
are described by quasiparticles. The latter notion finds confimation in recent lattice studies
demonstrating that the low-lying charmonium hybrid spectrum is well-described by a single
gluonic quasiparticle with axial quantum numbers JE¢ = 1+~ [19].

Throughout the years, constituent gluon models have developed from almost dynamics-
free models [8] into more modern pictures which include many of the features of QCD [9-11].
More recently, the constituent picture with the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge as a
starting point has been applied to charmonium hybrids decays [12], the light H; states (177,
(0,1,2)~7) [13], and to a study of light hybrid meson mixing [15]. In this paper, we use this
picture to compute the strong decays of the light exotic 07—, 2t~ and 2+~ hybrid mesons.
These correspond to hybrid mesons in which the gluon couples to a ¢¢ pair in an P-wave

and can therefore be identified as the orbital excitations of the exotic 171 state previously



studied in [13].

The paper is organized as follows: Section II contains details of the QCD Hamiltonian in
Coulomb Gauge, which forms the basis of our model, and the construction of the light hybrid
meson state from constituent quasiparticles. Model parameters used in the computation and
the decay model are also contained in this section, along with the resulting selection rules.
Section III presents the results obtained for both isoscalar and isovector hybrids. Summary
and conclusions, along with prospects for potential discovery of these states, are found in

Section IV.

II. CONSTITUENT-GLUON MODEL OF HYBRIDS
A. QCD Hamiltonian In Coulomb Gauge

The starting point of our model is the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge. The main
advantages of this gauge choice are that all degrees of freedom are manifestly physical and
that an instantaneous “Coulomb” interaction between constituent quasiparticles emerges
naturally. This choice is justified by previous work by Swanson and Szczepaniak [16], who,
starting from the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge, developed a mean-field model of
the gluonic vacuum and obtained an effective quasigluon dispersion relation and an approx-
imation for the vacuum expectation value of the Coulomb kernel K4Z described below. For
those interested in the details of the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge and its derivation,
the standard reference is [17]. Here we just highlight the main features of the model. The

full Hamiltonian is given by
1
H = / [z/ﬂ (—iae- V + fm)v + 5 (FPmtg - g2 +BA-BY) | dix

- g/¢*a-Awd3x+Ho, (1)
with
1 .
Hp = 5 /j—l/QpA<X)j1/2KAB(X’ v A)jl/QpB(y)j_l/ngx dgy. (2)
In the above, J is the Faddeev-Popov determinant, written as 7 = det(V -D), and D is the

adjoint covariant derivative, DAZ = §48V — ¢f4BYAC. The color charge density contains

both quark and gluon components
p(x) = FAPCAT (x) - T (x) + of (x) T (%), (3)
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while the kernel of the Coulomb interaction can be formally written as

> g g
K% (x,y; A) = <X,A|ﬁ(—v2)ﬁ|y, B). (4)

The Coulomb kernel is instantaneous and contains all powers of gluonic field operators.
These may be organized in a tower of Dyson equations and truncations can be solved.
This approach shows that confinement appears with the aid of simple variational vacuum
ansatz[16]. However, this potential need not be equivalent to the interaction between static
color sources, which is typically used in phenomenological calculations[14]. We therefore
choose to simplify by replacing the vacuum matrix element of the Coulomb interaction
with:

KAB(r,0) = 578 (“7 _ Zbr + c) , (5)

where ag, b, and C are parameters to be determined from fitting to the meson spectrum,
as explained below. This choice, besides reproducing the well-known Cornell potential of
non-relativistic meson models, finds support in lattice simulations of the ¢g static quark
potentials with the gluonic field in different configurations, which show that they all exhibit
a long-range linear behavior (see, for example, Ref. [18]).
In the above, the gluon field is approximated by the perturbative expression:
3

AP(x) = / %ﬁ (aP(k) + a®(—k)) e, (6)

The quasigluon dispersion relation differs from the perturbative w = k£ and the mean-field

calculation discussed above finds that it can be well-approximated by the ansatz
w?(k) = k* + mf;e_k/b-", (7)

where m, is the dynamical gluon mass given by my ~ 600 MeV and b, is the gluon parameter
with value b, ~ 6000 MeV. We remark that despite the appearance of an effective mass, the

quasigluon remains transverse.

B. Light Hybrids

The hybrid meson state is constructed, by assumption, from the minimal number of
constituent quasiparticles: a qq pair coupled with an axial gluon. This assumption is made

plausible here by the relatively large gluon mass. The total meson angular momentum .J is
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obtained by first coupling the gluon spin projection to the gluon angular momentum, ¢,, to
obtain the total gluon angular momentum j,. Calculations can be streamlined by working
in the gluon helicity basis. Doing so and assuming that ¢, = j, produces a Clebsch-Gordan

factor of
( B 0,4,=0
X = (IN0]Eyn) = : (8)
50 lg > 1
This represents a transverse electric (TE) gluon and forms the explicit realization of the
axial constituent gluon. Setting ¢, = j, == 1 yields a transverse magnetic (TM) gluon with a

Clebsch factor given by XE\JQ = Oau/ v/2. Combining with quark spins yields the final generic

expression for a hybrid creation operator

1 Bq Bk 25, 1
IMILSEED = 575 [ 5t s Wil \ 22 Dl () 5

1 1 .
x (mm|SMs) (Emg,]gmg|LML>(SMS,LML|JM)bL kol ik anl0).(9)

—3L,m  —q—35,]
Since all lowest lying hybrids have { = —1 and j, = 1, only the TE mode is of interest for
this work. Furthermore, the hybrid state is an eigenstate of parity and charge conjugation

with eigenvalues given by

Pzg(_l)f-i—jg-‘rl and C = ( )€+S+1 (10)

C. Model Parameters

Many parameters go into the computation of the hybrid decay amplitudes: the interac-
tion parameters of Eq. 5, the quark masses, and the gluon parameters. The spin-dependent
interaction used to determine quark parameters, which was obtained from Ref. [15], is re-

produced below for completeness:

Vsp = 20p ——— 3rmqmq Sy - Sg b2 exp(—bor) O(ro)
1 ag b Sq - L Sq - L ag b S-L
—+2 (Cb73 + (2¢ :UT> < -~ -+ 2 ) 00ﬁ)+-<6b73 +er)7nwnq0@b}+
dog _
+ —3mqmqr3 (Sq-rSq-r—.=S,-Sz) 0(ro). (11)

Details about the various terms in this interaction can be found in Ref. [15]. All parameters
are obtained by fitting light uds meson masses and the values obtained from the fit, which

are used in this work, are reported in Table I.
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TABLE I: Model Parameters. The values were obtained by fitting the entire isovector and isoscalar
uds spectrum. The values of m, and mg correspond to the light and strange quark masses,

respectively.

my, (ms) (MeV) as o (GeV?) C (MeV) ag by (GeV™1) ry (GeV™1) € (GeV~!)|rel. error avg deviation (MeV)

420 (606) 1.496 0.053 0.149 1.999  0.389 9.1 0.25 6% 69

Once parameters are fixed, the light hybrid spectrum can be computed. The hybrid
bound state equation is obtained from the QCD Hamiltonian by computing the expectation

value,

(JM[L'S'E | H| IMILSCe]). (12)

Given that our immediate goal is to obtain spin-independent multiplets, we take the nonrel-
ativistic limit of the currents in Eq. 2. The resulting spectrum can be categorized according
to interpolating operators, as indicated in Table IT [18]. Here B is the chromomagnetic field,
and 1 and x are heavy quark and antiquark fields, respectively. The remaining columns
give the corresponding quantum numbers and the hybrid meson JX¢ quantum numbers in

the specified multiplet.

TABLE II: J¢ Hybrid Multiplets.

multiplet| operator |§ jg ¢ L JPC S =0(S=1)

H, vIBy (110117,

(
Hy |9V xBx|-1 1111 (0,1,2)"~
Hy |V -Byx|-1 1100, (1)

(

Hy |YT[VBlax|-1 1 1 2/2%F,

The gluon parameters used were the ones reported in the gluon dispersion relationship
of Eq. 7 (mg = 600 MeV and b, = 6000 MeV).

The spectrum can be obtained by expanding the hybrid wavefunction in Gaussian basis,
which was previously used to compute the spin-averaged spectrum of charmonium hybrids
[12]. Here, however, since the main goal is to compute the decay properties of the mesons,
we are only interested in the gross features of meson structure and the resulting hybrid

wavefunctions are therefore approximated by a product of two Gaussians with widths o and
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the hybrid decay model, in which the hybrid meson decays into two

conventional mesons through gluon dissociation into a ¢g pair.

G-
U;, ok, @) oc DIz (k)k exp(—k?/25%) + Yo, (4)¢" exp(—q* /207). (13)
The parameters o and f are then obtained by minimizing the expectation value of Eq. 12:
0
JML'SCENH|JM[LSiE]) = 0 14
aa(@( (LS| H|J MLSEHE]) (14)

Similarly, ordinary mesons are described by SHO wavefunctions depending on a scale pa-

rameter [3,,.

D. Decay Model

With a model of hybrid structure at hand, one can develop a model of hybrid decays as
well. The idea is to assume that the decay takes place through the simplest leading gluon
operator, namely quark-pair production through gluon dissociation (see Fig. 1).

This decay model yields two selection rules that are typical of hybrid decay models,
namely: (i) spin zero hybrids do not decay to spin zero mesons, (ii) TE hybrids do not
decay to mesons with identical spatial wavefunctions. The former follows from the 3S5;
quantum numbers of the vertex, while the latter follows from the symmetry properties of
the decay amplitude (see [12] for details). Additionally, decays to an S-wave and P-wave

meson pair are generally dominant.



III. LIGHT HYBRID DECAYS
A. Hybrid Masses

Hybrid masses constitute another source of uncertainty in the model. Because our model
only gives spin-averaged hybrid masses, and there are currently no experimental data to
constrain them, one must rely on lattice data. However, the results from lattice gauge
theory also have variability. For example, a study of the lightest hybrids supermultiplet
[19] computes isovector masses of all the H; hybrids and the exotic 07~ and 2%~ hybrids
at different pion masses, ranging from m, ~ 700 MeV down to m, =~ 400 MeV. A crude
extrapolation down to the physical pion mass gives estimates for the isovector hybrids but
not the isoscalars. Alternatively, a more comprehensive study of the full isovector-isoscalar
meson spectrum [20] extracted hybrid masses at m, ~ 400 MeV. The results suggest that
there should be a 17" isovector at about 2025 MeV, and two isoscalar counterparts at
higher masses of about 2150 MeV and 2340 MeV, respectively. The excited states masses
are obtained in the same way, and they show an average mass splitting of about 35 MeV
between the isovector and low isoscalar and about 100 MeV between the low and high
isoscalar. However, the light isovector 1~ mass of about 2025 MeV, is roughly 400 MeV
higher than the accepted 71 (1600) mass. The approach adopted here, admittedly not overly
rigorous, is to shift all of the masses in Ref. [20] down by the same amount (425 MeV) so
that the isovector 1-1 mass matches the 7;(1600) mass. This keeps the mass splittings the

same and gives the masses for the excited states reported in the Table III.

TABLE III: Exotic hybrid masses reported in MeV. The numbers on the left in each column are

the lattice values taken from [20]. Numbers in bold are the shifted masses.

JPC| TIsovector | Low Isoscalar | High Isoscalar

17| 2025 (1600 1730 2340 (1915

21712440 (2015

(1600) (1730) (1915)
0+~ | 2325 (1900) | 2380 (1955) | 2480 (2055)
(2015) (2035) (2125)
(2225) (2255) (2345)

2+="1 2650 (2225 2255 2760 (2345




B. Isovectors

In order to compute hybrid decays into kaons, one must first determine the mixing angle
for the spin-one kaons, which are defined as linear superpositions of spin singlet and triplet

states through a mixing angle 0:

|K1L> = sin0K|1P1> +COSQK|3P1>
|K1g) = —cosOr|'Py) +sinfk|*Py). (15)

There is ongoing theoretical debate about the value of the mixing angle [21-23], but no
experimental data to definitively constrain it. The authors of [22] argue that the value
of |0k| can be obtained by first determining the mixing angles for f;(1285)/f1(1450) and
hy(1170)/hy(1380) from mass relations. These angles depend on the masses of the K
and Kig, which in turn depend on the mixing angle 6. This procedure gives a value of
O = 35°. Alternatively, Suzuki determined the mixing angle from partial decay rates and,
independently, from masses, finding that the angle could be either 0 = 33° or 8 = 57°, but
that i = 33° is favored by the observed production dominance of K;(1400) in 7 decays[21].
This is the value we employ in the following.

Lastly, mixing angles for the n and 7’ are specified by the simple ansatz:

1, = L,
I = 5 (i) +1dd)) = —=]s5)

R 1
') = §(IUU>+|dd>)+ﬁ|SS>- (16)

This completes the specification of the decay model. Resulting predictions for the decay
of the isovector 01—, 27, and 27~ hybrids are presented in Table IV.

TABLE IV: Strong decays of the three isovector states. The
number in parenthesis next to the hybrid multiplet is the
hybrid mass. The meaning of the symbols is as follows: x =

negligible, g = threshold, — = forbidden.

Hybrid JP¢ | Decay Channel | Wave | Hj (1.900 GeV)

0t hi(1170)7 P 56.6
m(1300)m S 2.5




w(1420)7 P X
b1(1235)n P 17.6
Ki K P 3.8
KinK P X
K(1460)K S o
Ltot 80.5
Hy (2.015 GeV)  Hy (2.225 GeV)
2+ wT D X X
on D 0.3 0.1
o D 0.1 X
b1(1235)n P 1.5 8.8
F X 0.2
h1(1170)7 P 5.5 18.4
F 0.1 1.0
a1(1260)m P 8.0 9.4
F X 0.1
az(1320)m P 6.5 0.2
F 0.1 0.1
f1(1285)p P ) 14.8
F @ X
f2(1270)p P ? 9.9
F @ X
w(1420)m D X X
m(1300)m D X 0.3
K*K D X X
K K P X X
F X X
KinK P 0.2 2.6
F X X
K*(1410)K D x b
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K(1460) K D X X
K3(1430)K P 0.5 x
F X X
Lot 22.8 65.9

The results show that the three isovectors are all narrow. While the 27~ states were
previously reported to be narrow, the 07~ comes as a surprise. If we compare our results
to those of previous analyses such as the PPS model [24] (and the IKP model reported
therein) or the work of Ref. [25] which uses a very similar approach to ours, the 07~ was
always reported as being wide, with a total width in the 250-650 MeV range and a dominant
contribution of about 200-250 MeV coming from the 7(1300)7, which in our work is almost
entirely suppressed. In our model, the suppression of the channel is strongly dependent on
the value of the f3,,, parameter used for the 7(1300). This dependence is shown in Figure
2, where the total width is plotted as a function of 3(1300). Oscillatory behavior like the
one in the figure are typical of decay channels that include excited states. Remarkably, the
preferred value of Br(1300) lies very close to a node in the decay amplitude, which occurs at
about Br1300) = 0.195 GeV. The figure also shows that the decay width rapidly increases
with increasing 3, reaching its maximum of about 41.8 MeV at 3:(1300) = 0.38 GeV. However,
even if we were to use fr(1300) = 0.38 GeV, our value for the 77(1300) width would still be
smaller than those of [24, 25] by a factor of at least six.

Additionally, for all three states, S+ P wave decays are preferred. This is the case for the
0%~, whose main decay channels are the hy(1170)7 and b;(1235)n, in that order. The same
is also true for the 2+~ and 27~ states. However, these states show some differences. The
2%~ decays mainly into a;(1260)7, as(1320)7 and hy(1170)7, in that order, but has a small
b1(1235)n contribution. In contrast, the main decay channels for the 27~ are hy(1170)7 and
a1(1260)7. In this case, by (1235)n is more significant, but the a9(1320)7 is negligible.

These differences, we suspect, are not only due to the difference in hybrid mass between
the two states, but rather due to the different value of total hybrid angular momentum, L,
(L =1 for the Hy and L = 2 for the Hy) which in turn leads to different expressions for
the decay amplitudes. Interestingly, the 27~ also receives large contributions from the f;p
and fop channels, P+ P modes, which are below threshold for the lighter 2t~. Overall, the

total widths for the 27~ states lie somewhere in the middle of the values reported in [24]
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FIG. 2: Plot of I'(0"~ — m(1300)7) as a function of the 7(1300) 3 parameter. The asterisk
corresponds to the value of I at S (1300) = 0.167, which is what we obtain from the spin dependent

model in Eq. 11 and report in Table IV above.

and [25].
The partial widths obtained in the model generally follow the pattern of 3S; models, in
which the leading partial wave is much larger than sub-leading ones, as it for all the channels

that allow decays into P and F' waves.

C. Isoscalars

We consider isoscalar hybrids to be linear combinations of light and strange quarks defined

by

|L) = cosf|nn) — sinf;|ss)

|H) = sinf;|nn) + cos by |ss) , (17)
where 6; is the mixing angle. Currently, there is no experimental information about these
mixing angles. The lattice computation cited above does, however, report light hybrid

mixing angles[20]. The computation shows that there is very little light/strange mixing

outside of the lightest H; multiplet. This agrees with the results presented in [15] where the
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excited states are expected to be ideally mixed. Hence, we set 6; = 0° for all of them. This
implies that heavy (|sSg)) isoscalars can only decay to pairs of mesons with a strange-quark
component, such as kaon-pairs, or ¢n final states. Table V reports the decay widths of the

six isoscalars considered here.

TABLE V: Strong decays of the six isoscalar states. The

number in parenthesis is the hybrid mass. The meaning of

the symbols is as follows: x = negligible, ¢ = threshold, - =

forbidden.
Hybrid JP¢| Decay Channel | Wave Inng) |ssg)
(1.955 GeV) (2.055 GeV)
0t~ (Hy) b1(1235)7 P 171.3 -
h1(1170)n P 20.6 -
K K P 12.5 27.3
KiuK P 0.2 1.8
K(1460)K S ¢ 4.3
ot 204.6 33.4
(2.035 GeV) (2.125 GeV)
21 (Hy) wn D X -
om D 1.3 -
wn/ D b -
on D - X
on’ D - X
by (1235)7 P 16.0 -
F 0.4 -
h1(1170)n P 2.2 -
F X -
w(1420)n D X -
p(1450)m D X -
a1(1260)p P 4.3 -




F X -
a(1320)p P 0 -
F X -
KK D x 0.5
Ki K P 0.9 4.0
F X X
KinK P 0.9 6.9
F X X
K*(1410)K D x x
K3(1430)K P 0.8 8.1
F X X
Ltot 26.8 19.5
(2.255 GeV) (2.335 GeV)
21 (Hy) wn D X -
pT D 0.5 -
wn' D X -
on D - X
on' D - X
b1(1235)7 P 55.8 .
F 2.7 -
h1(1170)n P 9.7 -
F 0.3 -
p(1450)m D X -
a1(1260)p P 66.9 -
F 0.2 -
as(1320)p P 29.7 -
F X -
K*K D X 0.1
Ki K P x 0.1
F X X
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KigK P 2.9 7.4
F X X
K*(1410)K D x X
K3(1430) K P 0.1 0.5
F X X
Lot 168.8 8.1

The light 07~ isoscalar hybrid appears to be broad, with a very large contribution from
the b1(1235)7 channel and smaller, but significant, contributions from h;(1170)n and K, LK,
and it might therefore be hard to detect. On the other hand, the strange 0%~ is narrow,
and could appear as a sharp peak in the K ;K channel. The K (1460)K channel is below
threshold for the light state and negligible for the strange state. Again, the reason for this
lies in the small value of /3, parameter obtained for the 215, K (1460) state, just as it was
the case for the 7(1300) above, which appears to be something unique to our model. In fact,

both [24] and [25] report very large contributions coming from K(1460)K, with the latter

(460)K) _ 3944 _ @1 507

. . . (K
reporting a branching ratio of ( T = S

The light 2%~ is also narrow, with its largest contribution coming from the b;(1235)7
channel, plus a small a;(1260)p component, if its mass lies below the a2(1320)p threshold.
If, however, the hybrid mass is pushed above that threshold, the as(1320)p partial width
becomes an important contribution to the total width. The strange 2%~ is even narrower,
and the only significant channels are the K3 (1430)K, K1z K, and K, K, in that order.

The light 2+~ is broader, and has somewhat idiosyncratic decay properties. While all the
states seem to obey the S+ P rule mentioned above, according to which S+ P decay modes
are dominant, the light 2*~" main decay channel is a;(1260)p, which is a P4 P mode. This
is followed by b;(1235)7, an S + P mode, and a(1320)p, another P + P channel. Perhaps,
these distinctive decay properties could help in its experimental detection.

The strange 27~ is the narrowest state, with K;5K being the only significant decay
mode. Our predictions here are more in line with the PSS model, while [25] reports larger
widths.

We remark that the production of all six of the states considered here will be suppressed at
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COMPASS because the high pion beam energy implies that pomeron exchange dominates
production. This selects isobars with I¢ = I%(7) = 1~. Thus the 7 can be produced,
but by [[€(JFC) = 1H(077)], ho [I€(JFC) = 0=(0T7)], by [I9(JFC) = 1+(0*7)], and hy
[I9(JPC) = 0 (277)] are all disfavored. In contrast, GlueX, with its I = 0~ + 1+ beam,
can produce both the isovector and isoscalar hybrids with exchanges on the pomeron and
other trajectories. Thus GlueX may be able to explore the entire set of low lying exotic

hybrids.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a model of hybrid structure and light hybrid decays that leverages
the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge and assumes a single constituent gluon as a good
description of gluodynamics. This approach finds support in lattice field computations,
which determine that an axial gluonic degree of freedom is sufficient to describe the main
features of the low lying hybrid spectrum. The results presented here are compared to
previous work, such as the flux-tube PSS model [24] and a recent constituent gluon model
by Chen and Liu [25] which is in many regards very similar to our approach. We find
that our results mostly agree with those papers, with some exceptions. The most notable
difference is the 07~ which is very narrow in our computation, due to the suppression of the
decay mode 0~ — 215, + 11S). The works cited above find that particular decay mode
to make the largest contribution to the total width, both for the isovector and the strange
isoscalar.

We remark that the results obtained here are dependent on many parameters that come
with uncertainty. First of all, the small value of the 215y + 1Sy in the 07~ (7(1300)7
for the isovector and K (1460)K in the strange isoscalar) is dependent on the wavefunction
parameter 3, for the 2!1.S,, which in turn is determined by the spin-dependent model used
to fit the meson masses.

Additionally, the total widths are clearly dependent on the hybrid masses used. The
masses were crudely extrapolated from the lattice computations by shifting all of them
down by the same amount so that the 1~F mass agrees with the mass of the 7(1600), which
was set at 1600 MeV. Choosing different masses would clearly change the total widths values

and could allow additional channels to go above or below threshold. This is a very important
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point in assessing the reliability of the results, because, as obtained by lattice computations,
all the states of interest are actually decaying resonances and the masses determined should
all be considered to have a systematic error at least as big as the (unknown) hadronic width
of the states [27].

Lastly, all of the strange isoscalar hybrids appear very narrow. This is in part because
we have chosen ideal light-strange mixing, which only allows kaon-pair decay modes.

To our knowledge, there is currently no experimental evidence of 0%~ exotic states, but
preliminary results for the reaction 77 p — 27 277" by the BNL(E852) collaboration,
found a strong 1.9 GeV signal for a I9J"Y = 072%~ state (labeled hy) in the process
T p — hon — bymn — 27w — 5mn [26]. This could be a candidate for our isovector 2+~
state, whose mass is very close to 1.9 GeV and whose main decay mode is the b;(1235)7.
However, these preliminary results need confirmation and should therefore be taken with
caution. Searches at GlueX and in multi-pion final states in J/v and x. decay at BES
appear to be promising for providing such confirmation.

The most obvious continuation of the present work would be to compute the strong decays
of the remaining states in Table II. These hybrid states all have conventional quantum
numbers ((0,2)%*,(1,3)"") and can therefore mix with conventional mesons, making their
identification more challenging. Hence, computing their strong decays might reveal some
interesting features that could distinguish them from conventional mesons and thus aid in
their detection.

Additionally, the model presented here can be extended to include spin-dependent terms,

which in turn could be used to compute the mass spectrum of hybrids.
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