arXiv:1709.07454v2 [hep-ph] 26 Apr 2018

How the axial anomaly controls flavor mixing among mesons

Francesco Giacosa,^{1, 2, ∗} Adrian Koenigstein,^{2, †} and Robert D. Pisarski^{3, ‡} 1Institute of Physics, Jan Kochanowski University, ul. Swietokrzyska 15, 25-406 Kielce 2Institute for Theoretical Physics, Johann Wolfgang Goethe University, Max-von-Laue-Str. 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main 3Department of Physics, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973 (Dated: May 23, 2019)

It is well known that because of the axial anomaly in QCD, mesons with J^P = 0^− are close to SU(3)V eigenstates: the eta^′(958) meson is largely a singlet, and the η meson an octet. In contrast, states with J^P = 1^− are flavor diagonal: e.g., the ϕ(1020) is almost pure s̄s. Using effective Lagrangians, we show how this generalizes to states with higher spin, assuming that they can be classified according to the unbroken chiral symmetry of G_fl = SU(3)L × SU(3)R. We construct effective Lagrangians from terms invariant under G_fl, and introduce the concept of heteroand homochiral multiplets. Because of the axial anomaly, only terms invariant under the Z(3)A subgroup of the axial U(1)A enter. For heterochiral multiplets, which begin with that including the η and η^′(958), there are Z(3)A invariant terms with low mass dimension which cause states to mix according to SU(3)V flavor. For homochiral multiplets, which begin with that including the ϕ(1020), there are no Z(3)A invariant terms with low mass dimension, and so states are diagonal in flavor. In this way we predict the flavor mixing for the heterochiral multiplet with spin one, as well as for hetero- and homochiral multiplets with spin two and spin three.

PACS numbers: 11.30.Hv, 11.30.Rd, 11.40.-q, 12.38.Aw, 12.39.Fe, 13.25.-k, 14.40.-n

Introduction – The theory of quarks and gluons, Quantum chromodynamics (QCD), has two symmetries. There is an exact local symmetry of SU(3)_C color, which is responsible for the confinement of quarks and gluons into hadrons. For the light quark flavors of up, down, and strange quarks, (u, d, and s) there is also an approximate chiral symmetry [1]. This is spontaneously broken in vacuum to a residual symmetry of SU(3)_V flavor. The up and down quarks are much lighter than hadronic scales, with the breaking of SU(3)_V flavor dominated by the effects of the strange quark, whose mass is comparable to hadronic scales. Chiral symmetry is responsible for the most evident feature of hadrons, that when it is spontaneously broken in vacuum, there is an octet of light pseudo-Goldstone bosons with spin parity J^P = 0^−, which are pions, kaons, and the η meson. Because of the mass of the strange quark, kaons, which include strange quarks, are heavier than pions, which do not.

This leaves a puzzle: why isn’t there a ninth light state, a SU(3)_V singlet? Instead, the corresponding state, the η^′(958) meson, is unexpectedly heavy. Indeed, why should the pseudo-Goldstone bosons form states in representations of SU(3)_V flavor? Since the strange quark is so much heavier than the up and down quarks, why aren’t the π^0 and η composed just of up and down quarks, and the η^′(958) purely strange [2]? The solution to these puzzles involves a global, axial symmetry of U(1)_A, which while valid classically, is reduced by quantum effects to a discrete subgroup of Z(3)_A [3]. This reduction in symmetry both pushes the mass of the η^′(958) up, and forces

∗Electronic address: fgiacosa@ujk.edu.pl †Electronic address: koenigstein@th.physik.uni-frankfurt.de ‡Electronic address: pisarski@bnl.gov

it to be close to a singlet under SU(3)_V flavor [2]. (In fact, the η_N = (ūu+d̄d)/ √ 2 and η_S = s̄s do mix because of the strange quark mass.) This can be demonstrated in effective models, either nonlinear or linear [1–4].

What about other hadronic states? The lightest vector multiplet has J^P = 1^−. This includes the ρ(770) and ω(782) mesons, which are composed almost exclusively of up and down quarks, and the ϕ(1020) meson, which has mainly strange quarks. This difference can also be understood in effective models, such as through the Wess-Zumino-Witten Lagrangian, where effects due to the axial anomaly do not appear in mass terms, but only those of relatively high mass dimension.

This leads to the question which we address in this work: how does this striking difference in flavor mixing show up in hadronic multiplets with higher spin? We consider the case of the multiplet with J^P = 1^+, and multiplets with spin two and three. At the outset, we stress that our basic assumption is that we can classify the transformation properties of these multiplets according to the unbroken chiral symmetry. This is not self evident for such heavy states, which experimentally have masses between 1 and 2 GeV. Nevertheless, this assumption allows us to make numerous predictions for their masses, flavor mixing, and decay modes. While most of the states which we discuss are not well measured experimentally, we hope that our comments might contribute to their further study.

In this work, as it is convenient, we chose an assignment for some of the mesons below 2 GeV. We assume that the resonances under consideration are (at least predominantly) q̄q states. This is not trivial, since in principle each resonance is not a simple quark-anitquark object but a superposition of various components, which include meson-meson bound states, tetraquarks, gluons, etc.. Moreover, different approaches give rise to different interpretations of many resonances, e.g. [5–7]. For definiteness, here we use the assignment presented in the ‘Quark Model’ review of the Particle Data Group [8]. While the nature of some resonances is disputed and certain parts of this assignment may change in the future, it gives us a valuable basis to start with. Moreover, our theoretical considerations still apply, even if some of the specific assignments may change.

Chiral symmetry – Suppressing color (indices), we denote quark fields as q^i = (u, d, s). Left- and right-handed quarks fields are defined as

q_{L,R} = P_{L,R} q , q̄_{L,R} = q̄ P_{R,L} , (1)

where P_{L,R} = (1 ∓ γ^5)/2 are orthogonal projectors, with P^2_{L,R} = P_{L,R} and P_LP_R = 0, taking (γ^5)^2 = 1. Notice that because q̄ = q^†γ^0 in Minkowski spacetime, in Eq. (1) the antiquark has a projector opposite to that of the quark. Under the global chiral symmetry of G_fl × U(1)_A = SU(3)_L × SU(3)_R × U(1)_A,

q_{L,R} −→ e^{∓iα/2} U_{L,R} q_{L,R} , (2)

where U_{L,R} are rotations in SU(3)_{L,R} and α is the parameter for an axial rotation in U(1)_A.

The flavor symmetry G_fl is exact in the limit that all quark masses vanish. It is spontaneously broken in the QCD vacuum to the diagonal subgroup of SU(3)_V, under which U_L = U_R = U_V. This generates an octet of massless Goldstone bosons.

The flavor symmetry is only approximate once current quark masses are included. In QCD the masses of the up, down, and strange quarks are m_u ∼ 5, m_d ∼ 10, and m_s ∼ 100 MeV, respectively. Symmetry breaking generates pseudo-Goldstone bosons, with the mass squared of the pion m^2_π ∝ (m_u + m_d), and that of the kaon, m^2_K ∝ (m_u + m_s).

The axial symmetry is special. While the currents for G_fl are conserved in the limit of vanishing quark masses, that for the axial U(1)_A is proportional to the topological charge density [3, 9, 10],

∂^μ(q̄^iγ_μγ_5q^i) =

3g^2 16π^2 ε^{μνρσ} tr(G_{μν} G_{ρσ} ) . (3) This reduces the U(1)_A symmetry to one of Z(3)_A. This residual symmetry can be understood from the vertex generated by the zero modes of a single instanton, which for three flavors couples u_L, d_L, and s_L with ū_R, d̄_R, and s̄_R. Under q_{L,R} → e^{∓iπ/3} q_{L,R} this vertex changes as e^{2πi}, and so is Z(3)_A invariant. The same applies to all multi-instanton interactions.

Heterochiral scalars – We begin by reviewing the effect of the axial anomaly on scalar fields. Because of confinement, we form fields which are color singlets (and so always implicitly sum over color indices), but transform non-trivially under flavor transformations. The simplest is to form a scalar by pairing a quark and an antiquark. Since the chiral projectors are orthogonal, pairing a quark and anti-quark with the same chirality automatically vanishes, e.g., q̄_L q_L = q̄ P_RP_L q = 0. Instead, we must take

Φ^{ij} ≡ q̄^j P_Lq^i = q̄^j_Rq^i_L , (4)

with Φ^† = q̄_Lq_R. This field transforms under G_fl × U(1)_A as Φ −→ e^{−iα} U_L Φ U^†_R . (5)

Since we must pair fields with opposite chirality, we term Φ as a heterochiral field. Consequently, the transformation of Φ under the flavor group involves both U_L and U_R.

The components of Φ with J^P = 0^−, given by P = (Φ − Φ^†)/2i, are the π, K, η, and η^′(958); those with J^P = 0^+, denoted as S = (Φ + Φ^†)/2, are assigned to be the a_0(1450), K^∗_0 (1430), f_0(1370), and f_0(1710). In the quark model their quantum numbers are^{2S+1}L_J =^1S_0 and^3P_0, respectively.

Here, we assume that the 0^+ states below 1 GeV are predominantly four-quark states [5–7, 11–14], but this is really secondary to our analysis. However, the nonstandard nature of the light scalar states is confirmed by various works, e.g. [5–7, 11, 12] and Refs. therein, where they can be obtained as dynamically generated ‘molecular-like’ states. In agreement with this view, the large-N_C behavior of the corresponding pole confirms this feature [15]. Yet, mixing is possible, hence a certain q̄q amount into light scalars is present, but, as argued above, we regard it as subleading. While in this work we concentrate on the states which are predominantly q̄q, the axial anomaly can play a role also for four-quark states [16]: we leave a detailed study of this issue for the future. Similarly, the above listed scalar states above 1 GeV are not simple q̄q resonances; mixing with four-quark components and with a scalar glueball are expected [11, 12, 17– 20]. Due to all these complications, we do not attempt to study the anomaly-driven mixing of the scalar-isoscalar q̄q components.

When spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs, we can take the expectation value of Φ to be approximately diagonal in flavor, ⟨Φ⟩ = √ 3/2 ϕ_0 1, where ϕ_0 = f_π ∼ 93 MeV, which is a consequence of flavor symmetry.

In constructing an effective model of QCD at low energies, one includes all terms which are symmetric under G_fl [16, 18, 21–25]. The simplest is to take traces of powers of Φ^†Φ, such as tr(Φ^†Φ), tr(Φ^†Φ)^2, etc.. These are all invariant under U(1)_A. Terms which are only invariant under Z(3)_A begin with det(Φ). This is generated by the zero modes of an instanton, and so transforms as det(Φ) → e^{−3iα} det(Φ) under U(1)_A [3]. The polynomial terms with the lowest mass dimension which are Z(3)_A invariant, Hermitian, and parity invariant are

L^{anomaly}

Φ = − a^{(1)}_A [det(Φ) + c.c.] − a^{(2)}_A [det(Φ) + c.c.]^2

− a^{(3)}_A [det(Φ) − c.c.]^2 − . . . (6)

The first term is cubic in the fields, and when ϕ_0 ≠ 0, drives the mass for the singlet pseudo-scalar up, and that for the singlet scalar down [3, 16, 23, 24, 26]. The third term affects only isoscalar-pseudoscalar states, contributing to their mass squared as

−α_Aη^2_0 = − α_A 3 ( √ 2η_N + η_S )^2 = − α_A 3 (2η^2_N + η^2_S + 2 √ 2η_N η_S ) , (7)

where α_A ∼ a^{(3)}_A ϕ^4_0 [18, 22, 25]. It is in agreement with the Witten-Veneziano mass formula [27, 28], and arises naturally when integrating out a pseudoscalar glueball [29]. The term ∼ a^{(3)}_A contributes to the mixing angle between the η_N and the η_S as 2θ_P = − arctan(2 √ 2α_A/(m^2_K − m^2_π − α_A). For realistic values of α_A [30], this explains the negative value of θ_P ∼ −42^∘ observed experimentally [31]. The second term in Eq. (6) complicates the analysis. See also [4, 31–33] for further phenomenological studies on the η and eta^′(958).

Homochiral vectors – Vector mesons are formed by pairing a quark and an anti-quark with a Dirac matrix γ_μ. Since γ^5 anti-commutes with γ_μ, we must pair a quark and anti-quark with the same chirality

L^{ij}_μ ≡ q̄^j_Lγ_μq^i_L , R^{ij}_μ ≡ q̄^j_Rγ_μq^i_R . (8)

The left- and right-handed vector fields transform under the flavor group G_fl × U(1)_A as

L_μ −→ U_L L_μ U^†_L , R_μ −→ U_R R_μ U^†_R . (9)

We term these fields as homochiral, with L^{ij}_μ transforming as a two-index tensor under SU(3)_L, and similarly for R^{ij}_μ under SU(3)_R.

The homochiral L_μ and R_μ only couple to the heterochiral Φ and Φ^† through terms which involve derivatives of Φ. The first such term is

tr[L_μΦ(∂^μΦ^†) + R_μΦ^†(∂^μΦ)] . (10)

When ϕ_0 ≠ 0 this term causes the homochiral vector fields to mix with derivatives of Φ.

The vector fields themselves are automatically invariant under the axial U(1)_A symmetry, and so it is not possible to write a term which involves the axial anomaly using only these fields. Such effects are included by the coupling of the vector fields to the Φ’s [34] , such as through Wess-Zumino-Witten type terms,

ε^{μναβ} tr[L_μΦ(∂_ν Φ^†)Φ(∂_αΦ^†)Φ(∂_β Φ^†)

+ R_μΦ^†(∂_ν Φ)Φ^†(∂_αΦ)Φ^†(∂_β Φ)] . (11)

Experimentally the homochiral vector multiplet is well known. The vectors with negative parity, J^P = 1^−, are given by V_μ = (L_μ + R_μ)/2: these are the ρ(770), K^∗(892), ω(782), and ϕ(1020). Axial-vectors with positive parity, J^P = 1^+, are A_μ = (L_μ − R_μ)/2, and comprise the a_1(1260), K_{1,A}, f_1(1285), and f_1(1420). In the quark model, their quantum numbers are^{2S+1}L_J =^3S_1 and^3P_1, respectively. It is important to stress that the nature of axial-vector mesons is not yet clarified. As e.g. discussed in [35–37] the a_1(1260) can be described as a dynamically generated state rather than a standard q̄q state. For other phenomenological studies of (axial-) vector mesons (with special emphasis on the mixing between the K_{1,A} and the K_{1,B} states) see [38–42].

There are three direct mass terms for the homochiral vector multiplets,

m^2_V tr(L^2_μ + R^2_μ) + κ tr[m^2_{qk}(L^2_μ + R^2_μ)]

+g^2_1tr[(Φ^†L^μ − R^μΦ^†)(L^μΦ − ΦR^μ)] . (12)

The first term, ∼ m^2_V , is invariant under the full flavor group of G_fl; note that parity requires the masses of the left and right handed fields to be equal. The second term involves a diagonal matrix proportional to the current quark masses, m_{qk} = diag(m_u , m_d , m_s), and breaks the SU(3)_V symmetry for unequal quark masses. In diagonalizing the propagators it is necessary to include Eq. (10) as well; for the axial vector fields, this mixes the a_1(1260) and derivatives of the pion, etc.. The third term generates the (standard) mass difference between chiral partners. In fact, upon setting Φ ≃ ϕ_0, it reduces to ϕ^2_0tr(A^2_μ), hence a mass term (proportional to the chiral condensate) is acquired by the axial-vector mesons only. Thus, the mass splitting among e.g. the ρ(770) and the a_1(1260) is generated by a non-vanishing condensate (just as for the splitting between the pion and f_N ), see e.g. [43–45] for a detailed discussion.

Since these are homochiral fields, there is no term analogous to the Z(3)_A invariant terms for heterochiral fields, as in Eq. (6). Consequently, the mass eigenstates are naturally those of flavor, and not of SU(3)_V: the ρ(770) and ω(782) are dominantly composed of up and down quarks, and the ϕ(1020), mainly strange; the associated mixing angle between the pure strange and non-strange states is very small, θ_V ≃ −3.2^∘ [8]. The same seems to hold for axial-vector mesons. Although the nature of these states is still subject to an ongoing debate, in particular concerning the amount of the meson-meson component in their wave functions [35–37, 46], the states f_1(1285) and f_1(1420) appear to be predominantly non-strange and strange, respectively [47]. Beyond these complications which should be carefully addressed both theoretically and experimentally in the future, a small strange-nonstrange mixing of the underlying q̄q in the axial-vector channel is expected.

This is the basic observation which we now generalize to higher multiplets with spin one and two. Clearly, it is dependent upon the assumption that the chiral properties dominate even for these states. As can be anticipated, it generalizes immediately the results found for the above two examples: heterochiral states are mainly eigenstates of SU(3)_V, and homochiral states, of flavor.

TABLE I: Chiral multiplets, their currents and transformations up to J = 3. (^⋆ and/or f0(1500).^{⋆⋆}a mix of.) The first two columns correspond to the assignment suggested in the ‘Quark Model’ review of the PDG [8], to which we refer for further details and references (see also discussion in the text).

J^{P C} ,^{2S+1}LJ I = 1 (ūd, d̄u,^{d̄d−ūu√}_2 ) I = 1 (−ūs, s̄u, d̄s, s̄d) I = 0 (^{ūu+d̄d√}_2 , s̄s)^{⋆⋆} microscopic currents chiral multiplet transformation under SU(3)L × SU(3)R× ×U(1)A 0^{−+} ,^1S0 π K η, η^′(958)

P^{ij} =^1_2 q̄^j iγ^5q^i Φ = S + iP (Φ^{ij} = q̄^j_Rq^i_L) Φ −→ e^{−2iα} U^LΦU^{†R} 0^{++} ,^3P0 a0(1450) K^∗_0 (1430) f0(1370), f0(1710)^⋆

S^{ij} =^1_2 q̄^j q^i

1^{−−} ,^1S1 ρ(770) K^∗(892) ω(782), ϕ(1020)

V^{ij}_μ =^1_2 q̄^j γμq^i Lμ = Vμ + Aμ (L^{ij}_μ = q̄^j_Lγμq^i_L) L^μ −→ U^LL^μU † L

1^{++} ,^3P1 a1(1260) K1,A f1(1285), f1(1420)

A^{ij}_μ =^1_2 q̄^j γ^5γμq^i Rμ = Vμ − Aμ (R^{ij}_μ = q̄^j_Rγμq^i_R) R^μ −→ U^RR^μU^{†R}

1^{+−} ,^1P1 b1(1235) K1,B h1(1170), h1(1380)

P^{ij}_μ = −^1_2 q̄^j γ^5 ←→ Dμq^i Φμ = Sμ + iPμ (Φ^{ij}_μ = q̄^j_Ri ←→ Dμ q^i_L) Φ^μ −→ e −2iα U LΦμU^†_R

1^{−−} ,^3D1 ρ(1700) K^∗(1680) ω(1650), ϕ(?)

S^{ij}_μ =^1_2 q̄^j i ←→ Dμq^i

2^{++} ,^3P2 a2(1320) K^∗_2 (1430) f2(1270), f^′_2(1525)

V^{ij}_{μν} =^1_2 q̄^j (γμi ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i Lμν = Vμν + Aμν (L^{ij}_{μν} = q̄^j_L(γμi ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i_L) Lμν −→ ULLμν U^†_L

2^{−−} ,^3D2 ρ2(?)

K2(1820) ω2(?), ϕ2(?)

A^{ij}_{μν} =^1_2 q̄^j (γ^5γμi ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i Rμν = Vμν − Aμν (R^{ij}_{μν} = q̄^j_R(γμi ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i_R) Rμν −→ URRμν U^†_R

2^{−+} ,^1D2 π2(1670) K2(1770) η2(1645), η2(1870)

P^{ij}_{μν} = −^1_2 q̄^j (iγ^5 ←→ Dμ ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i Φμν = Sμν + iPμν (Φ^{ij}_{μν} = q̄^j_R( ←→ Dμ ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i_L) Φμν −→ e^{−2iα} ULΦμν U^†_R 2^{++} ,^3F2 a2(?) K^∗_2 (?)

f2(?), f^′_2(?)

S^{ij}_{μν} = −^1_2 q̄^j ( ←→ Dμ ←→ Dν + . . .)q^i

3^{−−} ,^3D3 ρ3(1690) K^∗_3 (1780) ω3(1670), ϕ3(1850) . . . . . .

(In order to make the following argumentation as clear as possible, we provide Tab. I, where we list all chiral multiplets, their quark-anti-quark currents, their transformation under G_fl × U(1)_A, and their assignments to physical fields.)

Heterochiral vectors – Instead of inserting a Dirac matrix between a quark and anti-quark, we can use a gaugecovariant derivative D_μ = ∂_μ − igG_μ,

Φ^{ij}_μ ≡ q̄^j_R( ←→ D_μ + . . .)q^i_L , (13)

where G_μ is the SU(3)_C gauge vector field (the gluon). As it is necessary to pair a left-handed quark with a right-handed anti-quark, Φ_μ is a heterochiral field, which transforms exactly like Φ in Eq. (5),

Φ_μ −→ e^{−iα} U_L Φ_μ U^†_R . (14)

Similarly, it is natural to form anomalous terms which are invariant under G_fl and Z(3)_A but not under U(1)_A. Three terms analogous to Eq. (6) are

L^{anomaly}

Φ_μ = − b (1) A [tr(Φ × Φ_μ · Φ^μ) + c.c.]

− b^{(2)}_A [tr(Φ × ∂_μΦ · Φ^μ) + c.c.]

− b^{(3)}_A [tr(Φ × Φ · Φ_μ) − c.c.]^2 + . . . (15)

plus other terms at sixth order, which we do not list here, and with the notation (A × B)^{ii′} = 1 3! ϵ^{ijk} ϵ^{i′ j′ k′} A^{jj′} B^{kk′} . (16) The vector multiplet decomposes into Φ_μ = S_μ + iP_μ [48]. The P^μ’s have J^{P C} = 1^{+−}, and may be the b_1(1235), K_{1,B}, h_1(1170), and h_1(1380); in the quark model, they have^{2S+1}L_J =^1P_1. The S^μ’s, with J^{P C} = 1^{−−}, may be the ρ(1700), K^∗(1680), ω(1650), and an excited ϕ(?) [49]; in the quark model, they have 2S+1L J =^3D_1. Many of these states are not well understood: for example, the h_1(1380) is still omitted from the standard assignment in the Particle Data Group [8].

Our predictions for these states are clear: If the first term in Eq. (15) dominates, both heterochiral vectors should be close to eigenstates of SU(3)_V, and not diagonal in flavor. The second term contributes to decay channels for one Φ_μ to two Φ’s. The third term only contributes to the P_μ states, ∼ −b^{(3)}_A ϕ^4_0(h^μ_{1,0})^2 [h^μ_{1,0} is the singlet, a mixture of h_1(1170) and h_1(1380)]. The complete form of the effective Lagrangian will allow one to make detailed predictions for the mixing angles driven by the anomaly. As for the heterochiral scalars and tensors (see Eq. (24) below) we expect a non-negligible negative mixing angle for the heterochiral vectors.

Homochiral tensors – Multiplets with spin two are formed by combining Dirac matrices and covariant derivatives. If we use one of each, we obtain left and right handed fields, L^{ij}_{μν} ≡ q̄^j_L(γ_μ ←→ D_ν + γ_ν ←→ D_μ + . . .)q^i_L , R^{ij}_{μν} ≡ q̄^j_R(γ_μ ←→ D_ν + γ_ν ←→ D_μ + . . .)q^i_R . (17)

These are homochiral fields, which are invariant under U(1)_A, and transform under G_fl as the homochiral vectors in Eq. (9),

L_{μν} −→ U_L L_{μν} U^†_L , R_{μν} −→ U_R R_{μν} U^†_R . (18)

As for the homochiral vector multiplet, the only terms involving the anomaly involve at least two derivatives.

The states V_{μν} = (L_{μν} + R_{μν} )/2 with J^{P C} = 2^{++} include the a_2(1320), K^∗_2 (1430), f_2(1270), and f^′_2(1525), with^{2S+1}L_J =^3P_2 in the quark model. There is also

A_{μν} with J^{P C} = 2^{−−}, with^{2S+1}L_J =^3D_2 in the quark model. These states are not well measured, except for the K_2(1820). They are presumably orbital excitations of the a_1(1260), K_{1,A}, f_1(1285), and f_1(1420). For a general phenomenological overview of tensor mesons, see [17, 50–54].

Our analysis predicts that the effects of the anomaly are small, and that states are eigenstates of flavor. This agrees with experiment [8] and recent lattice studies [55], where the f_2(1270) and f^′_2(1525) correspond, to a very good approximation, to unmixed non-strange and strange states, with a small mixing angle θ_T ≃ 3.2^∘ [8]. In general, masses and decays fit very nicely into the quark-nonet paradigm without any effect of the anomaly [56–58].

Heterochiral tensors – We cannot use two Dirac matrices to form spin-two mesons, since the product of two Dirac matrices is γ_μγ_ν = g_{μν} − iσ_{μν} . The first term is a scalar, and equivalent to previous fields. As σ_{μν} is antisymmetric, this reduces to a vector field (for details see [59, 60]).

We can also use two covariant derivatives,

Φ^{ij}_{μν} ≡ q̄^j_R( ←→ D_μ ←→ D_ν + ←→ D_ν ←→ D_μ + . . .)q^i_L . (19)

To have spin two, we must take the traceless part of Φ_{μν} [61]. This field is heterochiral, and transforms like Φ, with

Φ_{μν} −→ e^{−iα} U_L Φ_{μν} U^†_R . (20)

Terms which are invariant under G_fl × Z(3)_A, but not under U(1)_A begin with

L^{anomaly}

Φ_{μν} = − c (1) A [tr(Φ × Φ_{μν} · Φ^{μν} ) + c.c.]

− c^{(2)}_A [tr(∂_μΦ × ∂_ν Φ · Φ^{μν} ) + c.c.]

− c^{(3)}_A [tr(Φ × Φ · Φ_{μν} ) − c.c.]^2 + . . . (21)

in direct analogy with Eqs. (6) and (15).

The parity eigenstates are given by Φ_{μν} = S_{μν} + iP_{μν} . The odd parity states, the P_{μν} , have J^{P C} = 2^{−+} and 2S+1L J =^1D_2 in the quark model. Candidates are the π_2(1670), K_2(1770), η_2(1645), and η_2(1870) [62–64]. The even parity states, the S_{μν} , have J^{P C} = 2^{++} and 2S+1L J =^3F_2 in the quark model. These are not well known experimentally, and should be some sort of a_2, K^∗_2 , f_2, and f^′_2 states (which are orbital excitations of the ρ(1700), K^∗(1680), ϕ(?), and ω(1650)).

As before, the first term contributes to masses for Φ_{μν} , and will lead to the multiplet being close to eigenstates of SU(3)_V. The second term contributes to decays of one Φ_{μν} to two Φ’s.

The third term affects only pseudo-tensor mesons and delivers a contribution to the mass of the singlet state proportional to

−γ_A(η_{2,0,μν} )^2 = − γ_A 3 ( √ 2η_{2,N,μν} + η_{2,S,μν} )^2 , (22) with γ_A ≃ c^{(2)}_A ϕ^4_0. Indeed a phenomenological study of known experimental widths and ratios [61] finds θ_{P T} ≃ −42^∘, hence a surprisingly large mixing, ( η_2(1645) η_2(1870) ) = ( cos θ_{P T} sin θ_{P T} − sin θ_{P T} cos θ_{P T} ) ( η_{2,N} η_{2,S} ) , (23)

where η_{2,N} = (ūu + d̄d)/ √ 2 and η_{2,S} = s̄s. This result can be nicely explained by the presence of the axial anomaly in that sector. Moreover, considering only the third term in Eq. (21) the corresponding mixing angle θ_{P T} turns out to be negative (for realistic values of γ_A) just as for heterochiral scalars, θ_{P T} ≃ − 1 2 arctan [ 2 √ 2γ_A (m^2_{K2 (1770)} − m^2_{π2(1670)} − γ_A) ] (24)

This result is approximate, since we neglect c^{(1)}_A , and other mixing effects which are suppressed for a large number of colors. A more precise determination is possible with more experimental input.

Homochiral mesons with J = 3 – It is even possible to extend our considerations to higher spin. As a further example, upon introducing the J = 3 homochiral objects,

L^{ij}_{μνρ} ≡ q̄^j_L(γ_μD_ν D_ρ + . . .)q^i_L ,

R^{ij}_{μνρ} ≡ q̄^j_R(γ_μD_ν D_ρ + . . .)q^i_R , (25)

the nonet V_{μνρ} = (L_{μνρ} + R_{μνρ})/2 corresponds to the rather well known mesons with J^P = 3^− (^{2S+1}L_J =^3D_3) including the ρ_3(1690), K^∗_3 (1780), ω_3(1670), ϕ_3(1850). Similar to the pseudotensor mesons, the chiral partners of the 3^{−−} are not yet known. The strange-nonstrange mixing angle leading to ω_3(1670) and ϕ_3(1850) is listed by the PDG as ∼ 3^∘ [8], hence very small, in agreement with our expectations for homochiral multiplets.

Conclusions – Assuming that higher spin states can be categorized according to the unbroken chiral symmetry, they can be classified according to whether they are homo- or heterochiral states. The principal prediction is whether the flavor mixing of strangeness follows SU(3)_V symmetry, for heterochiral multiplets, or just flavor, for homochiral multiplets.

Higher spin states are usually classified using models of constituent quarks. Such a framework will automatically yield multiplets classified according to flavor. Thus homochiral multiplets should agree with the predictions of quark models.

In contrast, our analysis yields qualitatively new predictions for the heterochiral multiplets. There is evidence for this in the heterochiral tensor multiplet [61].

Besides masses and mixing, in the future one can study also various decay channels by using Eqs. (15) and (21). Similar studies can be performed with other approaches, such as lattice gauge theory [55], chiral perturbation theory [17, 53, 54], Schwinger-Dyson equations, and so on. Our predictions can be tested experimentally at the ongoing effort at BESIII [65, 66], as well as GlueX [67–69] and CLAS12 [70], both of which will start measurements soon, and later with PANDA at FAIR [71].

The authors thank D. H. Rischke, Dennis D. Dietrich, the Chiral Field Theory Group, E. Oset and C. Roberts for useful discussions. F.G. and R.D.P. thank the organizers of the 53rd Karpacz Winter School of Theoretical Physics, which engendered this collaboration. R.D.P. thanks E. Oset and C. Roberts for discussions at NSTAR 2017. The work of F. G. is supported by the Polish National Science Centre NCN through the OPUS project no. 2015/17/B/ST2/01625. R.D.P. thanks the U.S. Department of Energy for support under contract de-sc0012704.

[1] A. W. Thomas and W. Weise, “The Structure of the Nucleon,” Berlin, Germany: Wiley-VCH (2001) 389 p..

[2] D. J. Gross, S. B. Treiman and F. Wilczek, “Light Quark Masses and Isospin Violation,” Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979) 2188. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2188.

[3] G. ’t Hooft, “How Instantons Solve the U(1) Problem,” Phys. Rept. 142 (1986) 357. doi:10.1016/0370- 1573(86)90117-1.

[4] T. Feldmann, P. Kroll and B. Stech, “Mixing and decay constants of pseudoscalar mesons,” Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 114006 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.58.114006 [hep-ph/9802409].

[5] C. Amsler and F. E. Close, “Evidence for a a scalar glueball,” Phys. Lett. B 353 (1995) 385 doi:10.1016/0370- 2693(95)00579-A [hep-ph/9505219].

[6] E. Klempt and A. Zaitsev, “Glueballs, Hybrids, Multiquarks. Experimental facts versus QCD inspired concepts,” Phys. Rept. 454 (2007) 1 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2007.07.006 [arXiv:0708.4016 [hep-ph]].

[7] J. R. Pelaez, “From controversy to precision on the sigma meson: a review on the status of the nonordinary f0(500) resonance,” Phys. Rept. 658 (2016) 1 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2016.09.001 [arXiv:1510.00653 [hep-ph]].

[8] C. Patrignani et al. [Particle Data Group], “Review of Particle Physics,” Chin. Phys. C 40 (2016) no.10, 100001. doi:10.1088/1674-1137/40/10/100001.

[9] S. L. Adler, “Axial vector vertex in spinor electrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. 177 (1969) 2426. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.177.2426.

[10] J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw, “A PCAC puzzle: pi0 –¿ gamma gamma in the sigma model,” Nuovo Cim. A 60 (1969) 47. doi:10.1007/BF02823296.

[11] W. Ochs, “The Status of Glueballs,” J. Phys. G 40 (2013) 043001 doi:10.1088/0954-3899/40/4/043001

[arXiv:1301.5183 [hep-ph]].

[12] S. Janowski, F. Giacosa and D. H. Rischke, “Is f0(1710) a glueball?,” Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) no.11, 114005 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.114005 [arXiv:1408.4921 [hepph]].

[13] L. C. Gui et al. [CLQCD Collaboration], “Scalar Glueball in Radiative J/ψ Decay on the Lattice,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) no.2, 021601 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.021601 [arXiv:1206.0125 [hep-lat]].

[14] F. Brünner, D. Parganlija and A. Rebhan, “Glueball Decay Rates in the Witten-Sakai-Sugimoto Model,” Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) no.10, 106002 Erratum: [Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.10, 109903] doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.109903, 10.1103/Phys- RevD.91.106002 [arXiv:1501.07906 [hep-ph]].

[15] J. R. Pelaez, “On the Nature of light scalar mesons from their large N(c) behavior,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 102001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.102001 [hep-ph/0309292].

[16] R. D. Pisarski and V. V. Skokov, “Chiral matrix model of the semi-QGP in QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no.3, 034015 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.034015 [arXiv:1604.00022 [hep-ph]].

[17] L. S. Geng and E. Oset, “Vector meson-vector meson interaction in a hidden gauge unitary approach,” Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 074009 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.074009 [arXiv:0812.1199 [hep-ph]].

[18] A. H. Fariborz, R. Jora and J. Schechter, “Toy model for two chiral nonets,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 034001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.034001 [hep-ph/0506170].

[19] M. Napsuciale and S. Rodriguez, “A Chiral model for anti-q q and anti-qq qq mesons,” Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 094043 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.70.094043 [hep-ph/0407037].

[20] F. Giacosa, “Dynamical generation and dynamical reconstruction,” Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 074028 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.074028 [arXiv:0903.4481 [hepph]].

[21] S. Gasiorowicz and D. A. Geffen, “Effective Lagrangians and field algebras with chiral symmetry,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 41 (1969) 531. doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.41.531.

[22] C. Rosenzweig, J. Schechter and C. G. Trahern, “Is the Effective Lagrangian for QCD a Sigma Model?,” Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 3388. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.21.3388.

[23] R. D. Pisarski, “Applications of chiral symmetry,” hep-ph/9503330.

[24] D. Parganlija, F. Giacosa and D. H. Rischke, “Vacuum Properties of Mesons in a Linear Sigma Model with Vector Mesons and Global Chiral Invariance,” Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 054024 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.82.054024 [arXiv:1003.4934 [hep-ph]].

[25] D. Parganlija, P. Kovacs, G. Wolf, F. Giacosa and D. H. Rischke, “Meson vacuum phenomenology in a three-flavor linear sigma model with (axial-)vector mesons,” Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) no.1, 014011 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.014011 [arXiv:1208.0585 [hepph]].

[26] P. Kovcs, Z. Szp and G. Wolf, “Existence of the critical endpoint in the vector meson extended linear sigma model,” Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.11, 114014 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.114014 [arXiv:1601.05291 [hep-ph]].

[27] G. Veneziano, “U(1) Without Instantons,” Nucl. Phys.

B 159 (1979) 213. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(79)90332-8. [28] E. Witten, “Large N Chiral Dynamics,” Annals Phys.

128 (1980) 363. doi:10.1016/0003-4916(80)90325-5. [29] W. I. Eshraim, S. Janowski, F. Giacosa and D. H. Rischke, “Decay of the pseudoscalar glueball into scalar and pseudoscalar mesons,” Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) no.5, 054036 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.054036 [arXiv:1208.6474 [hep-ph]].

[30] S. D. Bass and A. W. Thomas, “eta bound states in nuclei: A Probe of flavor-singlet dynamics,” Phys. Lett. B 634 (2006) 368 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.01.071 [hep-ph/0507024].

[31] G. Amelino-Camelia et al., “Physics with the KLOE- 2 experiment at the upgraded DAϕNE,” Eur. Phys. J. C 68 (2010) 619 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1351-1 [arXiv:1003.3868 [hep-ex]].

[32] R. Escribano and J. Nadal, “On the gluon content of the eta and eta-prime mesons,” JHEP 0705 (2007) 006 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2007/05/006 [hep-ph/0703187].

[33] B. Borasoy and R. Nissler, “Hadronic eta and etaprime decays,” Eur. Phys. J. A 26 (2005) 383 doi:10.1140/epja/i2005-10188-9 [hep-ph/0510384].

[34] H. Gomm, O. Kaymakcalan and J. Schechter, “Anomalous Spin 1 Meson Decays From the Gauged Wess- Zumino Term,” Phys. Rev. D 30 (1984) 2345. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.30.2345.

[35] S. Schael et al. [ALEPH Collaboration], “Branching ratios and spectral functions of tau decays: Final ALEPH measurements and physics implications,” Phys. Rept. 421 (2005) 191 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2005.06.007 [hep-ex/0506072].

[36] M. Wagner and S. Leupold, “Information on the structure of the a(1) from tau decay,” Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 053001 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.053001 [arXiv:0801.0814 [hep-ph]].

[37] S. Leupold and M. Wagner, “Chiral Partners in a Chirally Broken World,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24 (2009) 229 doi:10.1142/S0217751X09043523 [arXiv:0807.2389 [nuclth]].

[38] Z. Q. Zhang, Z. W. Hou, Y. Yang and J. Sun, “B → K1π(K) decays in the perturbative QCD approach,” Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) no.7, 074023 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.074023 [arXiv:1410.5026 [hepph]].

[39] R. Aaij et al. [LHCb Collaboration], “First observations of the rare decays B^+ → K^+π^+π^−μ^+μ^− and B^+ → ϕK^+μ^+μ^−,” JHEP 1410 (2014) 064 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2014)064 [arXiv:1408.1137 [hepex]].

[40] X. Liu, Z. T. Zou and Z. J. Xiao, “Penguin-dominated BK1(1270) and K1(1400) decays in the perturbative QCD approach,” Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) no.9, 094019 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.094019 [arXiv:1404.2089 [hepph]].

[41] H. Hatanaka and K. C. Yang, “K(1)(1270)-K(1)(1400) Mixing Angle and New-Physics Effects in B —¿ K(1) l+ l- Decays,” Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 074007 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074007 [arXiv:0808.3731 [hepph]].

[42] A. Ahmed, I. Ahmed, M. Ali Paracha and A. Rehman, “K1(1270) − K1(1400) mixing and the fourth generation SM effects in B → K1ℓ^+ℓ^− decays,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 033010 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.033010

[arXiv:1105.3887 [hep-ph]].

[43] P. Ko and S. Rudaz, “Phenomenology of scalar and vector mesons in the linear sigma model,” Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 6877. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.50.6877.

[44] M. Urban, M. Buballa and J. Wambach, “Vector and axial vector correlators in a chirally symmetric model,” Nucl. Phys. A 697 (2002) 338 doi:10.1016/S0375- 9474(01)01248-9 [hep-ph/0102260].

[45] G. W. Carter, P. J. Ellis and S. Rudaz, “An Effective Lagrangian with broken scale and chiral symmetry: 2. Pion phenomenology,” Nucl. Phys. A 603 (1996) 367 Erratum: [Nucl. Phys. A 608 (1996) 514] doi:10.1016/0375-9474(96)80007-E, 10.1016/0375- 9474(96)00305-3 [nucl-th/9512033].

[46] L. Roca, E. Oset and J. Singh, “Low lying axial-vector mesons as dynamically generated resonances,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 014002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.014002 [hep-ph/0503273].

[47] F. Divotgey, L. Olbrich and F. Giacosa, “Phenomenology of axial-vector and pseudovector mesons: decays and mixing in the kaonic sector,” Eur. Phys. J. A 49 (2013) 135 doi:10.1140/epja/i2013-13135-3 [arXiv:1306.1193 [hep-ph]].

[48] F. Giacosa, J. Sammet and S. Janowski, “Decays of the vector glueball,” Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) no.11, 114004 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.114004 [arXiv:1607.03640 [hep-ph]].

[49] M. Piotrowska, C. Reisinger and F. Giacosa, “Strong and radiative decays of excited vector mesons and predictions for a new ϕ(1930) resonance,” arXiv:1708.02593 [hep-ph].

[50] W. Chen, Z. X. Cai and S. L. Zhu, “Masses of the tensor mesons with J^P = 2^−,” Nucl. Phys. B 887 (2014) 201 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.08.006 [arXiv:1107.4949 [hep-ph]].

[51] V. V. Anisovich, “Systematization of tensor mesons and the determination of the 2++ glueball,” JETP Lett. 80 (2004) 715 [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 80 (2004) 845] doi:10.1134/1.1868792 [hep-ph/0412093].

[52] Z. G. Wang and Z. Y. Di, “Masses and decay constants of the heavy tensor mesons with QCD sum rules,” Eur. Phys. J. A 50 (2014) 143 doi:10.1140/epja/i2014-14143-5 [arXiv:1405.5092 [hep-ph]].

[53] R. Molina, D. Nicmorus and E. Oset, “The rho rho interaction in the hidden gauge formalism and the f(0)(1370) and f(2)(1270) resonances,” Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 114018 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.114018 [arXiv:0809.2233 [hep-ph]].

[54] D. Jido, J. A. Oller, E. Oset, A. Ramos and U. G. Meissner, “Chiral dynamics of the two Lambda(1405) states,” Nucl. Phys. A 725 (2003) 181 doi:10.1016/S0375- 9474(03)01598-7 [nucl-th/0303062].

[55] R. A. Briceno, J. J. Dudek, R. G. Edwards and D. J. Wilson, “Isoscalar ππ, KK, ηη scattering and the σ, f0, f2 mesons from QCD,” arXiv:1708.06667 [hep-lat].

[56] L. Burakovsky and J. T. Goldman, “Towards resolution of the enigmas of P wave meson spectroscopy,” Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 2879 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.57.2879 [hep-ph/9703271].

[57] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, H. Neufeld and A. Pich, “Meson resonances, large N(c) and chiral symmetry,” JHEP 0306 (2003) 012 doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2003/06/012 [hep-ph/0305311].

[58] F. Giacosa, T. Gutsche, V. E. Lyubovitskij and A. Faessler, “Decays of tensor mesons and the tensor glueball in an effective field approach,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 114021 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.114021 [hep-ph/0511171].

[59] S. Leupold, “Properties of the vector meson nonet at large N(c) beyond the chiral limit,” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 085013 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.73.085013 [hep-ph/0506220].

[60] C. Terschlusen and S. Leupold, “Electromagnetic transition form factors of light vector mesons,” Phys. Lett. B 691 (2010) 191 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2010.06.033 [arXiv:1003.1030 [hep-ph]].

[61] A. Koenigstein and F. Giacosa, “Phenomenology of pseudotensor mesons and the pseudotensor glueball,” Eur. Phys. J. A 52 (2016) no.12, 356 doi:10.1140/epja/i2016- 16356-x [arXiv:1608.08777 [hep-ph]].

[62] B. Wang, C. Q. Pang, X. Liu and T. Matsuki, “Pseudotensor meson family,” Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) no.1, 014025 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.014025 [arXiv:1410.3930 [hep-ph]].

[63] B. Chen, K. W. Wei and A. Zhang, “X(1870) and η2(1870): Which can be assigned as a hybrid state?,” Adv. High Energy Phys. 2013 (2013) 217858 doi:10.1155/2013/217858 [arXiv:1304.6190 [hep-ph]].

[64] A. V. Anisovich, C. J. Batty, D. V. Bugg, V. A. Nikonov and A. V. Sarantsev, “A fresh look at η2(1645), η2(1870), η2(2030) and f2(1910) in p̄p− > η3π^0,” Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1511 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1511-3 [arXiv:1009.1781 [hep-ex]].

[65] G. Mezzadri, “Light hadron spectroscopy at BESIII,” PoS EPS -HEP2015 (2015) 423.

[66] S. Marcello [BESIII Collaboration], “Hadron Physics from BESIII,” JPS Conf. Proc. 10 (2016) 010009. doi:10.7566/JPSCP.10.010009.

[67] H. Al Ghoul et al. [GlueX Collaboration], “First Results from The GlueX Experiment,” AIP Conf. Proc. 1735 (2016) 020001 doi:10.1063/1.4949369 [arXiv:1512.03699 [nucl-ex]].

[68] B. Zihlmann [GlueX Collaboration], “GlueX a new facility to search for gluonic degrees of freedom in mesons,” AIP Conf. Proc. 1257 (2010) 116. doi:10.1063/1.3483306.

[69] M. Shepherd, “GlueX at Jefferson Lab: a search for exotic states of matter in photon-proton collisions,” PoS Bormio 2014 (2014) 004.

[70] A. Rizzo [CLAS Collaboration], “The meson spectroscopy program with CLAS12 at Jefferson Laboratory,” PoS CD 15 (2016) 060.

[71] M. F. M. Lutz et al. [PANDA Collaboration], “Physics Performance Report for PANDA: Strong Interaction Studies with Antiprotons,” arXiv:0903.3905 [hep-ex].