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Polarization in x.; — ¢ ¢ decays
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To understand the enhanced partial decay width for the decay of y.; to the vector-meson pair ¢ ¢
recently observed by the BESIII collaboration, we suggest measuring the polarization parameter of the ¢

meson by analyzing the jointed angular distribution in the cascade decay e*e™ — ¢/(2S) — yx.; —
vypp — y2(K*K~). The formulas to measure polarization parameters are presented, and they are
estimated in the framework of perturbative QCD (pQCD) and the quark-pair-creation model. In pQCD
we obtain results consistent with the expectation of the helicity selection rule. In the quark-pair-creation
model, the parameter associated with the violation of the helicity selection rule is enhanced relative to that

estimated in pQCD.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the J/ s particle, the study of the
decay of charmonia has continued to be an active field in
understanding the nature of strong interactions [1-5]. In
the charmonium energy region 3 ~ 5 GeV—even though
the charm quark is not as heavy as the b- or t-quark in
high-energy processes—some perturbative QCD (pQCD)
asymptotic behaviors can be expected. For example, the
so-called helicity selection rule (HSR) was obtained in
early pQCD analyses [1,2], which states that if the mass
of a light quark produced from c¢ annihilation is neglected,
the vector-gluon coupling conserves quark helicity. Thus
the amplitude will vanish if the spin of the light quark is
reversed by the gluon scattering.

For a charmonium ¢ decay to light hadrons 4;(A;) and
h,(A,), the asymptotic behavior of the branching fraction is
given by pQCD calculations [2,6],

A2
B () — by la(a)] ~ (2252

c

[+ 2,]+2
)
where A, A;, and A, denote the helicity of the
corresponding hadrons, m, is the charm-quark mass,
and Agcp is the QCD energy-scale factor. If the
light-quark mass is neglected, the vector-gluon coupling
conserves quark helicity and this leads to the helicity
selection rule [1]: A; + A, = 0. If the helicity configu-
ration does not satisfy this relation, the branching frac-
tion will be suppressed.

In the quark model, the x.;(J =0, 1,2) states are as-
signed as P-wave charmonium states with spin parity and
charge conjugation J**. The decay of y., — ¢¢ is a
golden mode used to test the HSR prediction since the
helicity combination of the ¢ ¢ pair can provide us with
the polarization measurement of at most nine spin configu-
rations. The pQCD calculation [7] shows that the partial
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decay width with the helicity combination A; + A, # 0 is
highly suppressed due to the HSR, so this leads to the
problem of a calculated decay width for x.,» — ¢ ¢
smaller than the measured value. Furthermore, the decay
of x. to ¢ ¢ is forbidden at the leading order due to the
Landau-Yang theorem [8].

However, the BESIII collaboration [9] has recently ob-
served for the first time the decay of y,; to a vector-meson
pair VV (VV = ¢ ¢, ww, and w¢) with branching frac-
tion at the same order as x.p, decays. The measurement
indicates the evasion of HSR in this energy region [6], and
poses a challenge for the y,; two-gluon decay mechanism.
In the interplay of the perturbative and nonperturbative
regions, there might be another mechanism contributing
to the HSR decays, such as the charm octet state, the
higher-order Fock state of light hadrons, the final-state
interaction, or other long-distance effects. To account for
the nonperturbative effects, the role of the charm-meson
loopin y.; — V'V decays has been investigated [6,10]. The
results show that the charm-meson loop can produce the
branching fractions for y,; — ¢ ¢, ww with a large un-
certainty, but it fails to explain the double Okubo-Zweig-
lizuka decay y. — wd¢. To consistently understand the
Xc; decay mechanism, more experimental information
is desirable, such as the polarization information of the
vector meson.

Studies on the polarization parameter in the decay of y,.;
to the vector-meson pair ¢ ¢ will shed light on the under-
lying structure of y.; states and their decay mechanisms.
Experimentally, decays of y.; — ¢ ¢ can be easily recon-
structed using ¢ — KK or 7w+ 7~ 7¥ decay modes with
low-level backgrounds. These decays facilitate the mea-
surement of ¢ polarization by analyzing the jointed angu-
lar distribution. In this work, we present the formula for the
joint angular distribution for y., — ¢ — 2(KTK™),
which can be used in data analysis. The polarization
parameters are studied in the pQCD scheme and the
quark-pair-creation model.
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II. POLARIZATION PARAMETERS

We consider the decay y,.; — ¢ — 2(KTK™), where
the y.;(J =0,1,2) states are produced from the transi-
tions (2S) — 7y x.s, which are characterized by the spin
density matrix p(;. The ¢ polarization parameter can be
measured through the analysis of the angular distribution.
The joint amplitudes for the sequential decays are con-
structed with helicity angles as follows.

(i) For the first decay y.; — ¢ ¢, the solid angle of the
¢ meson [Q(6;, ¢;)] refers to the y.; rest frame,
where the z axis is taken along the outgoing direction

of the y,; state in the /(2S) rest frame.

(ii) Similarly, for the decay ¢» — K+ K™, the solid angle
of the kaon [),(0,, ¢,)] ({15 for another ¢ decay)
refers to the ¢ meson rest frame, where the z axis is
taken along the outgoing direction of the ¢ state in
the y,.; rest frame.

Given ¢ helicity states, the amplitudes for these decays
are denoted by

BY . for xos(m) = pA)SA)Q), )
b for ¢(A)) = KTK (£,), (3)

b for ¢(X,) — KK (Q3), 4)

where A;, denotes the ¢ helicity value, and Q,(6;, ¢;)
(i =1, 2, 3) stands for the solid angle for the correspond-
ing decay.

The joint amplitude for the y ., (J =
decay reads

0, 1, 2) sequential

( )
MG 3 pg) " D2, (DD

(/) IZ(QI)
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x By, B D}, o( @)D} (@)

X D} o(Q3)DY () bI* )
Here the spin-density matrix p(; describing the y.; pro-

duction can be estimated from the ete™ — (25) — yx.;
process, which is determined by

(Ao, Ay)
piy™ = [ deosbodg . Pl O 0
X D* . )A(J) (J)* 6
M, — / 0 ¢0 Ay,my ,\ ‘mll, ( )

where M, A, and m; are the helicity values for the (25),
photon, and ), states, respectively, and A&Jj’ml is the

helicity amplitude for ¢ (2S5) — yyx.; with the helicity
angle Q¢ (6o, ¢p). The sum over M takes M = =1 since
the (25) is produced from the e* e~ annihilation. Recent
measurements have shown that the contribution of high
magnetic and electric multipoles to y.; production is
negligible, and the E1 transition dominates this process
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[11]. Hence, the components of the helicity amplitude are
chosen to satisfy the E1 relation [12], namely, A(lli = A(l%())
for y. and A(lzé = \/EA(lzi = \/EA(IZ()) for y.,. Further, by
considering the requirement of parity conservation, one has
the relation A(_Jl = (1 A(J) . Thus the spin den-
sities are determmed to be p( =0 = 1,
diag{l, 2, 1}, and p(;—y) = diag{2, 1,2/3, 1, 2}.

The decay rate for the decay of y.; to a ¢¢ pair is
expected to be dominated by the strong interaction, by
which c¢c¢ quarks are annihilated into gluons and then
materialize into the final state. In the strong decay the
parity is conserved such that the helicity amplitude satisfies

the relation B(_]i\],_ L =) B(]) . Thus one has the rela-
tions B} = —BQ{,,I,B% = —BQ{,O,Bg}} = —B{ |, and
BE)% = 0 for y,; decays, while for y, decays, one has the
relation BYy # 0 with J = 0, 2.

By taking the identical particle symmetry into consid-
eration, the helicity amplitude for the decay of y.;toa ¢ ¢
pair satisfies the relation B()\Jl) L =D BE\JZ) A,» Which in-
dicates that the structure of the amplitude for the decay
Xc1 — @@ is antisymmetric by exchanging two ¢ mesons,
and hence an amplitude with A; = A, will vanish, while a
nonvanishing amplitude satisfies the relation B% = —BS}.
As for the x.0, — ¢ ¢ decay, all amplitudes are nonvan-
ishing and symmetric in terms of exchanging two ¢

Pu=1) =

mesons. Thus one can obtain the relation B(f()) = Bg: for
X decays.

Using these relations, one obtains the jointed angular
distribution for the y., — ¢ ¢ decay,

dIM|j
dcos@dcosB,dcosb;

% 2c0s260,c0s%05 + xsin’6,sin>05,
(7
where the variable x = |B(1(,); 12/ IB(()(’)())I2 measures the

fraction of transverse over longitudinal polarization.
For the y,.; — ¢ ¢ decay, one has

dIMIy o (2 + sin26,)(sin>6,c0s 26
dcos,dcosf,dcos 65
+ u,c0s%60,sin265)
+ u,(1 + cos?6,)sin?6,sin 265,
(8)
with the variables u, IB(1)|2/|B(1)I2 and u, =

IB(I)IZ/ IB(I%IZ. The requirement of identical particle
symmetry leads to the results #; = 1 and u, = 0.
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For the y,, — ¢ ¢ decay, one has
dIM|3
dcos 0;dcos 6,d cos 0,
« (7 — 3¢cos26,)cos 26,cos 265
+ w1 (9 — 3cos 260,)cos 26,sin %6,
+ w,(3 + 3cos 26, )sin 26,sin 204
+ w3(9 — 3cos 26,)sin20,c0s 26,

+ w4(5 — 3cos 26,)sin 26,sin 205, )

where the variables IB(Z) 12/ IBE)2 ())Iz, W,
1B 12/1Bg . |B§25|2/|B<2> P, and ow, =
IB(I%} 12/ IBEf())I2 measure fractions of transverse over
longitudinal polarization. The requirement of identical
particle symmetry leads to the relation w; = wj.

In the y.; helicity frame, the polar angular distribution
of the ¢ meson is reduced to

dmP?
« (1 + acos?6,), (10)
dcos 6,
with
0 for x.o
208,1P 1B\ P 1B P for y
a = { 3B +1By1P)+2IB]} P °v
61BY 2 +31BY) 26187 12+31B > +3|BY, I* f
or
T 0BA P08 6187 | P+l P +5IBOP Xe2
(1)

where « is the angular distribution parameter, which in-
dicates that y., decays into a ¢¢ pair yield a flat polar
angle distribution due to its zero spin, while for y,; decays
the requirement of identical particle symmetry yields
a=—1/3.

&(Pr, A1)

a+d

O(P2, \2)

(a)

FIG. 1.
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The above formula can be generalized to the decay
Xeo12 — @@ — 2(m+ 7). For the three-body decay
0=V — 77 (E\)7m (E,)7°(E5), following the convention
used in Ref. [13], the amplitude is given by

2J +1

87 2
where m is the eigenvalue of the component of the angular
momentum operator J along an axis chosen to define the w
helicity, u is the eigenvalue of angular momentum along
the normal to the three-pion-decay plane, E;(i = 1,2, 3)
denotes the pion energy measured in the w rest frame,
J =1 is the spin of the w particle, and «, B, y are the
Euler angles, which are defined as the angles to rotate the
normal to the three-pion-decay plane along the @ outgoing
direction seen in the x.; rest frame. Fy,(E;) is the helicity
amplitude, which satisfies the relation required by parity
conservation,

Fl(E\E,E3) = (—1)*F}(E|E,E5). (13)

So one has F’(E,E,E;) =0, and the amplitude is
reduced to

2J +1
AGm )—‘/ B B E)D (e B,0).  (14)

Compared to the y,; — ¢ — 2(KTK~) decay, the joint
angular distribution for y.; — ww can be obtained by
making the replacement with 6, — B, (i =2,3) in
Egs. (7)~(9).

A(m) = |———F(E\E2E3) Dy, (e, B, y),  (12)

IIL x.; — ¢¢ DECAYS IN THE PQCD SCHEME

We first estimate the ¢-meson polarization parameters
in the pQCD scheme. To the lowest order, the decay of the
X.; meson proceeds via two steps. First, the x., states
annihilate into two gluons (gg), and then materialize into
two outgoing (anti)quarks, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). The

é(Pr, A1)

Xey

ol

A(Py, \2)

(b)

Mechanisms for y.; — ¢ ¢: (a) The perturbative QCD scheme and (b) the 3P, quark-pair-creation scheme.
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next leading order contributes via another two additional
gluon exchanges between the two pairs of strange quarks.
These amplitudes are suppressed by a factor (%)4. In our
previous work, it was found that the leading-order approxi-
mation can produce a comparable branching fraction for
X2 — & [7]. As per the usual treatment, the helicity
amplitude can be decomposed into a hard-scattering part
multiplied by the wave functions of two-¢ mesons. Thus
one has the helicity amplitude for y.;(A) — &(A;)P(A,),

M, Ay, X)) = (G (Py, APy, )Ty xep)
2
= [(n d3(lid3(If><l//(P1r AP (Py, Ay)
i=1

X \qi, 80 gt SiXqis 51 @ SUT s X es(A))
X 8Py —q; — q)8° (P, — qf — q)),
(15)

where ¥ (P;, A;) (i = 1, 2) is the wave function of the ¢
meson with momentum P; and helicity value A;. The
hard-scattering amplitude {g;, s;, ¢', s{|T| x.;) can be ob-
tained according to standard Feynman rules for the process
Xy — 88 — (s5)(s5), as shown in Fig. 1(a).

If we neglect dynamical contributions from c¢
quarks, and parametrize the decay of y., — gg into a
decay constant f;(J = 0, 2), then one obtains

(qi» si» 45> S Tol x o)
_ Jocas8uuit(qy, s1) v v(qy, 51)it(q, s3)y"v(qa, 52)
(g1 + q1)* (g2 + g5)*

(16)

for y. decays, where u(g, s;) and v(g, s;) are free
Dirac spinors for a quark and antiquark with momentum
qg; and spin s;, respectively. They are normalized as
u'(qi, s)ulq;, s;) = —v¥(q;, s)v(q;, s7) = 89, @y is a
strong coupling constant, and c, is the color factor for
the process shown in Fig. 1(a) with ¢, = %[%“]ik X
[)‘—z”]ﬂﬁijékl = 1/3, where A, is the color SU(3) matrix.
As for y,, decays, we have

(qi50 4351 T2l X 2(A))

_facaa; @, (Wia(gy, s1) v v(qy, 51)i(g3,55)y"v(ga. 5)
(q1+41)*(g2+¢))*

>

7)

where f, is a decay constant for y,, — gg, and @, (A) is
the covariant spin wave function of Y., with the helicity
value A, which can be built out of the polarization vector
from the relation

@) = D (Imy, Imy|2A)e, (my)€, (my),  (18)

my,n;
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where €(m;) is the polarization vector for the spin-1 parti-
cle with helicity value m;.

IV. x.; — ¢ DECAYS IN THE 3P, MODEL

Figure 1(b) shows the decay of y.; to a ¢ ¢ pair via the
mechanism of the 3P, quark-pair creation. The decay is
assumed to proceed via two steps. First, the cc quarks
annihilate into two gluons, then two gluons materialize
into a strange-quark pair. Due to the quark-gluon coupling,
another quark-antiquark pair (¢g) is allowed to be pro-
duced from the QCD vacuum with the quantum number
JP€ = 0%", which corresponds to the g state of *P,.
Generally, a quark pair with any flavor and color can be
generated anywhere in space, but only those whose flavor-
color wave function and spacial wave function overlap
with those of outgoing ¢ mesons can make a contribution
to the partial decay width. Following the usual procedure,
the Hamiltonian for the created quark pair in the * P, model
[14] is expressed in terms of the quark and antiquark
creation operators b* and d* as

S 2m,y [ PRk, syv(—F, s/t (ks)

i,j,a,B,s,s'

X d (=K, 5)8,5C), (19)

H[=

where a(B) and i(j) are the flavor and color indices of the
created quark(antiquark), and u(k, s) and v(k', s) are free
Dirac spinors for the quark and antiquark, respectively.
¢ 1 = 8,; is the color operator for gg and v is the strength
of the quark-pair creation independent of flavor, which is
assumed as a constant in y,; decays. Note that the ampli-
tude for the gg pair created in the 3P0 model is free of the
HSR suppression, and hence suggests the evasion of the
HSR.

The four-vector momentum for gluons and the (anti)
quark involved in the 3P0 model [see Fig. 1(b)] are defined
as follows:

a; = 4,
kl - kz = (0, 2k)

q = —q;

. (20)
ky +k,=(M,,O0),

Similarly, the helicity amplitude in the 3P, model is
constructed with the relation given in Eq. (15), and the
hard-scattering amplitude of the y., decay reads

4 si» q;, Sf|T0|Xco>
d*k Vel ol 1
= focpa2my WgWA“ M(stz)v(%sz)@
X 8 (qy + qb) + (g1 < 92, 4} < )

dQ
= —focpa2my / sw]’; guvAP (g 55)v(g252)

X 8%(qy + @) + (g1 < q2. 4} = gb), (21)

with
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g1 — K +m

AMY = [ w_ A "
u(qys1)y @t —m”

"v(gist),  (22)
where 7y is the strength of the P, quark-pair creation,
m is the strange-quark mass, ¢, = 4/3 is the color factor,
and () is the solid angle for k. In the above equation, we
have used Cutkosky’s cutting rule [15] and made the
replacement for gluonic propagators, i.e., 1/(k7k3) —
(27i)2 8(k3)8(k3).

The hard-scattering amplitude of the y., — ¢ ¢ decay
is given by

(@i> Si> @ sH T X, (V)
dQ
= —faapa2my [4 @, WA alghsulgss:)
X 83(qy + q5) + (g1 = g2, 4} = 4h), (23)

where @, is the y. polarization vector defined in
Eq. (18).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The calculation of the y,.; polarization parameters in our
model requires the knowledge of the ¢-meson properties.
However, from perturbative QCD theory, little information
is known about the nonperturbative properties of the light-
meson structure, since the light hadron lies out of the
asymptotic region of pQCD. We simply account for the
properties of the s5 bound state by explicitly including
the bound-state wave function in the naive quark model.
The flavor-spin wave function of the ¢ meson is con-
structed in the representation of the SU(6) group, and the
total wave function ¢ for the ¢ meson is

(g, A) = p(N)drdr(2q), (24)

where ¢ and p(A) are the flavor and spin wave functions
with a helicity value A, respectively. They are taken as

b = 1s35), and p(1) = M), p(0) = (1) + [1)/v2, and

¢(—1) = | l]). The spacial wave function of ¢y, is taken as

2

1 _a
Pr(2q) = 77'3/47,33/26 27, (25)
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where 3 is the harmonic-oscillator parameter, and 2q is the
momentum difference of the s5 quarks in the ¢ rest frame.

The polarization parameters are independent of the y;
decay constants f; and the strong coupling constant «,
since they are canceled in the calculation of these parame-
ters, x, w;(i = 1,2, 3,4), as defined in Egs. (7)—(9). The
strength of quark-antiquark creation in the *P, model is
found to be roughly flavor independent in light-meson
decays involving the pair production of ui, dd, and s5. A
global fit [14] to the light-meson decay widths yields y =
0.506 with the harmonic-oscillator parameter g =
0.4 GeV. The mass of the constituent s-quark is taken as
one half of the ¢p-meson mass, namely, m = 0.5 GeV. For
the estimation of the uncertainty for the s-quark mass, the
interval of m = 0.45 ~ 0.55 GeV is investigated.

For y. — ¢ ¢, the polarization parameter x can be
numerically estimated either in the pQCD or *P,, process
by directly calculating the ratio x = |M©(0, 1, 1)|?/
| MD(0,0,0)|> with i = a, b for the process shown in
Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively. For y., — ¢ ¢, the po-
larization parameters are calculated by the definition in
Eq. (9), wi=w3=|3,MO(1,0,1)|*/3,IMD(1,0,0),
wy = [, MO 1, =DIP/Z, MDA, 0,0), and wy =
IS, MDA 1, DI/, IMD(A,0,0)]> with i = a, b. We
also investigate the mixing effect between the pQCD pro-
cess and the 3P, process, and the polarization parameters
are calculated by replacing |MY(A, A14,)1?  with
[ MDA, A Ay) + MDB(A, A, A,)|? in the above relations.

For x. — ¢ ¢, the polarization parameters cannot be
estimated since the decay of y.; — gg is prohibited due to
the Landau-Yang theorem [8] at the leading order of the
Feynman diagram. From the helicity-amplitude analysis, it
turns out that the polarization parameters of this decay are
strongly constrained by the requirement of identical parti-
cle symmetry. One gets uy = |BY[2/|B{)|> = 1 and u, =
|B{}12/1B{})|> = 0. This indicates that a nonvanishing po-
larization parameter requires that the two ¢ mesons must
have different polarization configurations. For example, if
one observes a longitudinally polarized ¢, another ¢ must
be transversely polarized, and vice versa.

Table I lists numerical calculation results of the polar-
ization parameters for y .o, — ¢ ¢ decays. For y.o — ¢ ¢

TABLE I. Numerical results of the polarization parameters defined in Egs. (7) and (9) in the pQCD [see Fig. 1(a)] and 3P0 [see
Fig. 1(b)] schemes, where the central values are calculated with the parameters m = 0.5 GeV, 8 = 0.4 GeV, and y = 0.506, while
the uncertainties cover the interval of the s-quark mass |m — 0.5] < 0.05 GeV. Values in the last row are calculated in the pQCD
scheme with the ¢ wave function up to twist-3 [16] as a comparison.

Mode XL‘O_)¢¢ XCZ_)(ﬁd)

Parameter X wy Wy w3 Wy

Fig. 1(a) 0.086 = 0.010 0.660 = 0.015 2714 = 0.112 0.660 = 0.015 0.118 = 0.007
Fig. 1(b) 0.265 = 0.015 1.957 = 0.812 0.942 = 0.267 1.957 = 0.812 0.165 = 0.007
Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) 0.375 = 0.171 3.004 = 2.140 1.694 = 1.196 3.004 = 2.140 0.265 = 0.052
Twist-3 [16] 0.259 0.217 0.749 0.217 0.136
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decay, the polarization parameter x is about a few percent
in the pQCD process, while it receives a significant con-
tribution from the *P,, quark-creation mechanism, and the
mixture of these two processes yields a higher value, x =
0.375 = 0.171. For x.,, — ¢ ¢ decay, in pQCD the pa-
rameter w, is roughly one order of magnitude larger than
the other parameters, since the helicity amplitude associ-
ated with this parameter does not violate the HSR. The 3P,
process yields a w, value approximately equal to w; within
the model parameter uncertainty. The polarization parame-
ters wy, w3, and w, estimated in the mixture scheme are
larger than those estimated in pQCD; this indicates that
these amplitudes receive a significant contribution from the
3P, process, which suggests an explanation for the evasion
of HSR in the y,; decays into vector-meson pairs.

To check the consistency with the nonrelativistic quark-
model calculation for y., — ¢ ¢, one takes g, = g, =
P,/2 and ¢} = g5 = P,/2 in Fig. 1(a), and the calculation
yields w; = w3 = 0.55, w, = 3.44, and w, = 0.06, which
are consistent with the nonrelativistic approximation [7]. In
Ref. [16], the processes of y.; — ¢ ¢ were investigated

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 88, 034025 (2013)

considering high-twist contributions from the ¢ light-cone
distribution amplitude. We quote the helicity decay widths
to estimate the parameters x, wy, w,, and w3, which are
given in Table I. From this comparison, one can see that the
polarization parameters associated with the break of the
helicity selection rule in y,.; — ¢ ¢ decays receive signifi-
cant contributions from the *P,, process.

Figure 2 shows the helicity-angle distributions obtained
from Monte Carlo simulations for the y.;, ¢, and K *in
the cascade decay ete™ — ¢(2S) — yx. — vdd —
¥2(K*K ™). The decay (2S5) — v x,.; is an E1 transition,
whose angular distribution is determined to be
dN/dcosf « (1 + acos?6,) with a =1, —1/3, 1/13
for x.0, Xc1» and x.o, respectively [17]. The angular dis-
tributions for .o, decays are produced with the polariza-
tion parameters estimated with the pQCD, 3P, and a
mixture of the two schemes, as shown in Table I. For the
decay y. — ¢ ¢, the angular distributions are produced
with the parameters #; = 1 and u, = 0. For the decay
X2 — ¢, the distributions of cos §; and cos 6, appear
quite different in the pQCD and 3P, models.
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FIG. 2. Angular distributions for y; (top row), ¢ (middle row), and one K* (bottom row), where 6, and 6, are defined in Egs. (7)
and (9), and 0, , is the angle for y,, states. The left, middle, and right columns are for x., x.1, and ., decays, respectively. In the
plots, the line, dashed, and dotted histograms are produced based on the polarization parameters obtained in the pQCD, 3P0, and a
mixture of the two schemes, respectively. The superimposed histograms are plotted with arbitrary units.
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POLARIZATION IN ycJ — ¢ ¢ DECAYS
VI. CONCLUSION

To understand the enhanced partial decay width for the
decay of y.; to a vector-meson pair ¢¢, we suggest
measuring the ¢-meson polarization in the decay y.; —
¢ — 2(K"K~). The measurement will shed light on
the underlying structure of the y,.; state and its decay
mechanism.

The spin-parity analysis shows that the polarization
parameters for the decay of y.; to ¢¢ can be explicitly
determined by the requirement of parity conservation and
identical particle symmetry. The structure of the antisym-
metric helicity amplitude of this decay requires that the
two ¢ mesons must take different polarization states. If
the polarization vector of one ¢ meson is longitudinal,
another ¢ meson must be transversely polarized, and vice
versa.

The polarization parameters for the decay of x., to ¢ ¢
were estimated in the pQCD scheme and the 3P0 model.
In the pQCD scheme, the results are consistent with
the expectation of the helicity selection rule, and the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 88, 034025 (2013)

polarization parameters associated with the s-quark spin
reversal are suppressed. In the P, model, the polarization
parameters associated with the break of HSR are enhanced,
which indicates that the 3 P, model provides an explanation
for the evasion of HSR in the decay of y., to the vector-
meson pair ¢ ¢. Based on the estimated values of the
polarization parameters, the angular distributions for the
decay #(2S)—yx.,—vPpd—y2(K'K") were pro-
duced. The angular distributions appear quite different in
the pQCD and P, decay mechanisms, and they will help
us to identify the y.; decay mechanism if comparisons
with experimental measurements are available in the
future.
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