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AN ALTERNATIVE WAY OF CALCULATING GLUEBALL
MASSES AT WEAKER COUPLING

Done SHaorine  YiNe HepiNe

(Zkhejiang University, Hangzkou)

ABSTRACT 3
An alterndtive way through changing lattice action to calculate glueball masses at weaker 1 B
coupling is proposed. Using EXP action we calculate glueball masses in SU(2) lattice gauge %
theory on a 4*x8 lattice at 3=44. The preliminary upper bounds are obtained m(0*)= £ ~
(1.38£0.26) GeV, m(2*) << (1.39£0.41) GeV, the ratio m(2*)/m(0*) is near 1.0 or a litle . - _ z;)‘
small. 13 H
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