arXiv:0904.3684v1 [hep-ph] 23 Apr 2009

Study of the ϕπ^0 transition form factor

Simone Pacetti

Enrico Fermi Center, Rome, Italy INFN, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati, Italy E-mail: simone.pacetti@lnf.infn.it

Abstract: Recently the BABAR Collaboration published new data on the cross section for the annihilation e^+e^− → ϕπ^0, obtained using the initial state radiation technique at a center of mass energy of 10.6 GeV.

Such a process represents an interesting test bed for the quark model. Indeed, since the ϕπ^0 production via e^+e^− annihilation proceeds through a mechanism which violates the Okubo- Zweig-Iizuka rule, the corresponding cross section could be characterized by contributions from non-qq bound states, like hybrids or tetraquarks.

The ϕπ^0 cross section is analyzed in connection with other data coming from different processes, that involve the same mesons, using a method which implements the analyticity in the ϕπ^0 transition form factor by means of a dispersion relation procedure.

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. ϕπ^0 transition form factor 2 2.1 Cross section and decay rate formulae 2 2.2 The data 3 2.3 Parameterization of the transition form factor 5

3. Model independent description with only ρ^0 contribution 6

4. Global description including additional resonances 8 4.1 ρ(1450), ρ(1700) and C(1480) 8 4.2 Once more the ρ(1900) 9 4.3 χ^2 definition 10 4.4 Fit results 10 4.5 g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} coupling 12

5. Conclusions 14

A. Rate Γ(ϕ → π^0ρ^0) 15

1. Introduction

Recently the BABAR Collaboration measured for the first time the cross section for the annihilation e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 [1]. The data have been achieved using the initial state radiation technique that allows to scan energies, for the invariant mass of the hadronic final state, from the production threshold up to about 4.6 GeV.

There have been some previous attempts [2] to observe such a final state in e^+e^− annihilation but only upper limits were given.

The process e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 plays a crucial role in the understanding of the quark model. Indeed, the ϕπ^0 channel, which is forbidden by the Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI) [3] rule for any qq vector meson, could be a likely decay mode for non-standard bound states as hybrids and tetraquarks [4].

The ϕπ^0 cross section is analyzed in connection with other data coming from different processes, that involve the same mesons, using a method which implements the analyticity in the ϕπ^0 transition form factor (TFF) by means of a dispersion relation procedure. This analysis is based on the method reported in Ref. [5]. Such a method, which will be

– 1 – described in the following, has the advantage of using TFF’s instead of cross sections and decay rates. A TFF is defined in different energy regions and is experimentally accessible through different processes. In particular the ϕπ^0 TFF can be parametrized in terms of resonant contributions, whose coupling with the mesons under consideration is inferred from other measurements. In this view, the OZI rule violation can be seen as a direct consequence of the large ϕ − ρ^0π^0 coupling (BR(ϕ → 3π) ≃ 15% [6]). In addition, since we use dispersion relations (DR) to implement analyticity, we need to know the asymptotic behavior of the TFF, for which we adopt the quark-counting rule (QcR) prescription [7]. As we will see in Sec. 2.3, this provides a further constraint on the quark structure of the involved mesons.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the main formulae for the cross section and decay rates, and a general analytic description for the ϕπ^0 TFF, whose free parameters are the properties of the vector meson contributions in the low-energy region. In Sec. 3 we discuss a first case where for the description of the ϕπ^0 TFF we consider only one contribution, the ρ^0. Since such an intermediate state is completely known through the decay ϕ → ρ^0π^0, there are no degrees of freedom, and the description, in this case, is model-independent. In Sec. 4 we develop this procedure including further intermediate states, essentially ρ-recurrences, to achieve a global description of the TFF. Finally, the obtained results are summarized and discussed in the last section.

2. ϕπ^0 transition form factor

2.1 Cross section and decay rate formulae

To extract the TFF values, data on cross section and decay rates have to be compared with the expressions for these quantities obtained under the assumption of pointlike mesons.

γ^∗(q)

π^0(k) ϕ(p, ε)

F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2)

Figure 1: Diagram of the conversion ϕγπ^0.

The conversion current for the vertex of fig. 1, being ϕ a vector and π^0 a pseudoscalar meson, has the general form:

J^μ_{ϕπ0} = e ε^{μνρσ} ϵ_ν p_ρq_σ F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2) , (2.1)

where e is the electron charge, ε^{μνρσ} is the fully antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor, q is the 4-momentum of the photon and, p and ϵ are the 4-momentum and the polarization vector of the ϕ. The tensor structure of this current follows from Lorentz and gauge invariance.

– 2 –

The TFF F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2) is an analytic function defined in the q^2 complex plane with the cut (4M^2_π , ∞) along the real axis. Only real values of q^2 are experimentally accessible. The TFF is real for q^2 below the threshold 4M^2_π , while is complex over the cut, i.e. for q^2 > 4M^2_π . It describes the photon-hadron vertex in terms of electromagnetic interaction with the quark constituents. The underlying physical process is the ϕ radiative decay: ϕ → π^0γ, which occurs at q^2 = 0. There are two other one-photon exchange processes, which involve the same conversion, that can be used to investigate the ϕπ^0 TFF (see fig. 2):

• the decay: ϕ → π^0e^+e^− with 4m^2_e < q^2 < (M_ϕ − M_π0 )^2;

• the annihilation: e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 with q^2 ≥ (M_ϕ + M_π0 )^2. ϕ → π^0γ ϕ → π^0e^+e^− unphysical region e^+e^− → ϕπ^0

Re q^2 (M_ϕ −M_π0 )^2 (M_ϕ +M_π0 )^2

4M^2_{π0} 0 Figure 2: The q^2 real axis (not in scale). The three processes, involving the mesons ϕ and π^0, in the corresponding regions are also indicated. The lined band represents the cut, where the TFF is complex.

Rates and cross section can be computed, as functions of the TFF, using the current of eq. (2.1). The radiative decay rate is the constant quantity: Γ = α 3 ( M^2_ϕ − M^2_{π0} 2M_ϕ )_3 [F_{ϕπ}0 (0)]^2 , (2.2)

it is proportional to the squared value of the TFF at q^2 = 0. The differential rate for the conversion decay ϕ → π^0e^+e^− has the form dΓ dq^2 (q^2)= α^2 9π √ 1− 4m^2_e q^2 ( 1+ 2m^2_e q^2 ) 1 q^2 [( q^2 +M^2_ϕ −M^2_{π0}

)_2 −4M^2_ϕq^2 (2M_ϕ)^2

]^3_2 |F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2)|^2 . (2.3)

This is an energy-dependent quantity which gives information on the real value of the TFF up to q^2 = 4M^2_π and on its modulus in the region 4M^2_π < q^2 < (M_ϕ − M_π0 )^2. Finally, the annihilation cross section:

σ(q^2)= π 6 α^2 (q^2)^3 q^2 + 2m^2_e √ q^2(q^2 − 4m^2_e) [( q^2 +M^2_ϕ −M^2_π0

)_2 −4M^2_ϕ q^2

] 3_2 |F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2)|^2 , (2.4)

from which we extract the modulus of the TFF above the physical threshold, i.e. for q^2 > (M_ϕ + M_π0 )^2.

2.2 The data There are only two available sets of data on the ϕπ^0 TFF, in addition to the recent cross section measurement [1], only the radiative decay rate Γ(ϕ → π^0γ) is known [6]. Unfortunately, there are no data on ϕ → π^0e^+e^−. The measurement of such a rate should cover

– 3 – a wide energy range below the physical threshold. The unphysical region (see figs. 2 and 3b) for this TFF, that is the energy interval not experimentally accessible, is very narrow: 2M_π0 ≃ 270 MeV and no structure is expected in this energy range. From the radiative decay rate we extract the value at zero of the TFF as:

F_{ϕπ}0 (0) ≡ |g^ϕ_{π0γ} | = √ 3Γ(ϕ → π^0γ) α ( 2M_ϕ M^2_ϕ − M^2_{π0} )_{3/2} = (0.131 ± 0.004) GeV^{−1} , (2.5)

this value corresponds to the modulus of the coupling g^ϕ_{π0γ} .

Finally, from the annihilation cross section data (fig. 3a), using the expression of eq. (2.4), we obtain the TFF above the physical threshold, which is shown in fig. 3b.

a b

Figure 3: a) The e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 cross section [1]. b) The ϕπ^0 TFF extracted from cross section (solid circles) and radiative decay rate (triangle at q = 0).

Even though there are no data on the differential rate^{dΓ(ϕ→π0e+e−)}_{dq2} , in Ref. [6] is reported the branching fraction

BR(ϕ → π^0e^+e^−)_{PDG} = (1.12 ± 0.28) × 10^{−5} , (2.6)

this value is the average of the only two existing sets of data collected by SND and CMD-2 Collaborations [8,9]. In both cases the cuts applied to extract the events select small values of q^2 and hence do not allow to study the energy dependence of the TFF as described in eq. (2.3). The branching BR(ϕ → π^0e^+e^−)_{PDG} can be interpreted as the yield of the events with a small e^+e^− invariant mass [8, 9]. The only information that can be drawn is about the mean value of the modulus of the TFF over a small q^2 interval, [(2m_e)^2, (2m_e +ΔE_e)^2], from the threshold up to a not claimed maximum energy √ q^2 = 2m_e +ΔE_e. More in detail

– 4 – this mean value, depending on ΔE_e, can be defined as: | | |F^{ΔEe}_{ϕπ}0 | | |^2 =

Γ(ϕ → π^0e^+e^−)_{PDG}

α^2 9π ∫_{(2me+ΔEe)}2

(2m_e)^2 √ 1−^{4m2e}_{q2} ( 1+^{2m2e}_{q2}

)_1

q^2 [(_{q2+M 2ϕ−M 2} π0 )_{2− 4M 2} ϕq^2 (2M_ϕ)^2

] 3_2 dq^2 , (2.7)

for the phase-space integration, at denominator, we use the definition given in eq. (2.3). With ΔE_e = 400 MeV [8] one gets: | |F ΔEe=400 MeV ϕπ^0 | | = 0.14 ± 0.02 GeV_{−1} . (2.8)

This value has to be compared with the TFF at q^2 = 0 of eq. (2.5), extracted from the radiative decay rate Γ(ϕ → π^0γ). They are perfectly compatible, since the higher value obtained for the mean value reflects the rising behavior, towards the ρ^0 peak, of the TFF. However, due to the lack of information on their q^2-dependence, these data will not be used in the following analysis.

2.3 Parameterization of the transition form factor

Following the prescriptions given in Ref. [5], the TFF is parameterized by means of the threefold expression:

F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2) =

F^{an}_{ϕπ0} (q^2) q^2 < 4M^2_π F^{Res}_{ϕπ0} (q^2) 4M^2_π ≤ q^2 < s^{asy} F^{asy}_{ϕπ0} (q^2) q^2 ≥ s^{asy}

, (2.9)

s^{asy}, the energy from which we assume the QcR power law behavior, is a free parameter. The three definitions refer to three intervals which cover the whole time-like region. In more detail:

• The resonance region (superscript “Res”): 4M^2_π ≤ q^2 < s^{asy}, where the TFF is described in terms of intermediate vector meson resonances (V_j with j = 1, . . . , N).

γ^∗

π^0 ϕ

F^{Res}_{ϕπ0} = N∑ j=1 V_j M^2_{Vj} F_{Vj} γ^∗

π^0 ϕ

g^{Vj}_{ϕπ0}

Figure 4: Schematic representation of the parameterization for the TFF in the resonance region.

Such resonances are assumed to couple to the virtual photon (see fig. 4), hence the

– 5 –

TFF is parametrized as a sum of propagators weighted by the corresponding coupling constants:

F^{Res}_{ϕπ}0 = N∑ j=1 M^2_j eF_{Vj} g^{Vj}_{ϕπ0} M^2_j − q^2 − iΓ_j M_j

, 4M^2_π ≤ q^2 ≤ s^{asy} , (2.10)

where M_j and Γ_j are the mass and the width of the resonance V_j , F_{Vj} and g^{Vj}_{ϕπ0} are the couplings to the photon and to the hadronic final state. The number and species of intermediate resonances to be considered are established following two criteria: the quantum number conservation and the OZI rule. For this channel, being I^G(J^{P C} ) = 1^+(1^{−−}), we expect only ρ-like contributions even though they are OZIsuppressed. In particular we introduce three resonances: below threshold the ρ^0(770), whose parameters are completely fixed (see Sec. 3), above the physical threshold two additional ρ-recurrences, visible in the data (fig. 3): a broad structure around 1.6 GeV and a narrower one at ∼ 1.9 GeV [1].

• The asymptotic region (superscript “asy”): q^2 ≥ s^{asy}, where we use the QcR power law behavior

|F^{asy}_{ϕπ0} (q^2)| = |F^{Res}_{ϕπ}0 (s^{asy})| ( s^{asy} q^2

)_{nh+}^nλ^{+l}q^{−1}_{2 =2} , (2.11)

n_h = 2 is the number of external hadronic fields, n_λ = 1 is the hadronic helicity, and l_q = 0 is the quark-antiquark angular momentum in the π^0 (see Ref. [5]).

• The analytic region (superscript “an”): q^2 < 4M^2_π . In this region the TFF is reconstructed using the previous two expressions [eqs. (2.10) and (2.11)] in the dispersion relation integral [5, 10]:

F^{an}_{ϕπ}0 (q^2)=exp [√ 4M^2_π −q^2 π (∫_{sasy} 4M^2_π

ln |F^{Res}_{ϕπ0} (s)|ds (s−q^2) √ s−4M^2_π + ∫_∞ s^{asy}

ln |F^{asy}_{ϕπ0} (s)|ds (s−q^2) √ s−4M^2_π )] . (2.12)

3. Model independent description with only ρ^0 contribution

The ρ^0 contribution, due to the process e^+e^− → γ^∗ → ρ^0 → ϕπ^0, represents an important OZI-violating intermediate state. The presence of such a kind of contribution is inferred by the large ϕ − ρ^0π^0 coupling. The rate Γ(ϕ → ρ^0π^0) for the single neutral channel ρ^0π^0 can be obtained from the total rate Γ(ϕ → ρπ) correctly accounting for the interference among the three isospin channels, for details see the Appendix A. In particular, we find that only the 18.6% of the BR(ϕ → ρπ) = 14.0 ± 0.4 [6] is due to ρ^0π^0. Using the general expressions:

Γ(V → V^′P ) = |g^V ′_P |^2 12π {[ M^2_V − (M_V ′ − M_P )^2 ] [ M_V − (M_V ′ + M_P )^2 ]}_{3/2} (2M_V )^3

Γ(V → e^+e^−) = αM_V 3|F_V |^2

(3.1)

– 6 – for the decay of a vector meson V into another vector V^′ and a pseudoscalar P , and the electromagnetic coupling of a vector V to e^+e^− respectively, we extract the couplings in terms of the corresponding rates and we get (V = ϕ, V^′ = ρ^0, and P = π^0):

|g^ϕ_{ρ0π0} | = (0.865 ± 0.013) GeV^{−1} and |F_ρ0 | = 16.6 ± 0.2 . (3.2)

The knowledge of these couplings completely determines the ρ^0 contribution in terms of the parameterization of eq. (2.10). We are now ready to establish whether this contribution is enough to describe the cross section measured by the BABAR Collaboration. Looking at fig. 5, where the TFF and the corresponding cross section are shown as expected in case of only ρ^0 contribution, we note that:

• above the physical threshold (M_π0 + M_ϕ)^2, the ρ^0 contribution alone is not enough to describe the data, indeed even though the measured ϕπ^0 cross section is very small, less than 0.2 nb, this contribution gives solely few pb (see fig. 5b);

• below the theoretical threshold q^2 = 4M^2_π , and in particular at q^2= 0, the prediction for the TFF: F_{ϕπ}0 (0) = (0.177 ± 0.003) GeV^{−1} is higher than the experimental value extracted from the radiative decay rate Γ(ϕ → π^0γ) and reported in eq. (2.5).

a b

Figure 5: Data (points) on the ϕπ^0 TFF (a) and the corresponding e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 cross section (b) compared with the expectations in case of only ρ^0 contribution (curves).

Both these observations point to the presence of additional contributions. In light of the discrepancy between the predicted TFF and data, we may deduce that these further resonances have to lie around 1.6 and 1.9 GeV. Moreover, following the vector meson dominance relation: g^ϕ_{π0γ} ≡ g^γ_{ϕπ0} ≃ ∑ V g^V_{ϕπ0} eF_V = g^{ρ0}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ0 + g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ′ + g^{ρ′′}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ′′ , (3.3)

– 7 – where two additional ρ-recurrences are included, to reconcile the value of the TFF at q^2 = 0 with that of eq. (2.5), ρ^′ and ρ^{′′} must give a global negative contribution, i.e.: g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ′ + g^{ρ′′}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ′′ ≃ −0.046 . (3.4)

This means that at least the coupling of the ρ^′, which looking at the data of fig. 5 appears as the dominant contribution besides the ρ^0, must be negative.

4. Global description including additional resonances

In this section we extend the analysis of the ϕπ^0 TFF including, in addition to the ρ^0, other resonant contributions as suggested by the arguments previously discussed. However, since the experimental information on the ρ-recurrences as well as their classification are quite uncertain and unstable, we consider masses, widths, and couplings of the additional contributions as free parameters to be fit to the data and to the theoretical constraints. Therefore, contrary to the previous case where, with the only ρ^0 contribution, we had a fully frozen parametrization, this global description is now model-dependent.

4.1 ρ(1450), ρ(1700) and C(1480)

Since 1988 the Particle Data Group [6] decided to replace the ρ(1600), that were the only excited ρ below 2 GeV, with two states: ρ(1450) and ρ(1700). This is a consequence of the clear theoretical and experimental evidence that the 1.6 GeV energy region contained more than one ρ-recurrence. Furthermore, also the so-called C(1480) observed in the charge exchange reaction π^−p → ϕπ^0n as a clear peak in the ϕπ^0 invariant mass distribution [11], has to be included in the list of all possible contributions. The observation of this structure generated a great deal of theoretical and experimental works [12]. In particular, there has been a theoretical effort to find the best observable to identify the nature of this resonance: qq-ρ-like meson or exotic with a hidden strangeness content. The electronic width Γ(C(1480) → e^+e^−) and the branching BR(C(1480) → ϕπ^0) seemed good candidates for this purpose. The leptonic width for a tetraquark state should be suppressed with respect to that for a qq by a factor ≪ 1, representing the price to be paid in creating an extra quark pair from the vacuum. Instead, the coupling of an exotic C(1480) to the ϕπ^0 final state should be favored compared with that of a standard meson, which is OZI-suppressed. Unfortunately the cross section σ(e^+e^− → C(1480) → ϕπ^0) gives information only on the product of the two couplings, that, without data on other independent channels, cannot be disentangled. It follows that the cross section alone does not allow to distinguish between two possible resonant contributions: the exotic C(1480) and the standard ρ(1450), if both exist. Moreover, there are authors claiming that the C(1480) is actually the ρ(1450) [13]. The overpopulation of this energy region makes the description of TFF’s in terms of resonances difficult. The lack of information on partial widths for these ρ-recurrences and the impossibility of distinguishing their contributions in certain decay channels puzzle the extraction of the couplings, which is essential for this description. In the following we will

– 8 – refer to the first excited ρ of the ϕπ^0 TFF simply as the ρ^′, avoiding any a priori identification with ρ(1450), C(1480), or ρ(1700) and gaining precious information from the one or the other according to the case.

For instance, the first important hint on the coupling with the actual final state ϕπ^0 can be obtained for the ρ(1450). Even though there is no direct information on the g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} , as in the ρ^0 case (Sec. 3), the known upper limit [6, 14]:

Γ(ρ^′ → e^+e^−)BR(ρ^′ → ϕπ) ≡

Γ(ρ^′ → ϕπ)Γ(ρ^′ → e^+e^−) Γ_ρ′

< 70 eV (4.1)

helps in understanding whether ρ(1450), here called ρ^′, can contribute to the annihilation e^+e^− → ϕπ^0.

Multiplying the two expressions of eq. (3.1), with V = ρ^′, V^′ = ϕ, and P = π^0 we obtain

Γ(ρ^′→ϕπ)Γ(ρ^′→e^+e^−) Γ_ρ′ = |g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} |^2 12πΓ_ρ′ {[ M^2_ρ′ −(M_ϕ −M_π0)^2 ][ M^2_ρ′ −(M_ϕ +M_π0)^2

]} 3_2

(2M_ρ′ )^3 αM_ρ′ 3|F_ρ′ |^2 , (4.2)

which, using the values for M_ρ′ and Γ_ρ′ given in Ref. [6], provides the upper limit: | | | M^2_ρ′ g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} F_ρ′ | | | < 0.19 GeV. (4.3)

This value leaves room to an important contribution from the ρ^′, it is quite high with respect to the corresponding coupling for the ρ^0: |M^2_ρ g^ρ_{ϕπ0} /F_ρ| ≃ 0.03 GeV^{−1}. In particular, the peak values are [see eq. (2.10)]: | | | | M_ρg^ρ_{ϕπ0} eF_ρΓ_ρ | | | | ≃ 0.9 GeV^{−1} and | | | | M_ρ′ g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} eF_ρ′ Γ_ρ′ | | | | < 1.1 GeV^{−1}. (4.4)

4.2 Once more the ρ(1900)

The cross section data, as well as the data for the TFF reported in fig. 3, show an accumulation of events around 1.9 GeV. Following the line of thought of Ref. [1], we identify this structure as the second excited ρ, called ρ^{′′} or ρ(1900). In the same reference the statistical significance for such a resonance is found to be not weak being 2×10^{−3}, which means there is a 0.2% chance that the result was accidental.

It appears as an already known structure, previously observed in six-π [15] and four-π [16] final states. As suggested in Ref. [17] it could be the manifestation of a cryptoexotic J^{P C} = 1^{−−} tetraquark state, whose coupling with a multi-particle final state should be favored by a milder suppression factor due to the creation of a lower number of quark pairs from the vacuum.

If the bump in the BABAR ϕπ^0 cross section is the already known ρ(1900), this should be the first observation of ρ(1900) decaying in this channel and also its first manifestation as a peak instead of a dip.

– 9 –

4.3 χ^2 definition

We are now ready to define the χ^2. We work directly with the TFF instead of the cross section, this allows us to take advantage from important regularities, as analyticity, and constraints from different sets of data. The χ^2 is defined as the sum of two contributions. The first one is from the data on both the annihilation cross section σ(e^+e^− → ϕπ^0) and the radiative decay rate Γ(ϕ → π^0γ), and the second comes from the theory, i.e. the analyticity requirement, which is imposed by means of the DR’s. In more detail we have:

χ^2 = χ^2_{exp} + τ · χ^2_{th} , (4.5)

where τ is a weighting factor for the theoretical part, that will be described in the following. The experimental contribution is:

χ^2_{exp} = N∑ j=1 ( |F_{ϕπ}0 (s^{exp}_j )| − F^{exp}_j δF^{exp}_j

)_2 + ( |F_{ϕπ}0 (0)| − F^{exp}_0 δF^{exp}_0

)_2 . (4.6)

The first term concerns the annihilation data {s^{exp}_j , F^{exp}_j }, with: j = 1, 2, . . . , N and s^{exp}_j ≥ (M_ϕ + M_π)^2, while the second is for the radiative decay rate. The theoretical component χ^2_{th} forces the analyticity of the TFF through the DR for the logarithm [5, 18]

ln F (q^2) = √ 4M^2_π − q^2 π ∫_∞ 4M^2_π ln |F (s)|ds (s − q^2) √ s − 4M^2_π

, (4.7)

that gives the real value of the TFF below the theoretical threshold (q^2 < 4M^2_π ) in terms of an integral of the logarithm of its modulus over the cut (4M^2_π , ∞). The relation of eq. (4.7) guarantees the continuity of the parameterization for the TFF (zero-th derivative) across the threshold 4M^2_π . Instead, the continuity of the first derivative has to be imposed to connect the last two definitions of eq. (2.9), in the resonance and asymptotic regions, to the first one in the analytic region. In formulae we get:

χ^2_{th} = ( dF_{ϕπ}0 ds | | s=s_{th} − ∫_∞ s_{th}

K(q^2 → s^+_{th}, s) ln |F_{ϕπ}0 (s)|ds

)_2 , (4.8)

where s_{th} = 4M^2_π and K(q^2, s) is the derivative of the kernel of eq. (4.7):

K(q^2, s) =

2s_{th} − s − q^2 2π √ s_{th} − q^2 √ s − s_{th}(s − q^2)^2

. (4.9)

Since this condition has to be exactly verified, the value of the parameter τ, which weights the χ^2_{th} in eq. (4.5), must be chosen large enough to force the vanishing of the χ^2_{th} itself.

4.4 Fit results

Before giving the result of the fit, we summarize the key points of the parameterization used for the ϕπ^0 TFF. We adopted the threefold definition of eq. (2.9) given in Ref. [5]. The

– 10 – time-like region, where we parametrize the TFF, has been divided in three intervals. The asymptotic region, from a certain energy s^{asy} (free parameter in the fit) up to infinity, where we used the QcR prescription which gives the power-law behavior: |F_{ϕπ}0 (q^2)| ∝ (q^2)^{−2} as q^2 → ∞. The resonance region (4M^2_π , s^{asy}), where the TFF is described in terms of vector meson propagators. More in detail in that region we consider the three resonances ρ^0, ρ^′, and ρ^{′′}, and the TFF is:

F^{Res}_{ϕπ}0 (s) = M_ρ eF_ρ g^ϕ_{ρπ0} Γ_ρ

M_ρΓ_ρ M^2_ρ − s − iΓ_ρM_ρ + M_ρ′ eF_ρ′ g^ϕ_{ρ′π0} Γ_ρ′ M_ρ′ Γ_ρ′ M_ρ′^2 − s − iΓ_ρ′ M_ρ′ e^{iδ} +

+ M_ρ′′ eF_ρ′′ g^ϕ_{ρ′′π0} Γ_ρ′′ M_ρ′′ Γ_ρ′′ M_ρ′′^2 − s − iΓ_ρ′′ M_ρ′′ e^{iδ′} + A_{n.r.} , (4.10)

where we include also additional relative phases δ^′ and δ^{′′} to account for possible rescattering effects, and a non-resonant constant amplitude A_{n.r.}. Finally, the analytic region q^2 < 4M^2_π , where the real TFF is obtained using the previous two definitions in the integral of the DR for the logarithm of eq. (4.7).

We will consider two fits: with real couplings, i.e.: the phases are set to zero and the g^V_{ϕπ0} ’s are allowed to take negative and positive values (gray bands in fig. 6), and with complex couplings, i.e. with free relative phases (hatched bands in fig. 6).

a b

Figure 6: The fit of the ϕπ^0 TFF (a) and of the corresponding cross section (b). The error bands have been obtained with a Monte Carlo technique (see the text). The solid gray band corresponds to the case where we use real couplings, while the hatched one is for complex couplings.

The fit is shown in fig. 6 and the corresponding best values for masses, widths, phases, and total couplings are reported in table 1. The error bands have been obtained with the following procedure: we generate many samples of data by Gaussian fluctuation of the original ones, we fit all these samples obtaining sets of parameters and curves for the TFF, we treat these parameters and curves with the usual statistical procedures. We take the

– 11 – mean and the standard deviation as the best value and the corresponding error for the parameters and, as the central value and the half-width of the band at each q ≡ √ q^2 for the TFF and cross section curves (see fig. 6).

The parameters achieved with this technique are in agreement with those obtained in Ref. [1] with a different fit procedure, that does not exploit information coming from the radiative decay rate and the QcR for the asymptotic behavior. This is the reason why, in case of real couplings, we get the same sign for ρ^′ and ρ^{′′} while they are opposite in Ref. [1], where there is a lower sensitivity to the complex structure of the fit function. The additional flat non-resonant contribution turns out to be only a small fraction (about 2.5% of the ρ^0 peak value) of the TFF in the resonance region.

Cont. | | M^2_{VF} V g^ϕ_{V π0} | | (MeV) Γ_{Ve+e−} BR_{Vϕπ0} (eV) M (MeV) Γ (MeV) Phase (rad)

ρ^′ (−)15 ± 6 2.8 ± 0.9 1640 ± 46 143 ± 85 π(0)

16 ± 7 3.1 ± 1.4 1617 ± 58 150 ± 99 3.0 ± 0.5 ρ^{′′} (−)6.8 ± 2.9 2.3 ± 0.8 1895 ± 22 62 ± 46 π(0)

7.3 ± 3.5 2.6 ± 1.0 1895 ± 29 67 ± 55 3.5 ± 0.8 A_{n.r.} −0.024 ± 0.006 GeV^{−1} ≃ 0.025 · |F_{ϕπ}0 (M^2_ρ )| −0.023 ± 0.006 GeV^{−1}

Table 1: Best fit parameters. For each parameter we give two values corresponding to the cases where we use real couplings, upper rows, and complex couplings (additional relative phases), lower rows. The value of the constant amplitude is also given in terms of the TFF at the ρ^0 peak, and, in both cases it represents about the 2.5% of this peak value.

4.5 g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} coupling Since ρ^0, ρ^′, and ρ^{′′} are intermediate resonances produced through an e^+e^− annihilation process, the cross section can give information only on the product between the electromagnetic and the mesonic couplings, e.g.: the modulus of (M^2_V /F_V )g^V_{ϕπ0} for a generic vector meson V (see table. 1 for ρ^′ and ρ^{′′}). To know the pure mesonic coupling g^V_{ϕπ0} , which describes the transition ϕ → π^0 with emission of a virtual vector meson V , we need to know the coupling F_V , which instead gives the amplitude of the decay V → e^+e^−. The situation appears quite interesting in the case of the ρ^′ resonance. This structure is mainly observed decaying in four-pion final states, hence, assuming such final states as the dominant decay channels we can give an estimate, or at least an upper limit, for F_ρ′ . Using the usual Breit-Wigner formula for a generic process: e^+e^− → V → [final state], which proceeds through an intermediate vector resonance V , we have at the vector meson peak:

σ(V peak) = 12π

Γ(V → e^+e^−) · BR(V → [final state]) M^2_V Γ_V

, (4.11)

where M_V and Γ_V are the mass and total width of the resonance. Being the branching BR(V → [final state]) lower or equal to one (it is ≃ 1 when the final state is the dominant

– 12 – decay channel), from eq. (4.11) we get the upper limit

Γ(V → e^+e^−) ≤ σ(V peak)M^2_V Γ_V 12π . (4.12)

It remains to relate the decay rate Γ(V → e^+e^−) to the coupling F_V , by means of eq. (3.1) we obtain: |F_V | = √ αM_V 3Γ(V → e^+e^−) ≥ √ 4πα σ(V peak)M_V Γ_V = e √ σ(V peak)M_V Γ_V

. (4.13)

If we identify the ρ^′ with the ρ(1700) of Ref. [6], we may take advantage from the fact that the four-pion final state is the dominant decay channel. Under this hypothesis we estimate the cross section at the ρ^′ peak. There are two channels: ρ^′ → 2(π^+π^−) and ρ^′ → 2π^0π^+π^− and the peak values of the cross sections are [16]:

σ_{2(π}+_π−_)(ρ^′ peak) = 29.2 ± 0.7 nb

σ_π+_π−_{2π}0 (ρ^′ peak) = 18.2 ± 0.7 nb

=⇒ σ_{4π}(ρ^′ peak) = 47.4 ± 1.0 nb . (4.14)

From the formula of eq. (4.13) and using the value for |M^2_ρ′ g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} /F_ρ′ | reported in table 1 we get: | |F_{ρ′} | | ≥ 65 ± 20

64 ± 18 and | |g^ϕ_{ρ′π0} | | ≤ 0.32 ± 0.07 GeV^{−1}

0.36 ± 0.07 GeV^{−1}

, (4.15)

where, as in the following, the upper and lower values refer to the cases with real and complex couplings respectively. The electromagnetic branching ratios are:

BR(ρ^′ → e^+e^−) ≤ σ_{4π}(ρ^′ peak)M^2_ρ′ 12π = (8.7 ± 0.5) × 10^{−6}

(8.5 ± 0.6) × 10^{−6}

. (4.16)

Finally, by using the value for Γ(ρ^′ → e^+e^−)BR(ρ^′ → ϕπ^0), we can extract upper limits for the rates of the decay ρ^′ → ϕπ^0 as

Γ(ρ^′ → ϕπ^0) ≤

330 ± 115 keV

360 ± 150 keV

. (4.17)

These values are lower than the OZI-violating width of the ϕ meson in its decay in ρπ + 3π, which is:

Γ(ϕ → ρπ + 3π) = (0.153 ± 0.004) · (4260 ± 50) keV = 650 ± 20 keV. (4.18)

– 13 –

5. Conclusions

The ϕπ^0 TFF has been studied by means of a dispersive procedure which collects all the experimental information under the aegis of the analyticity. The main low-energy contribution to this TFF is provided by the ρ^0 meson whose coupling to ϕπ^0 is well known. If we assume only this contribution we get a model-independent description without free parameters. However, as shown in fig. 5, this single-resonance TFF is unable to describe neither the data from the cross section σ(e^+e^− → ϕπ^0), nor the point at q^2 = 0 from the radiative decay rate Γ(ϕ → π^0γ).

Therefore we considered, in addition to the ρ^0, two further resonances defined as ρrecurrences, that, having free parameters, make the description model-dependent. The first excited ρ-recurrence of our analysis, the ρ^′, has mass and width compatible (ΔM, ΔΓ < two standard deviations) with those of the ρ(1700) of Ref. [6]:

M_{ρ(1700)} = 1720 ± 20 MeV Γ_{ρ(1700)} = 250 ± 100 MeV

In addition in the first case, assuming the four-pion final state as the dominant decay channel, we have estimated the electromagnetic coupling F_ρ′ and the g^{ρ′}_{ϕπ0} [eq. (4.15)]. The obtained values are compatible with the expectation for an excited ρ-like state, given those of the ground state ρ^0 reported in eq. (3.2).

The second excited state, the ρ(1900), is perfectly compatible with the “dip” observed for the first time by the DM2 Collaboration in the six-charged pion final state and subsequently confirmed by other experiments in the same final state [15] and also in the four-pion channel [16]. In all these cases it appeared as a dip, this could be the first manifestation as a peak. There are no clear interpretations for this structure, but the most interesting, that could explain the coupling with the OZI-forbidden ϕπ^0 final state and the multi-particle decay channels, is a vector meson cryptoexotic state [19], i.e.: hybrid [qqg] or tetraquark [qqqq]. Finally, we may conclude that, with the present statistics, there is no evidence of the C(1480), i.e. the ϕπ^0 TFF is well described by the three main contributions: ρ^0, ρ(1700), and ρ(1900). In addition, the absence of further structures is also theoretically enforced by the dispersive procedure used to describe the data.

Acknowledgments

I would like to express my gratitude to professor Antonino Zichichi and to the Enrico Fermi Center, for their strong support, and to Rinaldo Baldini, Lia Pancheri, Yogi Srivastava and Adriano Zallo for the precious and instructive discussions which helped me in developing this work.

– 14 –

A. Rate Γ(ϕ → π^0ρ^0)

The ϕ meson decays into π^+π^−π^0 with a branching ratio of ≃ 15.5%, however this decay is dominated by the ρπ itermediate states. The three channels: ρ^0π^0, ρ^+π^− and ρ^−π^+ participate with equal amplitude.

This process has been recently studied by the Kloe Collaboration [20] and we will use their fit procedure in order to reconstruct the Dalitz plot and then to extract the rate for the single channel ϕ → ρ^0π^0.

The observed decay is ϕ(p_ϕ) → π^0(p_0)π^+(p_+)π^−(p_−), where the 4-momenta in parentheses are in the center of mass of the ϕ. The Dalitz plot density distribution is:

D(x, y) ∝ |⃗p_+ × ⃗p_−|^2 · |A_{ρπ} + A_{dir} + A_{ωπ}|^2 , (A.1)

where x and y variables are:

x = E_+ − E_− , y = M_ϕ − M_π0 − E_+ − E_− , (A.2)

and the three amplitudes A_α (α = ρπ, dir, ωπ) are: A_{ϕπ} = 0,+,−∑

k a_k M^2_k q^2_k − M^2_k + iq_kγ_k(q^2_k)

, γ_k(q^2_k) = Γ_k ( q^2_k − s^2_{0k} M^2_k − s^2_{0k}

)^3_2 M^2_k q^2_k ,

A_{ωπ} = a_ωe^{iϕω} M^2_ω q^2_0 − M^2_ω + iq_0Γ_ω

, (A.3)

A_{dir} = a_{dir}e^{iϕdir} .

The quantity q^2_k (k = 0, +, −) is the invariant mass of the pion pair with electric charge k:

q^2_0 = (p_+ + p_−)^2 = (p_ϕ − p_0)^2 = (M_ϕ − M_π0 )^2 − 2M_ϕy q^2_+ = (p_0 + p_+)^2 = (p_ϕ − p_−)^2 = M^2_π + M_ϕ(M_π0 + x + y) (A.4) q^2_− = (p_0 + p_−)^2 = (p_ϕ − p_+)^2 = M^2_π + M_ϕ(M_π0 − x + y) ,

then M_k and Γ_k are masses and widths of the meson ρ^k, and the values s_{0k} represent the corresponding thresholds:

s_{00} = 4M^2_π , s_{0+} = s_{0−} = (M_π + M_π0 )^2 . (A.5)

We consider now the fractions:

R^α_β = ∫ dxdy|A_α(x, y)|^2 ∫ dxdy|A_β (x, y)|^2 , (A.6)

where α and β are either single channels or sums of channels. By taking the parameters directly from Ref. [20] [Fit(c)] we get: R^{ρ0π0}_{ρπ} = ∫ dxdy|A_ρ0_π0 (x, y)|^2 ∫ dxdy|A_{ρπ}(x, y)|^2 = 0.187 . (A.7)

This number is quite far from the natural expectation: 1/3, this is due to large interference effects among the three ρ’s in the Dalitz plot density [see eq. (A.1)].

– 15 –

References

[1] B. Aubert et al. [BABAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 77, 092002 (2008).

[2] M. N. Achasov et al. [SND Collaboration], arXiv:hep-ex/9809013;

V. M. Aulchenko et al., JETP Lett. 45, 145 (1987) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 45, 118 (1987)];

V. M. Aulchenko et al., JETP Lett. 45, 145 (1987) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 45, 118 (1987)];

B. Delcourt, D. Bisello, J. C. Bizot, J. Buon, A. Cordier, F. Mane, Phys. Lett. B 113, 93 (1982) [Erratum-ibid. B 115, 503 (1982)].

[3] G. Zweig, CERN report S419/TH412 (1964), unpublished; S. Okubo, Phys. Lett, 5, 165 (1963); I. Iizuka, K. Okuda, O. Shito, Prog. Theor. Phys. 35, 1061 (1966).

[4] F. E. Close, H. J. Lipkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1263 (1978);

F. E. Close, “e^+e^− → ϕπ^0 and γN → ϕπN: Their Experimental And Theoretical Interest”, Published in Moriond Conf.1979 v.2:0537.

[5] S. Pacetti, Eur. Phys. J. A 38, 331 (2008).

[6] C. Amsler et al., Phys. Lett. B 667, 1 (2008).

[7] S. J. Brodsky, G. R. Farrar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 31, (1973) 1153;

V. A. Matveev, R. M. Muradian, A. N. Tavkhelidze, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 7, 719 (1973); S. J. Brodsky, G. R. Farrar, Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) 1309; S. J. Brodsky, B. T. Chertok, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 3003.

[8] M. N. Achasov et al., JETP Lett. 75, 449 (2002) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 75, 539 (2002)];

[9] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2 Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 503, 237 (2001).

[10] See for instance: E.C. Tichmarsch, The theory of functions, London, Oxford University Press, 1939.

[11] S. I. Bityukov et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 38, 727 (1983) [Yad. Fiz. 38, 1205 (1983)];

S. I. Bityukov et al., JETP Lett. 42, 384 (1985) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 42, 310 (1985)]; S. I. Bityukov et al., Phys. Lett. B 188, 383 (1987);

S. I. Bityukov et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 46, 273 (1987) [Yad. Fiz. 46, 506 (1987)].

[12] V. F. Obraztsov, In Berkeley 1986, Proceedings, High Energy Physics, Vol. 1, 703;

F. E. Close and H. J. Lipkin, “New experimental evidence for four quark exotics: the serpukhov ϕπ resonance and the U particle”, published in HADRON ’87: proceedings. Edited by Y. Oyanagi, K. Takamatsu, T.Tsuru. Tsukuba, Japan, Nat. Lab High-energy Physics, 1987. 501p. (KEK-87-7);

L. G. Landsberg, “Search For Exotic Mesons And Study Of Rare Mesonic Radiative Decays At ’Lepton’ Spectrometer”, published in Uppsala 1987, Proceedings, High energy physics, Vol. 1, 525-527;

H. J. Lipkin, “HADRON MODELS AND STRONG INTERACTION DYNAMICS”, published in HADRON ’87: proceedings. Edited by Y. Oyanagi, K. Takamatsu, T.Tsuru. Tsukuba, Japan, Nat. Lab High-energy Physics, 1987. 501p. (KEK-87-7); S. I. Bityukov et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 46, 273 (1987) [Yad. Fiz. 46, 506 (1987)]; F. E. Close and H. J. Lipkin, Phys. Lett. B 196, 245 (1987);

– 16 –

N. N. Achasov and A. A. Kozhevnikov, Phys. Lett. B 207, 199 (1988); V. P. Kubarovsky, L. G. Landsberg and V. F. Obraztsov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 48, 837 (1988) [Yad. Fiz. 48, 1316 (1988)];

L. G. Landsberg, Sov. J. Part. Nucl. 21, 446 (1990); I. S. Shapiro, In Ajaccio 1989, Proceedings, Hadron ’89, 575-581; N. N. Achasov and A. A. Kozhevnikov, Z. Phys. C 48, 121 (1990); L. G. Landsberg, Sov. Phys. Usp. 33, 169 (1990) [Usp. Fiz. Nauk 160, 1 (1990)]; L. G. Landsberg, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 21, 179 (1991);

T. Tsuru et al. [E135 and E179 Collaborations], Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 21, 168 (1991); L. G. Landsberg, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 52, 121 (1990) [Yad. Fiz. 52, 192 (1990)]; M. R. Pennington, “In search of hadrons beyond the quark model”, published in Dalitz Conf.1990:66-107;

N. N. Achasov, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 21, 189 (1991); S. Fukui et al., Phys. Lett. B 257, 241 (1991); S. I. Dolinsky et al., Phys. Rept. 202, 99 (1991);

L. G. Landsberg, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 55, 1051 (1992) [Yad. Fiz. 55, 1896 (1992)]; L. G. Landsberg, Surveys High Energ. Phys. 6, 257 (1992);

Yu. S. Kalashnikova, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 55, 286 (1992) [Yad. Fiz. 55, 514 (1992)]; T. Kinashi et al. [E135 Collaboration], “Partial wave analysis, π^−p → ωπ^0n”, published in HADRON 91: proceedings. Edited by S. Oneda and D.C. Peaslee. River Edge, N.J., World Scientific, 1992. 925p;

M. Burchell, “A Review Of Recent Activity In The Field Of Light Quark Meson Spectroscopy”, published in Physics in Collision 1992:0217-236; P. Weidenauer et al. [ASTERIX Collaboration.], Z. Phys. C 59, 387 (1993); R. K. Muradov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 57, 864 (1994) [Yad. Fiz. 57, 921 (1994)]; B. Z. Kopeliovich and E. Predazzi, Phys. Rev. D 51, 2114 (1995) [arXiv:hep-ph/9401215]; P. Truoel et al., “Anti-proton annihilation in deuterium gas: Selected results from the Asterix experiment”, In Villars-sur-Ollon 1987, Physics at LEAR with low energy antiprotons, 447-451;

N. N. Achasov and G. N. Shestakov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 59, 1262 (1996) [Yad. Fiz. 59N7, 1319 (1996)].

[13] See e.g.: N. N. Achasov, A. A. Kozhevnikov, Phys. Lett. B 207, 199 (1988);

N. N. Achasov, A. A. Kozhevnikov, Z. Phys. C 48, 121 (1990).

[14] V. M. Aulchenko et al., JETP Lett. 45, 145 (1987) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 45, 118 (1987)].

[15] R. Baldini et al., “FENICE” workshop, Frascati (1998);

P. L. Frabetti et al. [E687 Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 514, 240 (2001); P. L. Frabetti et al., Phys. Lett. B 578, 290 (2004);

B. Aubert et al. [BABAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 73, 052003 (2006).

[16] E. Solodov, “NUCLEON05” Conference, Frascati, 12-14 Oct 2005;

B. Aubert et al. [BABAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 71, 052001 (2005).

[17] R. Baldini, L. Benussi, M. Bertani, S. Bianco, F. L. Fabbri, S. Pacetti, A. Zallo, Eur. Phys. J.

A 31, 645 (2007).

[18] B. V. Geshkenbein, Yad. Fiz. 9, 1232 (1969).

[19] F.E. Close, AIP Conf. Proc. 717, 919 (2004);

– 17 –

F. Iddir, L. Semlala, arXiv:hep-ph/0211289 and refs. therein; A. Donnachie, Yu. S. Kalashnikova, Z. Phys. C 59, 621 (1993); E. Klempt, A. Zaitsev, Phys. Rept. 454, 1 (2007).

[20] A. Aloisio et al., Phys. Lett. B 561, 55 (2003).

– 18 –